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FRENCH  INTERVENTION  IN  ITALY. 

LORD  BEAUMONT  rose  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
VOL.CVI.    {J^\ 


said,  that  considering  the  importance  of 
the  suhject  to  which  it  referred,  their 
Lordships  would  not  he  surprised  at  his 
putting-  the  question  without  having  given 
the  ordinary  notice.  Their  Lordships  must 
he  aware  of  the  extraordinary  proceedings 
which  had  marked  the  progress  of  the 
French  expedition  to  Italy  since  it  had 
landed  at  Civita  Vecchia;  nor  could  they 
he  uninformed  of  the  unfortunate  results 
arising  from  that  expedition.  Their  Lord- 
ships had  hcen  informed  hy  the  Message 
of  the  French  President  to  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  that  this  country  approved 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Government  of 
France  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  its 
foreign  relations;  and  in  consequence  of 
that  assertion  on  the  part  of  the  President, 
it  became,  he  thought,  that  House  to  in- 
quire and  to  ascertain  how  far  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  implicated,  either 
by  approval  or  suggestion,  of  the  conduct 
which  he  had  already  observed  had  been 
so  extraordinary  on  the  part  of  the  French 
expedition.  If  their  Lordships  looked  to 
the  various  despatches  and  proclamations 
of  the  commander  of  that  expedition,  and 
those  of  the  diplomatic  agents  of  the 
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French  Government  engaged  in  the  mat- 
ter, they  would  feel  at  a  loss  to  conceive 
either  the  objects  of  the  expedition,  or  the 
principle  upon  which  its  proceedings  were 
conducted.  At  one  time  it  was  stated 
that  the  expedition  was  sent  forth  with  the 
professed  purpose  of  protecting  the  liber- 
tics  of  the  Roman  people,  and  preventing 
the  invasion  of  their  territory  by  a  foreign 
Power.  In  almost  the  same  breath,  it  was 
announced  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  the  fugitive  Pontiff  to  his  throne, 
and  also  of  establishing  in  Central  Italy  the 
influence  of  France.  The  proceedings  of 
the  expedition  were,  howevei*,  in  every  way 
contradictory — at  least  in  their  results — 
to  these  proclaimed  intentions  and  objects. 
France  landed  an  expedition  in  Central 
Italy.  The  immediate  result  of  that  land- 
ing, was  the  advance  from  the  north  of 
Austrian,  and  from  the  south  of  Neapoli- 
tan, forces;  and  this  notwithstanding  the 
professions  of  France  that  her  expedition 
was  to  prevent  the  invasion  of  the  Roman 
territory.  In  the  same  way  they  proceed- 
ed to  protect  the  Romans.  The  first  act 
of  protection  by  which  they  showed  their 
love  for  the  Romans  was  a  violent  attack 
upon  their  capital,  which,  after  a  vigorous 
resistance,  had  been  repelled;  but  which, 
after  renewed  professions  of  French  in- 
terest for  Roman  liberties,  had  been  fol- 
lowed up  by  another  attack,  and  most 
probably  at  the  present  time  Rome  was 
deluged  in  blood.  So  much  for  their 
protection  of  the  Romans.  As  for  the  re- 
storation of  the  Pope,  the  first  proclama- 
tion which  the  French  made  on  landing 
stated  that  the  Romans  had  a  perfect  right 
to  choose  their  own  Government;  and  then, 
most  unreasonably,  when  it  was  told  them 
by  the  Triumvirate  that  the  existing  Go- 
vernment had  been  already  chosen  by  the 
unanimous  vote  of  an  assembly  elected  by 
universal  suffrage,  they,  notwithstanding, 
proclaimed  their  intention  to  put  down  the 
Government  which  was  thus  the  choice  of 
the  people,  whilst  at  the  same  time  they 
maintained  the  principle  that  the  people 
had  the  right  to  choose  their  own  Govern- 
ment. In  this  manner  the  Romans  were 
in  every  way  deceived.  The  despatch  of 
M.  Lcsseps  one  day  was  contradicted  on 
the  next  by  the  declaration  of  the  comman- 
der of  the  French  forces;  while  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  negotiations,  the  con- 
duct of  the  French  was  marked  by  tortuous 
and  contradictory  proceedings,  in  strong 
contrast  to  the  plain  and  straightforward 
conduct  of  the  Triumvirate.     But  the  Ro- 


mans were  not  the  only  parties  who  had 
been  deceived.  A  congress  of  the  Catho- 
lic Powers  had  been  held  at  Gaeta,  where 
Naples,  Austria,  and  Spain  were  repre- 
sented, aa  well  as  France,  and,  according 
to  their  version  of  the  case,  a  mutual  un- 
derstanding had  been  come  to  as  to  the 
mode  of  proceeding,  and  a  joint  interven- 
tion on  behalf  of  the  Pope  was  agreed  on; 
and  yet  France  took  upon  herself  to  act 
singly,  and  totally  separate  from  the  other 
Powers;  and  while  thus  acting  separately, 
that  one  Power  professed  intentions,  which, 
if  anything,  were  hostile  to  Austria,  in- 
asmuch as  French  influence  was  to  su- 
persede Austrian  influence  ai  Rome,  and 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  proposal  of 
the  other  three  Powers  —  that  proposal 
being,  that  there  should  be  a  joint  action 
of  the  four  Catholic  Powers  for  the  pur- 
pose of  restoring  the  Pope  to  his  seat  in 
Rome.  But  not  only  were  Austria,  Na- 
ples, and  Spain  deceived  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  when  these  three  Powers  en- 
deavoured to  regain  their  position  by  send- 
ing each  an  expedition  to  co-operate  with 
France,  Naples  was  a  second  time  de- 
ceived; for  when  her  forces  advanced  in 
accordance,  as  they  imagined,  with  the 
agreement  for  a  joint  interference,  the  mo- 
ment they  had  reached  Albano,  the  French 
general  signed  an  armstice  with  the  Ro- 
mans, who  availed  themselves  of  the  op- 
portunity thus  afforded  them  to  repulse 
the  Neapolitans  at  Velletri.  The  latter 
retreated,  making  a  most  rapid  flight  of 
forty  miles  in  twelve  hours — the  King  of 
Naples  had  no  idea  of  fighting  the  battle 
alone,  and  he  got  out  of  the  danger  as 
quickly  as  he  possibly  could.  However, 
after  that,  the  French  renewed  their  at- 
tacks on  Rome ;  they  still  professed  that 
they  came  to  assist  the  Romans  in  their 
struggle  for  liberty,  but  the  Romans  could 
not  understand,  any  more  than  Falstaff  did, 
the  French  way  of  backing  up  their  friends ; 
they  rejected  the  friendly  proposal  of  the 
French  to  allow  them  to  occupy  their  capi- 
tal— to  put  down  their  Government — to 
banish  their  chief  and  leading  men — and 
to  leave  Rome  entirely  to  the  mercies  of 
the  French  Government,  The  Romans 
naturally  resisted  this  invasion  of  their 
friends;  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
they  were  not  able  to  take  steps  to  impede 
the  march  of  the  Austrians.  The  conse- 
quence of  the  friendly  intervention  of  the 
French  in  Rome  had  thus  been,  in  the 
first  place,  to  enable  the  Austrians  to  bom- 
bard Bologna,  and  to  advance  to  Ancona, 
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without  resistance,  and  bombard  that  place 
too — indeed,  the  bombardment  of  Ancona 
was  now  going  on;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
the  French  were  compelled  to  destroy  at 
the  same  time,  with  a  friendly  and  frater- 
nal hand,  the  very  capital  of  the  country, 
Rome  itself.  Certainly,  such  brotherly 
love  had  scarcely  been  witnessed  by  the 
world  since  the  days  of  Cain  and  Abel. 
But  those,  also,  were  not  the  only  parties 
deceived.  The  Pope,  in  whose  name  the 
expedition  had  been  professedly  under- 
taken, had  been  as  much  deceived  as  any 
one  of  the  Catholic  Powers,  or  the  Romans 
themselves;  for  his  Holiness,  according  to 
the  allocution  which  he  had  lately  pub- 
lished, had  understood  that  the  sole  and 
only  result  of  the  congress  at  Gaeta  was, 
that  the  four  Powers  should  jointly  restore 
him  to  his  authority  in  Rome,  and  then  to 
leave  him  to  act  as  he  liked ;  and  it  was 
upon  that  point  in  particular  that  he  should 
wish  to  have  some  little  information  from 
the  Government,  as  far  as  they  were  able 
to  afford  it.  Whilst  the  Austrians  even 
acknowledged  that  something  like  lay  go- 
vernment should  be  established  in  Rome, 
as  far  as  temporal  affairs  were  concerned, 
the  Pope  himself,  in  his  allocution,  de- 
clared, that  he  had  never  admitted  that 
there  should  be  any  lay  government  what- 
ever, nor  could  the  participation  of  laymen 
in  the  legislative  counsels  of  the  head  of 
the  Church  be  suffered,  except  in  conse- 
quence of  its  being  forced  upon  him; 
and  that  all  attempts  to  establish  it 
were  contrary  to  the  rights,  interests, 
and  principles  of  the  Holy  See ;  and 
that  those  persons  deceived  themselves 
who  thought  that  he  would  ever  submit  or 
agree  to  lay  government.  It  was,  there- 
fore, clear,  that  before  the  French  expedi- 
tion sailed  to  Civita  Vecchia,  the  French 
Government  had  not  made  any  concert  or 
agreement  with  the  Pontiff  with  regard  to 
the  terms  upon  which  he  was  to  be  re- 
stored to  his  authority  in  Rome.  Aus- 
tria had  her  own  interests  in  view,  which 
were  incompatible  with  the  objects  of 
France.  From  those  proceedings,  he  ga- 
thered, that  at  the  congress  at  Gaeta 
nothing  had  been  accomplished  save  the 
mutual  deception  of  each  other,  and  of 
the  Sovereign  Pontiff  himself. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  begged  to  inter- 
rupt the  noble  Lord.  He  asked  whether  it 
was  expedient  that  any  noble  Lord  should, 
without  any  notice  whatever,  or  even  with 
notice,  as  a  preface  to  a  question,  go  into 
a  long  statement,  affecting  not  only  the 


Govemnient  of  this  country,  but  that  of 
almost  every  country  on  the  continent  of 
Europe,  and  of  bestowing  animadversions 
upon  them  ? 

Lord  BEAUMONT  was  perfectly  will, 
ing  to  consult  the  opinion  of  the  House 
upon  this  subject;  and,  of  course,  if  it  were 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  he  had  nothing 
to  do  but  put  the  question  in  a  point  blank 
form.  The  reason  why  he  had  adverted 
to  the  history  of  the  case,  was  to  show 
that  there  was  some  ground  for  putting 
the  question.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
his  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil whether,  since  the  landing  of  the  French 
expedition  at  Civita  Vecchia,  there  had 
been  any  communication  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  on  the  part  of 
France,  of  her  objects  or  intentions  with 
regard  to  that  expedition — whether  there 
had  been  anything  like  advice  asked  from 
this  country,  or  advice  given  by  this  coun- 
try to  France,  with  regard  to  the  ultimate 
objects  of  that  expedition — and  whether  his 
noble  Friend  was  able  to  state  now  what 
were  the  ulterior  objects  which  France  had 
in  view  with  regard  to  the  future  settle- 
ment of  the  Roman  States  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  although  he  had  not  received  any  in- 
timation from  his  noble  Friend,  till  he  came 
down  to  the  House,  of  his  intention  to  ask 
this  question,  he  had  no  objection  to  an- 
swer it  at  once;  for  he  had  little  other  an- 
swer to  give  his  noble  Friend  than  to  refer 
him  to  what  had  already  taken  place  in  the 
House  upon  this  subject.  He  did  not  feel 
himself  called  upon  to  explain,  neither 
had  he  been  .enabled  to  state,  the  objects 
and  motives  which  had  influenced  the 
French  Government  in  undertaking  its  ex- 
pedition. All  he  deemed  it  necessary  to 
state  was,-  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  no  party  to  that  expedition.  Be- 
fore it  sailed,  we  received  from  the  French 
Government  a  communication  that  it  in- 
tended to  send  an  expedition  to  Civita  Vec- 
chia for  the  purpose  of  restoring,  so  far  as 
the  presence  of  such  an  expedition  could  do 
it,  tranquillity  and  order  in  the  Roman 
States.  To  such  an  expedition  we  did 
not  think  ourselves  bound  to  offer  any  ob- 
stacle. Beyond  receiving  this  communi- 
cation, neither  at  the  sailing  of  the  ex-* 
pedition  nor  subsequently,  had  we  made 
ourselves  in  any  respect  parties  to  that  ex- 
pedition; and  thus  not  having  given  any  ad- 
vice as  to  the  expedition  itself,  we  had  not 
offered  any  advice  as  to  the  conduct  of  that 
expedition,  but  had  kept  ourselves  aloof 
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from  it.  That  expedition  was  undertaken 
by  the  French  Government  on  its  own  re- 
sponsibilitj,  and  with  reference  to  its  own 
views  alone.  The  British  Government  felt 
that  it  was  placed  in  a  situation  quite  dis- 
tinct from  that  of  the  other  Powers  as  to 
the  restoration  of  the  Pope.  He  alluded, 
of  course,  to  the  religious  ties  which  bound 
those  Powers  to  the  Sovereign  Pontiff;  and 
which  did  not  bind  us.  But  nevertheless 
the  British  Government  had  not  seen  with 
indifference  the  events  which  had  expelled 
the  Pope  from  his  temporal  dominions; 
but  they  always  had  been,  and  still  were, 
ready  to  offer  such  suggestions  as  might 
be  useful  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  by 
negotiation  the  power  and  authority  of  the 
Pope  in  Rome;  and  it  had  expressed  its 
hopes,  though  they  were  not  very  sanguine 
hopes,  that  the  restoration  of  the  Pope  to 
his  authority,  upon  terms  and  conditions 
which  would  ensure  its  permanence,  might 
be  effected  in  confoimity  with  the  wishes  of 
his  people. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that 
the  last  time  the  noble  Marquess  had 
spoken  on  this  subject,  ho  had  stated  that 
the  communication  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment was  a  written  communication.  Now, 
if  the  noble  Marquess  would  produce  that 
written  communication,  it  would  tend 
greatly  to  explain  this  at  present  inexpli- 
cable question.  He  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
had  imagined  that  the  communication  was 
only  verbal;  but  as  the  noble  Marquess 
had  now  informed  them  that  it  was  a  writ- 
ten one,  their  Lordships  would  be  better 
able  to  judge  of  the  intentions  of  the  French 
Government  if  it  were  laid  before  them.  It 
was  now  many  months  since  that  commu- 
nication was  made — so  far  back,  he  be- 
lieved, as  November  or  December  last. 
Now,  was  it  possible  for  any  man  to  be- 
lieve, considering  the  cordial  understand- 
ing which  we  were  told  now  prevailed  be- 
tween the  two  Governments  on  all  subjects, 
that  no  further  communication  had  since 
taken  place  between  them  respecting  the 
invasion  of  Italy  ? — a  measure  which  could 
not  be  indifferent  either  to  England  or  to 
Europe.  Could  it  be  possible  that  we  had 
neither  received  nor  asked  from  France  in- 
formation explanatory  of  her  intentions  on 
such  a  subject  ?  Could  it  be  possible  that 
France,  acting  on  a  good  understanding 
with  us,  maintained  a  strict  silence  on  a 
subject  so  interesting  to  us  and  to  all  Eu- 
rope ?  The  noble  Marquess  had  told  the 
House  that  the  French  Government  in- 
formed Her  Majesty's  Ministers  that  it  was 


sending  out  that  expedition  to  restore  order 
and  tranquillity.  Did  that  phraseologj 
mean  the  restoration  of  the  Pope— for  that 
was  the  first  object  which  the  French  Go- 
vernment professed  to  have  in  view  ?  What 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Beaumont) 
had  said  was  very  true — that  it  was  in  vain 
to  look  for  the  intentions  of  the  French 
Government  in  the  proclamations  which  it 
had  issued.  Now,  what  he  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  wanted  to  know  was  this  — 
What  object  did  the  French  Government 
declare  itself  to  have  in  view  in  that  writ- 
ten communication  which  it  made  to  our 
Government  of  its  intention  to  send  out  the 
expedition  to  Italy?  If  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  lay  on  the  table  a  copy  of  that 
communication,  their  Lordships  would  have 
the  means  of  judging  for  themselves  what 
the  intentions  of  the  French  Government 
really  were,  or  at  least  what  the  intentions 
were  which  the  French  Government  had 
thought  fit  to  assign  for  their  expedition. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  : 
Had  he  been  aware  that  this  question 
would  have  come  under  consideration  this 
evening,  he  would  have  brought  down 
with  him  the  exact  terms  of  the  commu- 
nication. He  had,  however,  accurately 
stated  its  substance.  He  could  not  say 
at  present  whether  any  communication 
had  or  had  not  been  received  from  the 
French  Government  as  to  the  mo^e  in 
which  the  expedition  was  proceeding.  He 
was  not  bound  to  explain  the  objects  of 
the  expedition,  or  of  the  negotiations  with 
which  it  had  been  accompanied. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  this  was  a 
matter  of  the  highest  importance,  and  had 
excited  universal  interest  throughout  Eu- 
rope. His  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  had  stated  that  the  only  offi- 
cial communication  which  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  French  Government,  was 
to  the  effect  that  it  had  sent,  or  was  about 
to  send,  an  expedition  to  Civita  Vecchia 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to  restore 
order  and  tranquillity  at  Rome.  But  he 
wondered  that  it  did  not  strike  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
that  an  expedition  to  Civita  Vecchia  of  five 
and  twenty  thousand  men,  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  order  and  tranquillity  in  Italy, 
could  not  by  any  possibility  mean  an  expe- 
dition to  stop  at  Civita  Vecchia,  and  that 
if  it  meant  anything,  it  was  an  expedition 
that  would  go  on  to  Rome.  It  could  be 
taken  in  no  other  sense. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  An- 
cona  ? 
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Lord  BROUGHAM:  Ancona!  Yes; 
but  that  was  a  very  different  case;  and  we 
were  taken  very  much  to  task  by  the  Op- 
position of  that  day  because  we  did  not  in- 
terfere when  the  French  occupied  Ancona. 
There  was,  however,  another  point  which 
appeared  to  him  rather  astonishing.  It 
was  clear  that  the  English  Government 
knew  nothing  of  what  was  going  to  be 
done.  In  one  of  the  most  important  public 
documents  which  had  recently  appeared — 
a  document  which  was  highly  creditable  to 
its  author,  whoever  he  might  be,  both  for 
its  judicious  admissions  and  its  still  more 
judicious  concealments,  and  which  was  a 
model  for  political  writing  on  account  of 
the  information  which  it  gave  as  well  as  of 
that  which  it  withheld — in  the  statement 
made  by  the  President  of  the  French  Re- 
public, there  was  a  most  pleasing  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  good  footing  on  which  the 
French  and  English  Governments  were 
with  each  other.  He  gathered  from  that 
document  that  the  French  had  received 
from  the  English  Government  an  approval 
of  all  that  had  hitherto  been  done;  for  the 
President  said  that  they  ought  to  be  grate- 
ful for  the  good  will — ^but,  perhaps,  that 
was  too  strong  a  translation  of  the  phrase 
—  which  the  English  Government  had 
always  shown  them.  But  it  was  impos- 
sible that  that  could  have  been  the  case. 

TheEARLofELLENBOROUGH:  When 
the  noble  Marquess  lays  the  terms  of  the 
communication  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment upon  the  table  of  the  House,  perhaps 
it  would  not  be  inconvenient  for  him,  at  the 
same  time,  to  inform  the  House  of  the 
terms  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  de- 
spatch announcing  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  France  to  send  an  expedition 
to  Civita  Vecchia.  He  did  not,  of  course, 
understand  that  the  Government  had  said 
that  they  would  not  put  any  *' obstacle*'  in 
the  way  of  the  French  expedition — for  that 
was  a  very  strong  word  to  use — ^but  he 
wished  to  know  the  terms  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  stated  they 
would  not  object  to  the  purposes  of  the  ex- 
pedition, as  stated  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment. That  was  a  point  on  which  the 
House  ought  to  have  some  information. 
There  was  one  observation  which  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  in  reference  to 
which  he  begged  permission  to  say  a  few 
words.  As  he  understood  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  said  that  this  country  was  dif- 
feren^y  situated,  and  had  not  the  same  in- 
terest in  this  question,  that  the  Catholic 
countries  of  Europe  had.     Now,  he  (the 


Earl  of  Ellcnborough)  could  not  altogether 
agree  in  that  opinion.  It  was  quite  true 
that  England  was  not  a  Catholic  State, 
and  might  not,  therefore,  feel  that  personal 
interest  in  the  position  of  the  Pope  which 
was  felt  by  Catholic  Powers  ;  but  we  had 
8,000,000  of  Roman  Catholic  fellow-sub- 
jects ;  and  it  was  as  much  an  object  of  in- 
terest to  us,  as  it  could  be  to  any  one  of 
the  Catholic  Powers  of  Europe,  that  the 
Pope  should  be  in  a  position  of  indepen- 
dence— that  he  should  not  be  so  situated 
as  to  be  dependent  upon  the  bounty  or 
upon  the  power  of  any  one,  or  of  any  com- 
bination of  the  Powers  of  Europe.  That 
was  surely  of  as  deep  an  interest  to  us  as 
it  could  be  to  either  Austria  or  Naples. 
The  question  was  not  whether  the  Pope, 
as  the  Sovereign  of  Rome,  should  or  should 
not  reside  and  rule  there,  but  whether  the 
person  who  happened  to  be  at  the  head  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  should  main- 
tain a  position  of  independence;  and  that 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of  the 
deepest  importance. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  need 
not  say  in  that  House  that  they  had  no 
spiritual  connexion  with  the  Pope:  that 
was  well  known  in  that  House;  for  they 
not  only  declared,  but  they  had  sworn, 
that  they  never  would  establish  spiritual 
relations  with  the  Pope.  He  thought, 
therefore,  he  was  quite  justified  in  using 
the  words  he  did,  that  in  one  important 
aspect — in  a  religious  aspect — they  bad 
no  interest  in  the  condition  of  the  Pope. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  had  no  interest 
of  a  political  character.  On  the  contrary, 
he  said  that,  in  his  political  character, 
they  had  a  great  interest.  In  that  view, 
he  would  now  repeat  what  he  had  said  be- 
fore— that  the  (jovemment  were  most  de- 
sirous that  the  Pope  should  be  restored  to 
Rome,  in  possession  of  his  former  power 
and  rule,  on  condition  that  liberty  should 
be  secured  to  the  people  in  such  a  way  as 
would  ensure  its  continuance,  and  meet  with 
the  approbation  and  concurrence  of  his 
subjects.  That  was  a  consummation  which 
he  thought  could  be  best  promoted  by  ne- 
gotiation, and  not  by  having  recourse  to 
arms.  With  regard  to  the  use  of  the 
word  ''obstacle,'  he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  by  the  word  he  meant  they  should  go 
to  war  with  France :  all  he  meant  to  say 
was,  that  we  had  made  no  objection  to  the 
course  France  was  taking.  In  reference 
to  the  production  of  the  papers  alluded  to 
by  the  noble  Earl,  he  would  have  produced 
them  at  once  if  he  ha^  had  them  present, 
and  he  would  be  very  glad  that  the  House 
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should  be  aware  of  the  exact  terms  of  the 
communication  in  question.  But  when  the 
noble  Earl  went  further,  and  asked  for 
the  production  of  subsequent  communica- 
tions, he  was  not  prepared  to  pledge  him- 
self to  their  production,  without  having 
first  examined  them  more  particularly. 
Subject  at  an  end. 
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NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  consider  that  he 
continued  his  opposition  to  this  Bill  with 
undue  pertinacity.  At  the  same  time  he 
felt  so  deeply  the  injury  which  this  mea- 
sure would  probably  inflict  upon  the  coun- 
try, that  he  could  not  refrain  from  expres- 
sing shortly,  even  at  this  last  stage  of  the 
Bill,  and  when  he  had  no  hope  of  inducing 
their  Lordships  to  depart  from  the  view 
they  had  already  taken,  his  decided  objec- 
tions to  its  becoming  law.  He  had  in  the 
course  of  his  life,  now  not  very  short,  had 
occasion,  in  Parliament,  to  oppose  several 
measures  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  best  interests  of 
his  country;  and  he  regretted  to  say,  that 
in  many  of  these  cases  he  had  lived  to  see 
his  fears  of  an  injurious  result  arising  from 
these  measures  realised;  but,  certainly,  he 
did  not  recollect  any  former  occasion  on 
which  he  was  compelled  to  oppose  a  mea- 
0ure  which  appeared  to  him  so  fraught 
with  danger  to  the  actual  security  of  this 
country.  His  apprehensions,  however, 
would,  to  a  very  great  extent,  be  relieved, 
if  he  could  believe  that  all  those  who  con- 
stituted the  majority  in  support  of  this 
measure,  were  conscientiously  convinced 
that  it  was  of  a  safe  and  salutary  charac- 
ter. He  had  such  a  high  respect  for  the 
opinions  and  the  judgment  of  many  of  those 
who  supported  the  measure,  that  he  would 
have  been  led  to  distrust  his  own  judgment 
on  the  subject^  however  long  formed  it 
might  have  been,  if  he  could  entertain  the 
opinion  that  they  were  thoroughly  con- 
vinced of  its  expediency.  But  he  could 
not  avoid  the  apprehension  that  many  of 
those  who  constituted  the  majority  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill,  did  not  act  altogether 
from  unmixed  motives — that  they  looked, 
in  all  probability,  to  the  consequences  of 
rejecting  this  Bill,  as  leading  to  a  change 
of  Government,  and  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament — and 


that  they  considered  the  inconvenience,  or, 
as  they  thought,  the  danger  of  such  a 
measure,  sufficient  to  justify  them  in  giving 
their  support  to  a  Bill  which  they  oonld 
not  otherwise  view  without  apprehension. 
There  was  no  faculty  which  was  more  in- 
valuable in  public  as  well  as  in  private 
life  than  that  of  making  a  just  appreoia^ 
tion  of  the  comparative  magnitude  of  ob- 
jects, when  that  faculty  is  combined  with 
the  firmness  of  mind  which  enabled  a 
man  to  follow  that  object  which  appeared 
to  him  to  be  of  the  greater  importance. 
But  he  must  say  he  had  never  seen 
in  this  country  any  Government — and  if 
any  Government  most  certainly  the  pre- 
sent Government  was  not  that — of  which 
the  present  preservation,  the  temporary- 
existence  in  discharge  of  its  functions, 
was  of  more  importance  to  the  country 
than  the  permanent  maintenance  of  its 
maritime  supremacy.  He,  therefore,  deeply 
regretted  that  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  fatal  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of 
those  who  really  dreaded  the  consequences 
of  this  measure,  and  yet  allowed  them- 
selves to  be  induced  by  minor  consider- 
ations to  give  it  their  support,  and  to 
make  it  law.  He  would  not,  howeyer>  on 
this  occasion  go  into  the  general  arguments 
which  might  bo  urged  against  the  measure, 
but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  inconye- 
nient,  or  inexpedient,  if  he  were  on  this 
occasion  again  to  touch  on  those  measures 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  now  adopt  for  the  security  of  the 
mercantile  interests  under  the  system  now 
about  to  be  introduced.  It  would  be  only 
fair  and  just  to  the  shipbuilder,  that  he 
should  now  be  relieved,  in  the  character  of 
a  drawback,  from  all  duties  on  timber  and 
every  other  article  that  was  used  in  ship- 
building. Further,  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  promptly  introduce  a  measure  ren- 
dering it  necessary  that  all  masters  and 
mates  of  vessels  should  be  subjected  to 
examination  before  they  were  entrusted 
with  their  commands.  Farther,  in  all  in- 
stances of  ships  being  lost,  the  master,  of- 
ficers, and  crew  of  the  vessel  should  be  sub- 
ject to  be  tried  for  their  loss  on  the  same 
principle  on  which  the  captains  of  vessels  in 
Her  Majesty's  service  were  tried  by  court- 
martial;  and  where  it  appeared  that  the 
loss  had  been  occasioned  by  gross  neglect, 
or  gross  incompetency,  he  thought  that 
not  only  should  the  master,  mate,  or  other 
officer  he  punished  by  imprisonment,  but 
that  the  policies  of  insurance  effected  bj 
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their  owners  Bhould  be  voided,  or  that 
some  other  distinct  punishment  should  he 
imposed  upon  the  owner  through  whose 
laches  the  incompetent  person  had  been 
appointed  to  the  command.  Last  year  a 
measure  was  brought  forward,  but  which 
was  not  passed  into  a  law,  for  the  purpose 
of  procuring  a  fund  for  the  support  of  our 
merchant  seamen  when  worn  out  in  the 
merchant  service :  such  a  measure  would 
be  of  the  greatest  service  in  inducing  them 
to  remain  in  the  service  of  their  native 
country,  and  they  would  thus  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  render  service  to  this  country  in  case 
war  broke  out.  It  was  then  proposed  that  a 
portion  of  the  funds  should  be  drawn  from 
the  shipowners.  He  feared  that  the  reluc- 
tance then  entertained  by  the  shipowners 
would  be  entertained  in  a  still  greater  degree 
after  this  present  Bill  came  into  operation. 
But  it  Was  necessary,  in  order  to  secure  the 
good  conduct  of  the  merchant  seamen, 
that  some  fund  should  be  provided  to  give 
pensions  to  those  who  were  worn  out  in 
the  merchant  service,  and  so  to  induce 
them  to  remain  in  the  country.  He  would 
even  go  farther  than  any  provision  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  of  last  year,  and  should 
be  glad  to  see  a  provision  made  for  mer- 
chant seamen  similar  in  principle,  though 
perhaps  not  in  extent,  to  that  which  was 
now  given  to  the  seamen  in  Her  Majesty's 
services  in  the  Hospital  at  Greenwich. 
No  measure  could  be  adopted  that  would 
be  more  gratifying  to  the  merchant 
seamen,  or  more  useful  to  the  country. 
Another  measure  which  he  would  strong- 
ly recommend  to  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
vemment — and  he  would  particularly  re- 
quest to  this  point  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  GranviUe)  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — another 
point  which  he  thought  essential  was,  that 
a  BiU  should  be  introduced  for  the  re-regis- 
tration of  the  merchant  ships.  It  was  now 
twenty  years  since  the  last  registration; 
and  in  the  course  of  that  period  gross  errors 
had  crept  into  the  system.  In  1847,  it 
appeared  that  the  registered  tonnage  of 
the  country  had  been  3,200,000  tons.  He 
entertained  great  doubts  as  to  the  correct- 
ness of  this  return,  and  as  a  test  he  had 
moved  for  a  return  of  the  number  of  those 
ships  which  had  entered  once  in  the  course 
of  a  year,  with  the  number  of  those  which 
had  cleared  outwards  once,  besides  the 
number  of  times  they  had  entered  and 
cleared  out.  It  appeared  that  in  1847  the 
amount  of  tonnage  that  had  entered  in- 
wards and  cleared  outwards  amounted  to 
2>3D0,000,  and  Uiat  shipa  to  tiie  amount 


of  200,000  tons  had  arrived,  which  had 
been  absent  for  more  than  a  year;  and  as- 
suming that  at  the  end  of  1847  the  same 
amount  of  tonnage  was  still  absent  on  the 
seas,  and  add  also  100,000  more  for  the 
ships  that  might  be  built  during  the  year, 
and  for  those  that  might  have  been  under 
repair  during  the  whole  year,  and  it  would 
appear  that  the  total  amount  of  tonnage 
for  1847  was  not  3,200,000,  but 
2,600,000.  Observe  what  the  effect  of  this 
was.  If  there  should  be  no  new  registra- 
tion, there  would  accumulate  upon  the  re- 
gister ships  that  were  no  longer  in  ex- 
istehce ;  and  it  might  happen  that,  not- 
withstanding even  a  diminution  in  the 
real  number  of  ships,  their  number  on 
the  register  would  appear  to  be  in-^ 
creased.  They  were  also  told  that  they 
had  230,000  seamen.  But  if  the  propor- 
tion of  seamen  to  ships  was,  as  he  believed 
it  to  be,  a  proportion  of  five  seamen  to  100 
tons,  then  the  number  of  seamen  in  actual 
service  in  1847  was  130,000,  and  not 
230,000  ;  and  though  it  was  possible  that 
this  might  not  be  the  whole  amount,  still 
the  difference  was  so  enormous  that  he 
was  satisfied  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  do  well  to  look  closely  into  this 
matter,  and  rectify  the  register.  It  might 
be  very  convenient  to  state  to  Parliament 
that  there  was,  year  by  year,  a  constant 
increase  in  the  number  of  seamen  and  the 
amount  of  tonnage.  But  this  was  all  de- 
lusive. If  they  compared  their  present 
condition  in  this  respect  with  what  it  was 
25  years  ago,  they  would  find  it  was  any- 
thing but  satisfactory;  and  that,  though 
there  might  be  an  increase,  still  it  was 
much  less  than  they  desired  to  see.  There 
was  another  point  which  was  worthy  the 
notice  of  the  House  with  relation  to  steam- 
ers. It  was  assumed  that  the  carrying 
power  of  a  vessel  was  in  proportion  to  her 
tonnage.  But  this  was  not  so  with  regard 
to  steamers,  bttause  a  large  portion  of 
steamers  was  occupied  with  machinery, 
and  they  were  fitted  up  for  the  carriage 
of  passengers  rather  than  goods.  These 
were  the  measures  which  it  appeared  to 
him  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to  in- 
troduce without  delay.  But  he  should  be 
quite  wrong  if  he  did  not  admit  that  there 
were  other  measures  within  the  reach  of 
the  shipowners  themselves  which  it  would 
be  necessary  for  them  to  take.  The  opinion 
was  entertained,  and  he  feared  among  the 
shipowners,  that,  in  consequence  of  these 
measures,  a  diminution  of  expense  in  the 
navigation  of  ships,  however  to  be  at- 
tainedf  would  be  rendered  necessary.  On  the 
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contrary,  he  thought  that  one  of  the  first 
measures  \vhich  the  shipownei'S  ought  to 
adopt,  should  he  an.  improvement  in  the 
huild  of  their  ships.  There  was  no  economy 
in  commerce  equal  to  the  economy  of  time; 
and  that  vessel  which  was  well  huilt,  well 
commanded,  well  manned,  and  which,  in 
consequence,  would  perform  its  voyage  in 
six  months  instead  of  ten,  that  vessel 
would  he  invaluahle  to  the  owners ;  she 
would  always  command  freights,  and  she 
would  he  navigated  on  a  lower  insurance. 
He  was  satisfied,  therefore,  that  the  true 
policy  of  the  shipowners  lay  not  in  saving 
money,  hut  in  spending  money  in  making 
their  ships  as  perfect  as  possible.  There 
was  another  measure  which  he  certainly 
thought  would  be  highly  desirable  to  the 
shipowner.  They  were  told  that  machinery 
was  employed  to  a  greater  extent  in  Ame- 
rican than  in  English  vessels,  and  he  un- 
derstood, and  he  believed  it  was  so,  that 
in  consequence  a  considerable  amount  of 
manual  labour  was  saved.  He  could  per- 
fectly understand  that  machinery  might 
be  more  extensively  employed  than  it  now 
was  with  us  for  certain  purposes,  such,  for 
instance,  as  in  raising  the  anchors  and 
yards,  and  in  assisting  the  operations  of  the 
capstem  or  windlass ;  but  it  was  altogether 
impossible  that  machinery  could  reef  a  top- 
sail in  a  gale  of  wind;  and  unless  a  vessel 
had  on  board  a  sufficient  number  of  well- 
trained  seamen,  it  was  impossible  that 
that  vessel  could  make  a  quick  voyage, 
or  ever  work  off  a  lee  shore.  He  had  him- 
self seen,  on  board  ships  where  there  was 
a  want  of  hands,  the  sails  taken  in  much 
sooner  than  they  needed  to  be,  simply 
because  it  was  impossible  to  reef  them 
with  sufficient  promptitude  in  the  event  of 
the  occurrence  of  bad  weather ;  and  there- 
fore he  thought  it  was  necessary  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  shipowner,  not  that  there 
should  be  a  diminution  in  the  size  of  the 
masts,  or  in  the  number  ^  men,  but  that 
vessels  should  be  rigged  and  manned  in 
the  most  efficient  manner,  to  make  their 
voyage  as  quickly  as  possible.  There  was 
another  measure  which  was  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  shipowners.  Temperance 
had  been  introduced  into  the  American 
ships,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  introduced  into  British  ships 
— temperance,  he  meant,  not  only  in  the 
forecastle,  but  in  the  cabin;  for  it  was 
in  the  cabin  that  the  greatest  danger 
lay  from  its  neglect,  not  in  the  fore- 
castle. But  by  temperance  he  did  not 
mean  abstinence — he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  spirits  should  be  altogether  dispensed 


with — no  such  thing;  nothing  could  be 
more  absurd  or  foolish  than  to  suppose  that 
in  circumstances  of  difficulty,  of  danger, 
or  of  extreme  labour,  when  men  were  suf- 
fering from  cold,  or  from  the  violence  of 
the  wind,  that  in  such  circumstances  sea^ 
men  could  do  all  that  was  required  of  them 
without  an  occasional  resort  to  spiritg* 
But  the  use  of  spirits  should  be  the  excep- 
tion and  not  the  rule ;  and  if  it  were,  he 
was  satisfied  there  would  be  no  objection 
at  all  on  the  part  of  the  seamen.  There 
was  another  subject  of  some  delicacy  to 
deal  with,  and  perhaps  it  would  be  impoe- 
sible  to  introduce  it  without  first  taking 
into  account  the  character  of  the  master 
or  mate  ;  but  though  it  might  not  be 
possible,  in  all  vessels,  to  celebrate  di- 
vine service  on  Sundays,  yot  he  was  sa- 
tisfied that  Sunday  ought  to  be  made, 
whenever  wind  or  weather  permitted  a 
day  of  rest ;  and,  more  than  that,  the 
seamen  ought  to  have  the  opportunity 
afforded  them  of  reading  books  on  religir 
ous  subjects.  He  was  as  much  opposed  as 
any  man  to  extravagance  in  religion,  be- 
cause nothing  was  more  calculated  to  de- 
feat its  own  object;  but  to  reasonable  and 
judicious  books,  he  thought,  the  seaman 
would  willingly  resort;  and  if  he  could  not 
read  himself,  he  could  listen  to  others  read- 
ing, and  he  was  satisfied  he  would  do  so 
with  pleasure  and  satisfaction.  He  thought 
it  was  also  in  the  highest  degree  the  in- 
terest of  the  shipowners  themselves  to 
combine  together  in  order  to  render  unne- 
cessary any  resort  to  the  crimping  system 
for  the  purpose  of  manning  their  vessels. 
When  he  heard  the  evidence  given  last 
year  upon  this  subject,  tb%  wonder  with 
him  was  that  any  ship  got  safely  through 
the  Channel.  Men  were  brought  on  board 
unknown  to  the  captain  or  mate,  unknowa 
to  each  other  —  half  drunk,,  and  in  thai 
state  they  remained  during  the  most  dan- 
gerous portion  of  their  voyage.  There 
should  be  every  disposition  shown  to  estab- 
lish sailors'  homes  for  the  use  of  seamen, 
where  they  might  enjoy  the  comforts  of  a 
home  at  the  end  of  their  voyage.  Though 
this  Bill  took  away  the  necessity  of  em- 
ploying apprentices,  yet  he  trusted  that 
the  good  sense,  the  good  feeling,  and  the 
policy  of  the  shipowners,  would  still  induce 
them  largely  to  engage  apprentices,  and 
also  to  give  as  much  permanency  as  possi- 
ble to  the  crews  connected  with  their  ves- 
sels. The  really  healthy  state  of  things  is, 
when  there  exists,  for  a  length  of  years, 
some  CQnnexion  between  the  vessel  and 
her  crew.  Every  measure  should  be  adopted 
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to  obtaiu  a  permanent  crew — that  tbe  master 
and  bis  crew  sbould  have  that  confidence  in 
each  other  which  arose  from  long-tried  ex- 
perience. He  had  read  with  shame  the  con- 
dition of  the  Swedish  and  Norwegian  sea- 
men, when  he  compared  it  with  the  condi- 
tion of  English  sailors.  He  knew  the 
difficnlty  was,  when  things  were  morally 
bad,  to  attain  to  a  better  condition;  yet 
the  object  in  this  case  was  so  great,  that 
an  effort  ought  to  be  at  once  made  to  at- 
tain it;  and  although  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  board  of 
commercial  marine,  yet  it  was  necessary 
that  the  Officer  at  the  head  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  give  his  best  consideration 
to  the  attainment  of  their  object,  for  cer- 
tainly the  well-being  of  British  seamen 
and  the  good  constitution  of  the  British 
commercial  marine,  was  one  of  the  most 
important  subjects  connected  with  his  de- 
partment. He  would  not  at  present  trouble 
their  Lordships  farther.  He  must  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  he  felt  the  deepest  regret 
at  this  measure.  They  had  inheiited  the 
dominion  of  the  seas.  They  had  received 
that  inheritance  from  men  who  did  not 
shrink  from  difficulties  when  they  had  be- 
fore them  a  great  object — from  men  who 
did  not  think  that  a  somewhat  enhanced 
rate  of  freight  was  too  high  a  price  to  pay 
for  the  supremacy  of  the  ocean,  the  se- 
curity of  the  country,  and  its  high  position 
among  the  nations  of  the  world.  They 
were  now  asked  to  dissipate  that  fair  in- 
heritance— to  sell  their  proud  birthright 
for  a  mess  of  porridge — to  act  on  prin- 
ciples more  suitable  to  the  diggers  in  Cali- 
fornia than  to  the  once  high-minded  legis- 
lators of  Great  Britain.  He  dismissed  this 
Bill  with  the  greatest  disgust  for  the  prin- 
ciples and  feelings  on  which  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  founded.  He  dismissed  it,  at  the 
same  time,  with  .the  most  painful  apprehen- 
sion that  the  consequences — let  the  ship- 
owner do  what  he  might — let  the  Go- 
yemment  do  what  they  might — that  the 
consequences,  in  his  conscience  he  be- 
lieved, would  deeply  impair  the  mercantile 
marine  of  this  country,  and  in  doing  so 
would  materially  affect  the  security  of  the 
empire. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  remarked 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  said  so  little  upon 
the  general  principle  of  the  Bill,  that  he 
should  feel  himself  quite  exonerated  from 
going  into  the  general  question  also. 
With  respect  to  what  the  noble  Earl  had 
said  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech  about 
some  Members  of  their  Lordships'  House 


having  given  their  votes  in  favour  of  this 
measure,  although  they  were  not  con- 
vinced of  the  soundness  of  its  principle,  he 
begged  to  say  that  he  was  not  himself 
aware  of  any  Peer  who  had  been  influenced 
by  feelings  such  as  the  noble  Earl  had  de- 
scribed; neither  was  he  aware  of  any  Peer 
on  the  other  side  who  had  given  his  vote 
against  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws, 
although  aware  that  it  would  not  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  interests  of  the  country. 
With  regard  to  the  useful  advice  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  tendered,  and  his  expres- 
sion of  opinion  as  to  what  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  now  to  do,  and  what  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  shipowners  now  to  do, 
in  order  to  prepare  themselves  for  the 
struggle  before  them,  he  trusted  that  what 
had  faUen  from  the  noble  Earl  on  these 
points  would  not  only  be  duly  impressed 
upon  the  minds  of  their  Lordships  who  had 
heard  it,  but  would  go  forth  to  the  public 
for  their  information  also.  The  first  mea- 
sure which  the  noble  Earl  had  suggested  . 
the  Government  ought  to  take  up,  in  order 
to  assist  the  shipowners  in  their  struggle, 
was  tlie  removal  of  the  duty  on  timber. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Granville)  remembered 
when,  on  a  former  occasion,  hjs  alluded  to 
this  point  in  addressing  their  Lordships, 
a  noble  Duke  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  said  he  could  not  hear  of  such  a 
thing.  He  must  say,  that  he  to  a  great 
extent  agreed  with  the  noble  Duke,  be- 
cause he  felt  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  to  give  this  remission  to  the 
shipowners,  they  would  have  great  difficulty 
in  meeting  the  complaints  of  miners  and 
others  engaged  in  manufactures  of  import- 
ance who  made  extensive  use  of  foreign 
timber,  and  who  would  no  doubt  apply  for 
similar  remission  in  their  own  favour.  The 
next  subject  which  the  noble  Earl  had  re- 
ferred to  was  that  of  a  new  registration. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Granville)  was  certainly 
not  prepared  to  say  what  were  the  views  of 
the  Government  upon  this  point;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  so  far  as  he  saw  at  present, 
that  there  could  be  no  very  great  objection 
to  it.  He  believed  that  the  result  would 
no  doubt  be  a  diminution  in  the  amount  of 
registered  shipping;  but  he  thought  at  the 
same  time  that  the  noble  Earl  had  some- 
what exaggerated  the  amount  of  shipping 
that  would  be  so  taken  off.  With  respect 
to  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  a  Bill 
had  been  introduced  into  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  embodying  in  a  great  de- 
gree the  views  contended  for  by  the  nob 
Earl;  but  it  met  with  so  much  oppositi 
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from  the  parties  connected  with  the  ship- 
ping interests,  that  it  was  found  impossihle 
to  proceed  with  it  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
then  stood;  though  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  it  still  deserTod  the  host  consideration 
of  the  Government,  and  that  such  a  mea- 
sure must  at  some  time  or  other  receire 
the  consent  of  Parliament.  He  might 
mention  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Go- 
yemment  to  hring  in  a  Bill  this  Session 
which  he  hoped  would  do  much  to  im- 
prove the  discipline  of  the  mercantile  navy, 
which  the  nohle  Lord  said  was  so  much 
wanted.  Ho  trusted  that  the  advice  of  the 
nohle  Earl  to  the  shipowners,  with  regard 
to  the  good  management  and  good  huild  of 
ships,  and  other  necessary  improvements, 
would  he  followed  hy  them,  for  there  could 
he  no  douht  that  they  would  tend  to  the 
advantage  of  the  mercantile  marine.  With 
respect  to  the  introduction  of  temperance 
on  hoard  of  British  merchant  ships,  he  he- 
lieved  that  it  was  impossihle  to  over-esti- 
mate the  value  of  that  principle.  It  had 
heen  proved  in  American  merchant  ships, 
as  well  as,  partially,  in  ships  helonging  to 
this  country;  and  he  was  confident  that 
nothing  coidd  so  raise  the  character,  hoth 
of  the  seamen  and  the  masters  of  ships,  as 
the  general  introduction  of  such  a  system. 
With  regard  to  furnishing  hooks  to  the 
seamen,  and  otherwise  improving  their 
education,  he  helieved  that  such  a  measure 
was  calculated  to  produce  as  good  effects 
at  sea,  as  it  was  universally  admitted  to 
have  done  among  all  classes  on  land. 

The  Earl  of  WINCHILSE A  said,  that 
he  could  not  possibly  give  a  silent  vote  on 
the  present  occasion.  Of  all  the  changes 
made  within  the  last  few  years,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  measure  then  before  the 
House  was  characterised  by  a  greater  de- 
gree of  recklessness  than  any  which  had 
ever  heen  brought  before  Parliament.  It 
had  been  truly  observed  in  the  course  of 
the  discussions  upon  this  question,  that 
one  of  our  chiefest  boasts  was  our  naval 
superiority,  which  superiority  had  mainly 
arisen  from  the  immensity  of  our  mercan- 
tile marine ;  but  that  marine  we  were  now 
going  to  diminish,  by  permitting  foreign 
vessels  and  foreign  shipwrights  to  supplant 
those  who  were  engaged  in  the  British 
shipping.  If  we  looked  at  the  state  of 
England,  with  her  extensive  colonial  em- 
pire, there  never  had  been  a  period  in  the 
history  of  the  country  when  we  required  a 
more  extended  naval  power  than  at  pre- 
sent. What  were  we  going  to  do  ?  This 
measure  had  been  rightly  designated  a 


measure  of  free  trade.  It  was  oarryiiig 
out  the  principle  of  free  trade  with  the 
most  utter  recklessness  which  had  ever 
characterised  a  deliberative  or  national  as- 
sembly. We  had  practical  experienee  of 
the  advantages  of  our  navigation  lawi. 
He  defied  any  man,  either  in  or  oat  of 
that  House,  to  deny  that  under  these  laws 
England  had  risen  above  all  other  nalioiis 
in  the  world  to  a  just  and  proud  dominion 
over  the  seas.  And  were  ihej  now  to 
abandon  this  dominion  for  the  adoption  of 
a  mere  speculative  measure  of  this  free* 
trade  character,  which  he  was  firmly  eon'* 
vinced  would  shake  not  only  the  aoperi- 
ority  of  our  naval  power,  and  destroy  the 
best  interests  of  the  mother  country^  hut 
would  undoubtedly,  in  case  of  war«  lead  to 
the  loss  of  the  greater  part  of  our  oolonial 
empire  ?  It  was  a  measure  which  would 
bring  utter  ruin  on  the  gi*eat  interests  of 
the  country.  He  most  deeply  deplored 
the  fact;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  ex- 
pression of  this  regret  would  he  shared  in 
by  the  great  body  of  his  countrymen — ^that 
the  second  reading  of  a  measure  of  this 
speculative  character,  which  abandoned 
well-tested  principles,  had  been  carried  bj 
the  right  rev.  bench,  for  if  the  occupants 
of  that  bench  had  not  supported  it,  the 
noble  Lords  on  his  side  of  the  House 
would  not  have  been  left  in  a  minority. 
The  day  was  coming,  and  it  was  not  &r 
distant,  when  his  anticipations  would  be 
realised.  He  had  not  taken  his  seat  in 
that  House  many  months,  before  he  took 
the  liberty  of  speaking,  in  a  voice  of 
warning,  to  the  heads  of  the  Church  in 
that  House.  He  told  them  that  if  the  pe- 
riod should  ever  arrive  when  questions  of  a 
secular  character,  and  of  great  national 
importance,  should  be  carried  bv  the  rotes 
of  the  right  rev.  bench,  England  would 
join  with  Mm  in  a  wish  to  see  the  house 
of  convocation  restored,  and  the  bench  of 
bishops  represented  by  a  few  chosen  from 
among  them,  who  would  not  interfere  in 
questions  which,  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  country,  they  had  better  not  touoh« 
This  question  would  that  night  be  carried^ 
and  our  naval  power  would  be  destroyed. 
There  were  those  among  their  Lordships 
who  would  live  to  see  the  consequences. 
He  was  certain  that  as  the  principles  of 
free  trade  were  now  bringing  great  distress 
and  injury  on  all  the  leadi^  interests  of 
this  great  country,  so  the  mercantile  and 
shipping  interests  would  feel  the  fearful 
effects  of  the  present  measure,  and  that 
not  many  years,  possibly  not  many  montiiSf 
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would  pass  over  before  all  interesta  would 
unite  against  a  system  of  reckless  specu- 
lation and  change,  which,  in  all  nations, 
had  characterised  the  worst  periods  of  their 
history.  He  protested  against  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  regretted  that  a  want 
of  courage  on  the  part  of  some  of  their 
Lordships  prevented  it  from  being  thrown 
out.  Some  of  them  there  were  who  feared 
to  turn  out  the  present  Ministry — who 
feared  that  the  present  Government  would 
retire  from  office— as  if  England  had  sunk 
BO  low  that  we  were  obliged  to  peril  our 
greatness  because  we  had  not  the  moral 
courage  to  vote  as  we  wished,  and  then  to 
«ppe£d  to  the  feelings  of  the  country.  Had 
they  done  so,  he  was  confident  that  their 
conduct  would  have  been  sustained  by  the 
general  opinion  of  the  country. 

Earl  TALBOT  said,  that  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saying  one  or  two  words  on 
this  question,  though  the  noble  Earl  below 
hun  (the  Earl  of  EUenborough)  had  so 
clearly — as  was  habitual  with  him — stated 
the  objections  that  were  entertained  to  this 
Bill,  and  the  measures  that  Her  Majesty's 
<jovemment  ought  to  have  brought  forward 
for  the  improvement  of  the  commercial  ma- 
rine of  the  country,  that  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  trespass  at  any  length  on  the  time 
of  the  House.  He  entirely  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl.  He 
believed  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  was  a 
surrender  of  the  means  of  their  national 
defence;  and  he  objected  to  it  also  because 
the  Qovemment  had  not  stated  any  plan 
by  which  thev  proposed  hereafter  to  man 
Her  Majesty  s  Navy.  They  would  again 
have  pressgangs  going  round;  but  in  fu- 
ture they  would  only  select  the  British  sai- 
lors that  would  be  found  on  board  of  mer- 
chant vessels,  while  British  sailors  in  for- 
eign ships  would  be  relieved  from  impress- 
ment altogether.  He  objected  to  the  Bill 
also  because  it  had  been  brought  forward 
contrary  to  the  feelings  of  the  mercantile 
«nd  maritime  population  of  the  country. 
He  would  not  allude  to  the  means  by  which 
the  Bill  had  been  carried  in  that  House; 
but  he  believed  that  in  a  very  short  time 
the  country  would  begin  to  perceive  the 
danger  that  would  accrue  from  this  mea- 
sure. He  would  not  trespass  farther  on 
the  time  of  the  House,  as  he  had  merely 
risen  lest  it  should  be  supposed  that  he 
took  any  part  in  the  passing  of  such  a 
oneasure.  The  whole  responsibility  rested 
with  the  Government,  and  he  wished  them 
joy  of  their  measure. 

Lord  STANLEY :   If  I  thought  that 


there  was  the  slightest  chance  of  my  being 
able  to  induce  your  Lordships  to  reconsider 
the  fatal  decision  at  which,  on  the  former 
stages  of  this  Bill,  you  have  arrived,  or 
that  any  fresh  or  additional  arguments 
could  be  adduced  upon  the  subject,  I  can 
assure  your  Lordships  that  no  amount  of 
labour  imposed  upon  myself— no  amount 
of  inconvenience  to  which  it  might  put  your 
Lordships — would  be  sufficient  to  deter  me 
from  again  endeavouring  to  press  upon  your 
Lordships  the  considerations  upon  which 
this  Bill  appears  to  me  to  be  eminently 
dangerous  to  the  welfare  of  this  country; 
but  I  must  confess  that  whilst  my  convic- 
tions remain  unaltered — whilst  my  appre- 
hensions are  undiminished — whilst  I  con- 
cur in  all  the  feelings  which  have  been  so 
eloquently  expressed  by  the  noble  Earl 
near  me  (the  Earl  of  EUenborough),  I 
frankly  confess  that  I  have  no  more  or  ad- 
ditional arguments  to  urge  upon  your  Lord- 
ships, beyond  those  which  have  already 
been  brought  forward  by  myself  or  by  other 
noble  Lords  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
sions; nor,  even  if  I  had,  could  I  hope 
that  they  would  be  sufficient  to  shake  the 
determination  of  the  majority  of  this  House, 
which  again,  on  the  third  reading,  as  it 
was  upon  the  second,  might  be  composed 
of  those  upon  whom  arguments  would  be 
necessarily  wasted,  inasmuch  as  their  votes 
are  given  without  the  possibility  of  their 
hearing  the  arguments.  I  abstain,  there- 
fore, from  troubling  your  Lordships  by  a 
repetition  of  arguments  already  urged,  and 
also  from  troubling  you  by  repeating  a 
division  from  which  I  can  possibly  antici- 
pate no  different  result  from  that  which 
has  previously  followed  the  discussion  of 
this  question.  I,  therefore,  with  my  noble 
Friend  behind,  me  who  has  just  spoken, 
leaving  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
full  and  entire  responsibility  for  the  fatal 
consequences  to  this  country  which,  I  fear, 
at  no  distant  period,  will  result  from  the 
measure  which  you  are  now  about  to  pass 
— leaving  on  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  entire  and  undivided  responsibility  of 
carrying  this  measure,  I  shall  satisfy  my- 
self on  this  occasion  by  saying  **  Not  con- 
tent" to  the  Motion  for  the  third  reading, 
and  by  placing  on  your  Lordships'  Journals 
a  record  of  the  grounds  on  which  I  believe 
that  it  is  dangerous  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  country. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  as  to  the  course  which  he  proposed 
taking  on  this  question.     He  had  heard 
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with  extreme  delight  the  most  brilliant, 
nervous,  and  powerful  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  EUenborough),  and  he 
was  glad  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  set  a 
right  value  on  that  part  of  it  in  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  not  so  much  commented 
on  the  Bill  before  the  House,  as  offered 
suggestions  of  a  useful  and  practical  na- 
ture. He  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
direct  his  attention  to  these  suggestions, 
and  that  good  of  a  public  nature  would 
arise  from  them.  He  must  also  say  that 
on  looking  around  for  an  explanation  of 
the  extraordinary  phenomenon  of  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill,  even  by  the  narrow  ma- 
jority— including  those  who  voted  for  the 
measure  without  hearing  the  case  at  all — 
not  exceeding  ten  in  the  whole,  he  could 
not  overlook  the  fact,  that  there  had  been 
a  majority  for  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
where  those  who  were  present  could  alone 
decide  the  question.  The  efforts  that  had 
been  made  to  secure  that  majority  had 
been  commented  on  upon  a  former  occasion. 
The  fact  had  not  been  overlooked  that 
they  had  been  honoured  in  Committee, 
where  proxies  could  not  be  used,  with  the 
presence  of  diplomatic  functionaries  sta- 
tioned in  parts  of  Europe,  one  more  im- 
portant than  another  at  this  particular 
moment,  when  the  foreign  affairs  of  this 
country,  and  the  affairs  of  Europe  at  large, 
were  most  critically  circumstanced.  The 
sudden  leaving  of  their  posts  at  this 
emergency,  in  order  to  hasten  over,  for 
the  sake  of  a  measure  which,  he  hoped, 
might  not  be  called  hereafter  a  matter 
of  foreign  policy,  was  most  remarkable. 
These  functionaries  hastened  hither  to 
participate  in  the  debate,  including  his 
noble  Friend  from  Paris,  though  a  more 
critical  moment,  with  regard  to  that  em- 
bassy, had  not  existed  since  the  year 
1789.  His  noble  Friend  the  Ambassador 
at  Vienna  had  likewise  hurried  over,  while 
the  fate  of  Austria  hung  in  the  balance. 
The  high  honour  of  the  presence  of  those 
distinguished  personages  arriving  late  in 
the  evening  in  that  House,  instead  of  pass- 
ing it  at  their  different  posts,  led  to  the 
phenomenon  of  the  Government  being  able 
to  pass  this  measure  through  Committee. 
But  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  there 
was  another  cause  which  even  the  sudden 
apparition  of  the  diplomatic  characters 
would  not  account  for.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  many  men,  for  whose  honour 
and  honesty  he  entertained  the  highest 
respect — men   of  whose   talents   and   sa- 


gacity on  ordinary  occasions  he  had  the 
highest  admiration — men  whose  tried  pa- 
triotism, and  of  the  purity  of  whose  inten- 
tions, above  all  personal  feelings,  he  enter- 
tained the  most  deep  impression  on  ordi- 
nary occasions — he  could  not  help  thinkbg 
that  these  men  had  made  what  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  find,  on  mature  delibera- 
tion, to  be  an  unhappy  mistake  with  regard 
to  the  present  position  of  public  afiairs  in 
this  country.  The  grievous  mistake  into 
which  they  fell — and  God  forbid  that  he 
should  attribute  any  sinister  views  to  them 
in  so  doing ! — was  this  :  they  thought  that 
the  throwing  out  of  this  Bill  would  tend  to 
the  throwing  out  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment,  and  that  if  the  Government  were 
thrown  out,  an  appeal  would  be  made  to 
the  country  by  a  dissolution  of  Parliament 
He  happened  to  know  that  one  of  those 
whose  influence  was  the  greatest  in  hring- 
ing  about  this  most  unhappy  result,  hwi 
been  of  opinion  that  a  dissolution,  at  this 
moment,  would  lead  to  a  contenticm  &tsl 
to  the  internal  peace  of  the  country — ^that 
it  would  lead  to  a  war  of  free-traders 
against  protectionists — setting  class  against 
class,  and  arraying  the  manufacturing  and 
commercial  against  the  agricultural  inte- 
rests. These  men  to  whom  he  alluded 
felt  that  their  patriotism  would  not  allow 
them  to  be  instrumental  in  bringing  abont 
such  a  catastrophe ;  and  that  he,  believed, 
was  the  solution  of  the  result  which  had 
created  so  much  astonishment.  If  he  had 
been  of  their  opinion,  he  should  cordially 
and  willingly  have  subscribed  to  the  course 
which  they  had  pursued,  and  he  would,  at 
an  humble  distance,  have  been  their  fol- 
lower in  it;  but  he  disputed  with  them  the 
fact.  He  was  confident  that  no  such  war 
of  classes  would  have  taken  place.  He 
was  confident  that  if  any  such  war  were 
likely  to  occur  in  this  country,  it  would 
have  taken  place  in  1847,  when  it  did  not 
occur — that  was  the  first  year  after  the 
Com  Bill  had  been  carried — and,  more- 
over,  he  happened  to  know,  i^m  informa- 
tion which  he  had  from  all  parts  of  the 
country — partly  from  delegates  hither, 
partly  from  correspondents  there  and  letten 
thence — that  instead  of  there  being  any 
war  of  classes — nay,  instead  of  there  being 
any  difference  of  opinion — nay,  instead  of 
there  being  any  difference  of  views  to  be 
apprehended  between  the  manufacturing 
and  commercial  classes  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  agriculturists  on  the  other,  the 
whole  of  these  classes,  often  as  they  were 
found  to  differ,  were  cordially  umted  in 
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opposition  to  this  Bill.  He  had  lived 
through  too  many  storms  on  commercial 
questions  to  have  any  douht  on  this  point, 
ftt>m  the  first  time  that  he  entered  Parlia- 
ment, and  even  hefore  it,  for  the  Orders 
in  Council  hegan  in  1808,  two  years  he- 
fore  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  had,  since  then, 
known  storms  to  have  arisen,  and  classes 
to  he  opposed  to  each  other,  and,  ahove 
all,  this  existed  at  the  time  of  the  free- 
trade  controversy  in  1846,  in  which  he 
took  an  humhle  hut  zealous  part,  in  con- 
junction with  those  who  were  now  the 
Ministers  of  this  country.  But  he  was 
hound  to  say  that  a  reaction  had  taken 
place  to  a  degree  far  heyond  what  he  had 
anticipated.  He  helieved  it  would  he  hut 
temporary,  he  did  not  expect  it  would  he 
permanent ;  hut  he  admitted  that,  with  all 
his  experience  of  past  results,  he  did  not 
expect  so  soon  to  have  seen  so  considerahle 
a  reaction  set  in  as  that  which,  there  was 
no  douht  whatever,  was  now  taking  place 
against  free- trade  principles.  Many  of 
those  who  had  joined  him  in  1846  had,  he 
was  afraid,  since  left  him  to  join  others — 
he  did  not  mean  on  the  question  of  the 
navigation  laws,  hut  on  the  question  of 
free  trade.  If  his  nohle  Friends  near  him 
who  were  opposed  to  free  trade,  lived  a 
little  longer,  which  they  were  more  likely 
to  do  than  he  was,  they  would,  he  was 
confident,  see  those  who  had  ahandoned 
free  trade,  and  who  now  talked  of  it  as  a 
failure,  as  much  in  favour  of  com  law  re- 
peal again  as  they  were  in  1845  and  1846. 
It  might  he  said  that  they  could  not  alter 
their  opinions  to  such  an  extent ;  hut  he 
had  seen  so  many  changes  in  his  time, 
that  he  had  not  the  least  alarm  with  re- 
spect to  this  subject.  At  all  events,  how- 
ever, there  was  no  doubt  but  that  a  re- 
action had  taken  place,  and  that  it  was  at 
present  all  against  this  Act,  and  in  the  di- 
rection of  the  agricultural  and  farming  in- 
terests. He  had  no  doubt  whatever,  there- 
fore, but  it  would  be  found  that  a  ground- 
less apprehension  respecting  the  risk  of  a 
dissolution,  had  led  to  the  passing  of  this 
measure.  He  thought  it  right  to  make 
these  few  remarks,  as  this  was  the  last 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would  conclude 
by  stating  that  he  still  retained  the  same 
opinion  against  this  measure  which  he  had 
before  expressed,  and  which  had  been 
entertained  by  him  ever  since  the  year 
1803,  when  he  had  first  published  his 
opinion  on  this  most  important  subject. 
.  Earl    WALDEGRAVE  —  who    was 


scarcely  heard — said,  that  the  great  in- 
terest which  he  took  in  that  service  to 
which  he  belonged,  rendered  it  impossible 
for  him  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  third 
reading  of  a  measure  which  he  believed 
would  be  greatly  prejudicial  to  the  naval 
strength  and  glory  of  this  country. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  hard- 
ly knew  whether,  after  the  very  clear  an- 
swer, or  rather  explanation,  which  his 
noble  Friend  near  him  (the  Earl  of  Gran- 
ville) had  given  to  the  observations  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Earl  who 
commenced  the  debate,  he  should  be  justi- 
fied in  offering  even  a  very  few  words  in 
reference  to  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  upon  the  question  before  their 
Lordships,  because,  although  his  noble 
Friend  had  confined  himself  to  a  mere  ex- 
planation of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  connexion  with  the  important  sug- 
gestions made  by  him  regarding  the  mer- 
cantile marine  of  the  country,  yet  he  felt 
that  the  observations  superadded  to  those 
views  both  by  the  noble  Earl  and  by  other 
noble  Lords,  had  not  been  of  a  nature  to 
require  any  detailed  answer  from  him.  Al- 
though the  noble  Lord  had  thought  fit  on 
this  occaaion,  while  protesting  against  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill,  to  invite  their 
Lordships  to  something  like  an  inquiry 
into  the  motives  of  the  majority  by  whom 
the  Bill  had  been  passed,  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  was  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  it  was  either  a  constitutional  or  a  Par- 
liamentary practice  to  adopt  such  a  course. 
The  opinions  of  that  House  were  to  be 
collected  from  the  votes  of  the  House,  and 
from  nothing  else;  and  if  their  Lordships 
should  be  prepared  at  any  time  to  go  into 
a  scrutiny  of  the  motives  which  had  led  to 
those  votes,  there  was  no  degree  of  per- 
sonality— there  was  no  degree  of  misrepre- 
sentation— there  was  no  degree  of  inter- 
ference with  the  sacred  right  of  individual 
opinion,  that  might  not  be  brought  into 
action,  or  to  which  their  Lordships  would 
not  expose  themselves,  by  such  a  practice; 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  divert  the 
attention  of  the  House  from  those  argu- 
ments by  which  they  were  bound  to  be 
governed  in  giving  their  decision,  to  the 
consideration  of  matters  wholly  irrelevant 
to  the  immediate  subject  of  debate.  He 
must  say,  after  listening  to  the  little  of 
argument,  but  much  observation  upon  sub- 
jects not  connected  with  argument,  which 
they  had  heard  to-night,  that  if  this  Bill 
had  been  attended,  or  was  likely  to  be  at- 
tended, with  any  extraordinary  effects,  he 
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knew  of  no  effect  more  extraordinary  than 
the  progress  it  had  been  the  means  of  pro- 
ducing, in  exciting  views  of  a  now  and  un- 
expected nature  among  noble  Peers  in  that 
House,  who  had  been  distinguished  hither- 
to for  their  most  high,  eminently  conser- 
vative opinions.  For,  even  in  the  course 
of  the  last  half  hour,  such  had  been  the 
effect  produced  by  the  successful  progress 
of  this  measure,  that  they  had  heard  ob- 
servations from  a  noble  Earl  claiming  to  be 
most  distinguished  for  his  attachment  to 
the  institutions  of  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try, expressing  doubts  as  to  how  far  it 
might  be  fit  that  a  particular  class  of  Mem- 
bers of  their  Lordships'  House — ^who  had 
as  good  a  right  to  vote  in  that  House  as 
any  Peer  who  sat  there — whose  existence 
in  that  House  was  as  intimately  connected 
with  its  constitution  and  privileges  as  that 
of  any  Peer's  in  the  House — how  far  it 
might  be  fit  and  convenient  for  the  future 
to  admit  them  to  take  part  in  their  Lord- 
ships' deliberations.  And  this  was  from  a 
Conservative!  Another  noble  Lord  had 
discovered  that  the  right  of  voting  by 
proxy — a  right  which  they  had  on  many 
occasions  seen  practised  without  much 
scruple  or  difficulty — was  one  concerning 
which  it  was  well  to  inquire  how  far  it 
might  be  dispensed  with  for  the  future; 
whilst  in  another  quarter  another  doubt 
had  been  expressed  whether  Peers  of  this 
realm  who  were  engaged  in  diplomacy 
were  fitted  to  form  an  opinion  upon  ques- 
tions of  commercial  policy,  because  they 
were  so  engaged.  ["  No,  no !  "]  Well, 
then,  though  they  were  fitted,  it  seemed 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  deprive  them  of  the 
right  of  expressing  an  opinion  which  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord  nevertheless 
thought  they  were  so  capable  of  forming. 
Now,  if  their  Lordships  were  to  inquire 
from  what  quarters  persons  were  some- 
times brought  at  great  inconvenience — 
not  because  they  were  particularly  qualified 
to  form  a  judgment,  but  because  they  were 
qualified  to  give  a  vote — it  would  be  as 
easy  to  find  quite  as  many  instances  of 
persons  being  brought  to  vote  in  opposition 
to  this  Bill,  as  of  persons  being  brought  to 
vote  in  favour  of  it.  But  these  were  con- 
siderations which  he  denied  that  their 
Lordships  had  any  right  to  enter  into. 
But  what  he  had  principally  risen  for  at 
this,  almost  the  last  moment,  was  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  most  distinct  denial 
he  could  to  the  political  motive  which  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  first  had  assigned 


for  the  brin^g  forward  of  this  measors 
by  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment.  That 
noble  Earl  stated  they  were  about  to  dissi- 
pate the  inheritance  which  had  been  be^ 
queathed  to  us  by  our  ancestors  for  tha 
most  sordid  objects — ^that  of  commercial 
and  pecuniary  gain.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  wished  most  distinctly  to  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  not 
have  brought  forward  this  Bill  if  thej  had 
conceived  that  it  would  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree have  a  tendency  to  dissipate  that  in* 
heritance.  What  they,  however,  on  the 
contrary,  contended  was,  that  that  inheri- 
tance was  in  danger  —  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  tfaat 
inheritance,  which  inheritance  was  founded 
ultimately  upon  commercial  principles.  And 
why  upon  commercial  principles  ?  Because 
commerce,  though  pursuing  as  it  did  the 
walk  of  gain,  as  all  commerce  must  do, 
yet  pursued  it  in  a  way  which  strengthen- 
ed the  constitutional  views  of  the  countrj 
— those  views  being  that  commerce  was 
the  basis  upon  which  the  Navy  of  this 
country  rested.  If  they  extended  com- 
merce, they  would  strengthen  the  Navy; 
if  they  allowed  commerce  to  be  dimin^ 
ished,  they  would  weaken  the  Navy; 
and  if  they  were  to  effect  a  separa^ 
tion  between  the  one  and  the  other, 
they  would  do  more  to  weaken  the  fu- 
ture power  of  their  country  than  they 
could  do  by  any  other  means.  He  unhesi- 
tatingly believed  that  whatever  immediate 
effect  this  Bill  might  have  upon  the  ship- 
building interest,  and  upon  the  number  of 
the  sailors  of  this  country,  its  general  and 
ultimate  effect  would  be  to  increase  that 
shipping,  and  to  multiply  these  sailors. 
He  did  not  consider  those  sailors  who 
might  be  engaged  in  foreign  ships,  as 
might  happen  in  that  extension  ot  com- 
merce which  this  measure  was  calculated 
to  produce,  as  sailors  lost  to  this  country; 
for  he  believed,  whether  they  were  em- 
ployed in  English  ships  or  foreign  ships, 
English  seamen  would  always  continue  to 
be  more  or  less  an  available  resource  for 
the  naval  and  maritime  power  of  this 
country.  He  was  convinced  it  would  be 
found,  that  in  every  port  where  a  foreign 
ship  was  added,  an  English  ship  would 
ultimately  be  added  also,  and  that  there 
would  be  a  greater  aggregate  of  seamen 
following  the  noble  profession  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  alluded  in  such  feeling 
terms,  who  would  ultimately  produce  those 
officers,  seamen,  and  heroes,  upon  whom 
the  safety  of  this  country  must  hereafter. 
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aa  it  had  hitherto,  depended.  Without 
gomg  into  any  argument  upon  the  subject, 
or  adverting  to  any  statements  hitherto 
made  and  answered  in  that  House,  and 
without  attaching  too  much  importance  to 
a  mere  single  fact,  he  would  mention  a 
circumstance  which  had  been  communi- 
cated to  him  since  the  BiU  had  obtained 
that  majority  which  made  it  probable  that 
the  third  reading  would  be  carried  without 
a  division.  He  had  received  fit)m  Liver- 
pool an  account  of  a  considerable  sale  of 
ships  within  the  last  ten  days,  and  he  had 
it  upon  the  authority  of  the  broker  who 
effected  the  sale,  that  the  vessels,  denuded 
of  the  monopoly  stated  to  be  essential  for 
British  shipowners,  had  been  sold  for 
higher  prices  than  any  ships  of  the  same 
size  and  build  in  the  course  of  the  last  ten 
years.  One  of  the  ships  was  a  vessel  of 
500  tons.  This,  as  far  as  it  went,  was  a 
consolatory  circumstance.  It  was  one  of 
many  which,  in  the  course  of  time,  he  be- 
lieved would  become  rife  and  frequent. 
After  parties  had  deliberated  upon  the 
character  of  the  measure,  and  had  time  to 
observe  its  effects,  he  believed  those  fears 
would  gradually  vanish  which  had  been 
put  into  people's  minds;  and  that  upon 
the  cessation  of  a  temporary  panic  — 
created,  in  some  degree,  by  the  debates 
that  had  taken  place — a  feeling  of  assur- 
ance would  arise,  founded  upon  the  pre- 
ference that  would  be  ultimately  afforded 
to  the  shipping  of  this  country — shipping 
built  in  a  superior  manner,  and  manned 
by  superior  seamen— which  would  for  ever 
command  a  preference  throughout  the  seas 
of  Europe,  and  of  the  world.  For  these 
reasons,  he  asked  their  Lordships  to  give 
this  Bill  the  third  reading,  and  he  trusted 
that,  in  a  very  short  time  afterwards,  it 
would  pass  into  law. 

BiU  read  3*,  with  the  Amendment. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  rose  to  pro- 
pose the  addition  of  a  clause  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
said,  that  without  exactly  subscribing  to 
the  opinions  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  EUenborough),  he  so  far  agreed 
with  him  that  he  would  not  have  troubled 
their  Lordships  if  he  could  have  viewed  the 
Bill  merely  as  a  commercial  measure,  or 
simply  in  relation  to  the  higher  interests 
of  maritime  defence  with  which  it  was  con- 
nected. He  should  have  been  glad  to  have 
exercised  his  trust  of  giving  a  vote  accord- 
ing to  his  belief,  in  silence,  and  have  left 
to  others  better  qualified  by  their  attain- 
ments and  position  to  follow  out  the  diffi- 


cult details  which  it  involved.  But,  as  id 
one  point,  the  measure  seemed  distinctly 
to  touch  upon  moral  considerations^  and 
upon  moral  considerations  of  the  gravest 
and  most  important  character;  therefore, 
in  this  respect,  it  came  naturally  and  di'^ 
rectly  within  the  sphere  of  those  who  oc- 
cupied the  benches  on  which  he  himself 
sat.  Their  Lordships  would  allow  him  to 
add,  that  if  there  was  any  one  to  whom  it 
woidd  be  a  natural  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  this  question,  the  duty  would 
fall  most  naturally  to  his  lot,  seeing  the 
subject  was  bound  to  his  heart  by  the 
closest  ties  of  hereditary  transmission,  and 
by  the  most  sacred  terms  of  inheritance. 
The  Amendment  he  had  ventured  to  pro* 
pose  would  explain  in  what  points  the  Bill 
touched  upon  moral  considerations;  and  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  establish,  in 
a  very  few  words,  that  without  the  intro- 
duction of  such  a  clause,  the  Bill  would 
give  a  great  stimulus  to  the  African  slave^ 
trade — that  it  would  indirectly  destroy  the 
strength  of  this  nation  in  testifying  against 
and  resisting  that  trade,  and  make  us  run 
the  further  risk  of  again  mixing  up  this 
country  in  its  maritime  concerns  directly 
with  that  accursed  traffic.  But  before  en- 
deavouring to  establish  these  propositions, 
he  would  state  upon  what  grounds  the 
question  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  de* 
cided.  The  whole  of  the  great  slavery 
controversy  had  been  dealt  with  by  this 
nation  since  it  was  first  taken  up  as  a 
moral,  and  not  as  a  commercial,  question. 
It  was  by  appealing  to  the  moral  sympa- 
thies of  the  people  that  a  reluctant  Legisla- 
ture was  at  last  persuaded  to  abolish  what 
was  then  considered  a  most  lucrative  traffic. 
It  was  by  appealing  to  the  moral  sense  of 
the  nation  that  those  who  laboured  in  this 
cause  had  laboured  successfully.  It  was 
by  urging  this  as  a  moral  and  religious 
question  that  they  raised  the  moral  and 
religious  feeling  of  the  nation,  and  showed 
them  that  it  was  their  duty  at  any  cost 
to  abandon  the  traffic.  It  was  originally 
treated  as  a  moral  and  religious  question; 
and  when  this  nation  protested  against  the 
continuance  of  the  slave  trade  at  the  Con- 
gress of  Vienna,  we  took  the  ground  not 
of  commercial  expediency,  but  the  ground 
of  its  being  a  traffic  plainly  repugnant  to 
the  principles  of  high  and  universal  hu« 
manity.  We  professed  in  the  face  of  Eu- 
rope, that  we  had  undertaken  the  client- 
ship  of  injured  Africa;  that  we  considered 
it  our  bounden  duty,  as  the  only  reparation 
we  could  make  to  the  people  we  had  in« 
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'jared,  to  undertake,  not  a  Quixotic  enter- 
prise, but  the  special  duty  of  using  our  in- 
fluence, our  wealth,  and  our  strength,  to 
put  down  the  trade  as  it  was  maintained 
by  other  nations,  and  as  it  has  been  main- 
tained by  ourselyes.  From  that  day  until 
the  unhappy  year  of  1846,  as  he  must  call 
it,  this  was  the  ground  on  which  alone 
questions  touching  upon  the  slave  trade 
were  handled  and  based  by  the  British  Le- 
gislature. It  was  upon  this  ground  that 
we  established  our  fleets  of  cruisers  upon 
the  coast  of  Africa;  it  was  upon  this  ground 
that  we  made  treaties  with  barbarous 
Powers — it  was  upon  this  ground  that  we 
must  in  consistency  deal  with  it  still.  It 
had  certainly  been  cast  in  our  teeth  that 
we  did  all  this  for  the  sake  of  commercial 
return.  We  were  told  that  having  sacrificed 
slave  labour  in  our  own  colonies,  we  were 
only  endeavouring  to  bring  other  people 
down  to  the  same  equality  in  order  that  we 
might  avoid  the  evil  of  the  arrangement. 
The  charge  was  false,  and  it  had  been  in- 
dignantly repudiated.  It  was  not  true  that 
we  had  undertaken  any  part  of  this  great 
work  with  the  view  of  securing  commercial 
returns.  True  it  was  that  commercial  re- 
turns met  us  afterwards  at  many  tunis. 
But  why  ?  Because  it  was  a  part  of  the 
great  truth  which  had  always  existed,  that 
this  world  was  under  a  righteous  Govern- 
ment; and  that  no  man  and  no  nation  could 
do  right  without,  in  the  long  run,  proving 
it  to  be  the  most  expedient  course  which 
could  be  taken.  Therefore  in  abolishing 
the  slave  trade  at  first,  in  emancipating 
slave  labour  next,  and  in  testifying  against 
their  continuance  by  other  nations,  this 
country  had,  in  point  of  fact,  been  only 
doing  that  which  was  most  expedient;  but 
we  did  so,  not  because  it  was  expedient, 
but  because  it  was  right.  This  being  then 
the  principle  upon  which  the  whole  question 
had  always  been  dealt  with,  he  entreated 
their  Lordships  to  deal  with  it  now  again 
upon  moral  grounds,  and  upon  no  other 
grounds  whatsoever.  But  he  begged  them 
to  remark,  that  if  they  once  admitted  it 
was  to  be  decided  upon  moral  grounds,  they 
could  not  qualify  those  moral  grounds.  No 
assertion  of  inconvenience  or  of  commercial 
loss  could  be  urged.  Being  a  question  of 
morals,  to  be  decided  only  upon  such  prin- 
f  iples  as  he  had  indicated,  it  was  no  answer 
Co  say  the  clause  he  suggested  would  be  in- 
convenient and  difficult,  or  that  it  would 
pplo  our  commerce  with  Brazil.  No 
answer  could  apply,  unless  it  was 
>wn  that  this  was  a  commercial  and 


not  a  moral  question.  His  first  proposi- 
tion being,  then,  established,  he  woold 
show  further  why  the  passing  of  the  BiH 
without  this  clause  would  tend  direetlj  to 
cause  a  great  increase  in  the  Afriemn  skf« 
trade.  Ue  would  take  the  case  of  BrsiiL 
But  when  he  took  the  case  of  Brazil  alone^ 
he  must  be  understood  as  being  able  to 
show,  by  a  longer  process  of  reasooiiig, 
that  the  same  applied  to  Caba»  which  was 
also  a  great  consumer  of  imported  skvei. 
It  had  been  admitted  on  both  sides  of  tlie 
House,  that  the  eflect  of  this  Bill  would  be 
to  quicken  trade,  both  on  the  side  of  for- 
eigners and  upon  our  own  side.  Its  ten* 
dency  as  regards  Brazil  must  be  the  same. 
It  would  quicken  its  trade,  and  ineresae 
its  exports  and  imports;  it  would  make 
our  **  best  consumer,"  Brazil,  a  better 
customer.  Let  the  House  mark  what  was 
the  position  of  Brazil.  It  was  a  coontrj 
favoured  almost  beyond  every  other  ht 
natural  advantages.  It  possessed  a  Tsst 
extent  of  territory,  extending  2,600  mHes 
from  north  to  south,  and  2,300  miles  from 
east  to  west,  with  4,000  miles  of  seaboard. 
That  seaboard  was  intersected  by  numer- 
ous rivers,  affording  every  facility  for  in- 
ternal communication,  and  studded  at  due 
intervals  with  admirable  harbours.  The 
country,  from  these  circumstances,  seemed 
formed  for  a  great  commercial  country; 
but  it  was  wholly  unable  to  become  a  man- 
ufacturing country.  It  was  intended  for 
an  immense  exporting  country.  Look  at 
its  physical  character.  It  was  divided  into 
zones  distinguished  one  from  the  other  by 
a  great  prodigality  of  production,  some  in 
one  respect,  and  some  in  another.  Upon 
the  south  there  were  rich  fields  for  cattle 
beyond  the  dreams  of  the  greatest  pastoral 
desire;  a  little  to  the  north,  the  land  pro- 
duced every  sort  of  the  finest  and  most 
valuable  mineral  products  in  the  earth.  It 
was  rich  not  only  in  the  baser  metals,  but 
it  abounded  in  gold  and  diamond  mines-— 
in  fact,  everything  that  could  stimulate  the 
cupidity  of  man  was  here  at  his  disposal. 
Go  into  the  next  zone,  a  little  further  to 
the  north,  and  you  found  the  land  abound- 
ing with  sugar-canes  and  with  the  produce 
of  the  coffee-plant.  Further  to  the  north, 
the  swampy  nature  of  the  ground  furnished 
rich  fields  of  rice;  whilst  nearer  the  equa- 
tor, there  was  every  kind  of  the  richest 
spices.  This  country,  so  abounding  in 
every  gift  of  Heaven — so  prodigally  sup- 
plied with  the  richest  natural  productions 
— why  was  it  that  the  people  were  not  the 
greatest   upon   the  face   of  the    earth? 
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Because  manual  labour  was  wanted  to  ga- 
ther in  that  which  nature  had  afforded  to 
the  least  toil  with  an  exuberance  of  prodi- 
gality. Here»  then,  was  the  weakness  of 
Brazil — that  it  depended  for  its  supply  of 
labour  solely  and  entirely  upon  the  impor- 
tation of  Africans,  brought  as  slayes,  from 
the  other  side  the  Atlantic.  This  plan  was 
carried  on  upon  the  most  yicious  system 
that  it  was  possible  for  a  nation  to  adopt. 
It  went  upon  the  plan  of  working  out  the 
stock  of  slaves  in  the  fewest  number  of 
years,  and  replenishing  the  stock  by  fresh 
miportations  from  Africa.  If  this  Bill  was 
to  quicken  commerce,  and  increase  the  im- 
ports into  Brazil,  it  must  necessarily  in- 
crease the  exports  from  that  country,  be- 
cause they  had  nothing  but  the  raw  pro- 
duce which  they  raised  to  pay  for  the 
goods  imported.  Eyery  quickening  of  the 
import  trade  of  Brazil,  must  be  a  direct 
quickening  of  the  exportation  of  the  raw 
material  which  was  produced  by  slave  la- 
bour; and  inasmuch  as  the  raw  material 
was  raised  by  the  labour  of  African  slaves, 
every  increase  in  the  exports  from  Brazil 
must  necessarily  involve  the  importation  of 
additional  slave  labour.  The  case  was  as 
plain  as  it  could  be,  and  therefore  he  did 
not  see  the  possibility  of  inventing  any 
mode  of  tummg  aside  its  direct  applica- 
tion. Every  additional  ton  of  sugar,  every 
pound  of  coffee,  and  eveiy  enlarged  im- 
portation of  the  precious  metals  from  Bra- 
zil, must  necessarily  be  raised  by  slave 
labour;  and  he  knew  of  no  other  means 
we  possessed  of  placing  a  check  upon  this 
«vil,  than  the  course  he  proposed  in  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House.  The 
Government  of  Brazil  was  a  sovereignty; 
but  it  was  only  a  nominal  sovereignty,  the 
crown  scarcely  resting  on  the  head  of  the 
Emperor,  and  giving  him  scarcely  the  sha- 
dow of  any  imperial  power.  How  was 
political  power  administered  in  that  coun- 
try ?  The  Sovereign  wore  a  shadowy 
crown.  The  Emperor  had  scarcely  a  grain 
of  imperial  power;  he  had  scarcely  so  much 
as  the  person  who  was  called  "  the  first 
representative  of  the  Brazilian  people.'' 
Political  power  was  thus  administered : 
first,  there  were  provincial  assemblies 
chosen  by  the  landowners;  then  there  was 
a  Generid  Assembly,  selected  in  the  same 
way,  to  represent  the  nation  at  the  seat  of 
Government;  over  this  there  was  a  Senate, 
elected  originally  in  the  same  way,  but  the 
Emperor  choosing  one  out  of  three.  Then 
there  was  a  Council  of  State,  consisting 
idmost  uniformly  of  those  who  had  been 
VOL.CVI.    {2i2} 


Ministers,  and  who  came  between  the  Em- 
peror and  the  Senate.  With  that  kind  of 
Government  we  had  for  years  been  making 
treaties  requiring  them  to  put  down  the 
slave  trade;  and  in  the  judgment  of  our 
own  jurisconsults,  we  had  a  cctsus  belli 
against  that  country  for  refusing  to  per- 
form the  engagements  into  which  she  had 
voluntarily  entered,  and  that  we  should  be 
justified  in  declaring  the  whole  coast  of 
Brazil  in  a  state  of  blockade,  and  cut  off 
the  whole  resources  of  the  country,  unless 
they  kept  the  treaties  they  had  made.  But 
why  did  we  not?  Because  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  was  powerless  to  carry 
out  its  own  designs.  They  desired  to  carry 
out  their  treaties  with  us,  but  under  pe- 
culiar circumstances  they  could  not  enforce 
their  convictions.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
unfair  and  unwise  to  declare  war  against 
them.  Now,  when  they  were  not  able  in 
these  circumstances  to  declare  war,  and 
enforce  the  fulfilment  of  the  treaties,  what 
ought  this  country  to  do  ?  Surely  to  use 
every  moral  means  signally  and  determi- 
nately  to  imbue  the  mind  of  Brazil  with 
better  principles,  so  as  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out  their  views  ?  Who 
prevented  the  Government  from  carrying 
out  their  desires  ?  Principally  the  Portu- 
guese slavetraders  who  resided  at  Rio  and 
Bahia,  and  whose  influence  was  supreme 
throughout  all  Brazil.  It  was  essential  to 
the  cultivation  of  a  Brazilian  estate  that 
the  owners  should  have  a  supply  of  African 
slaves.  The  effect  of  our  cruisers  on  the 
coast  of  Africa  had  been  to  raise  the  price 
of  slaves  from  201.  to  601,  a  head;  and  the 
consequence  was  that  the  purchasers  were 
not  able  to  pay  ready  money  for  those  they 
required.  They,  therefore,  bought  them 
of  the  slavetrader  on  a  promise  to  pay, 
and  mortgaged  their  land  to  the  seller. 
By  this  means  the  price  of  the  slave  was 
spread  over  a  number  of  years,  and  occa- 
sionally that  price  was  raised  to  751,  a  head; 
but  the  effect  was  to  make  the  Portuguese 
slavetrader  supreme  in  the  elections,  and 
thus  secure  for  him  an  immense  influence 
over  the  Government.  And  when  the  As- 
sembly met,  where  was  real  power  lodged  ? 
Why,  owing  to  the  fact  of  the  country 
being  without  any  great  parties,  such  as 
were  found  to  exist  in  countries  in  a  higher 
state  of  civilisation,  the  slaveholder  was 
enabled  to  obtain  all  political  power — and 
how  ?  Almost  uniformly  by  bribing  the 
majority.  In  order  to  get  the  means  of 
bribery  recourse  must  be  had  to  tho 
Portuguese  capitalist  for  money,  so  that 
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the  leader  in  the  ABiembly,  and  the  re- 
presentatiyes  also,  so  far  as  this  ques- 
tion went,  were  the  representatives  of 
the  Portuguese  slave-trade  capitalist.  In 
such  a  state  of  things,  what  hope  was  there 
of  Brazil  doing  anything  which  would 
show,  on  her  part,  a  desire  to  enforce  the 
treaties  ?  And  was  it  not  our  duty  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  those  in  that 
country  who  were  really  anxious  to  do  so  ? 
What  would  more  strengthen  those  parties 
in  Brazil  than  to  enable  them  to  point  to 
our  tariffs,  to  the  exclusion  of  their  sugars 
from  our  markets,  and  to  om*  refusal  to 
admit  them  to  the  privileges  conferred 
upon  other  nations  ?  To  show  them  that 
we  were  ready  to  incur  some  losses  in  our 
commerce  and  many  inconveniences  for  the 
sake  of  putting  an  end  to  that  which  we 
believed  to  be  an  abominable  crime  in  the 
face  of  heaven  and  earth.  They  were 
accustomed  to  hear  shrewd  and  sagacious 
men  in  Brazil  say  they  trusted  to  the  gold 
of  England  to  turn  aside  the  iron  of  Eng- 
land. They  had  the  fullest  conviction  that 
we  were  not  in  earnest  in  this  matter,  and 
that  we  were  actuated  by  nothing  but  a 
desire  to  benefit  our  West  India  colonies. 
Now,  nothing  would  so  much  tend  to  re- 
move these  impressions  as  the  determina- 
tion of  this  country  rather  to  suffer  loss 
and  inconvenience,  than  follow  a  system 
which  in  the  slightest  degree  led  to  the 
encouragement  of  the  accursed  slave  trade. 
He  begged  their  Lordships  to  consider  fur- 
ther, that  there  was  no  slight  danger,  if 
we  went  on  in  our  present  course,  of  this 
country  being  again  polluted  by  something 
like  a  direct  participation  in  the  slave 
trade.  He  feared  (and  he  said  it  with 
shame),  that  already  was  the  wealth  of 
England  largely  embarked  in  carrying  on 
the  traffic  which  the  morals,  the  religion, 
and  the  legislation  of  England  had  alike 
denounced.  The  progress  of  commerce 
was  like  the  progress  of  the  air.  It  would, 
in  spite  of  any  attempts  to  prevent  it,  pass 
into  unseen  places,  and  we  should  be  un- 
able to  prevent  the  capital  of  England 
going  in  some  way  to  strengthen  the  slave 
trade  unknown  to  us.  But  if  he  could 
show  that  by  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood,  they 
would  be  preparing  the  way,  not  for  an  un- 
seen and  unknown  application  of  English 
capital  to  the  purposes  of  that  trade,  but 
that  they  were  preparing  the  way  for  a  di- 
^*^t  participation  in  the  trade  by  English 
chants,  he  would  have  made  good  all 
was  necessary  to  persuade  their  Lord- 
to  adopt  his  Amendment.     The  pre- 


sent coarao  of  trad0»  he  wm  iafiamet 
was,  that  only  direct  exports  tmm  Bi^ 
land  to  the  coast  of  Amea  were  nuMle; 
and  that  the  legitimate  produce  of  A&ktk 
was  brought  b^k  to  ibii  oonntry.  Un- 
doubtedly this  direct  trade  was  not  poUoled 
with  the  slave  traffio.  Manafaotoraa  of 
Manchester  would  in  that  oaae  be  amU 
not  indeed  directly  to  be  exchanged  £pr 
sUves,  but  to  be  sold  to  the  slaretnidir 
for  money,  who  directly  transferred  tbem 
into  this  unlawful  trade.  The  great  Mk 
of  the  goods  would  be  sent  from  tUe  eoim- 
try  to  Rio— the  course  of  the  trede  wmM 
be  to  Kio— there  the  goods  were  aorted 
into  cargoes  suited  to  the  slare  trade; 
they  were  bought  at  the  warehousea  ia 
Rio;  and  the  merchants  of  this  ooiutij* 
although  they  did  not  know  how  Mid  fat 
what  they  were  purchased,  so  aa  to  be  dU 
rectly  involved  in  the  trade,  were  yet  im* 
plicated  in  conducting  that  which  had  been 
declared  a  crime  by  die  Legislature  of  this 
country.  In  future,  however,  they  would 
by  this  Bill  allow  foreign  ships  to  bring  in 
the  sugar  of  Brasil  straight  to  Liverpool^ 
and  take  in  there  the  oargoea  that  would 
enable  them  to  carry  on  the  slave  trmde  ia 
Africa.  It  was  all  along  his  main  objeet 
to  lade  for  that  country,  and  thither  he 
went  from  Liverpool  direct.  In  one  of  the 
bays  of  Africa  he  shipped  slaves,  took 
water  on  board  for  the  voyage,  oalled  «t 
Cadiz  on  his  way  to  change  part  of  hie 
crew,  and  with  his  cargo  he  went  straight 
across  to  Rio.  In  due  course  they  would 
again  come  to  Liverpool  with  sugar,  and 
take  away  another  cargo  of  goods,  to  en«> 
able  them  to  carry  on  the  slave  trade; 
and  thus  the  merchants  of  this  coontij 
would  by  the  course  of  trade  be  drawn  di*- 
rectly  into  the  African  slave  trade  with 
Brazil.  Then  it  would  be  only  neoesaarj 
to  take  one  other  step,  that  of  withdrawing 
our  cruisers  from  the  coast  of  Africa,  and 
the  result  would  be  that  British  shipsi 
manned  with  British  seamen,  would  go 
forth  from  Liverpool  to  the  coast  of  Africa* 
change  their  men  at  Cadiz,  proceed  te 
Africa,  and  ship  slaves  for  the  Brazils,  the 
only  chance  which  interposed  being  the 
possibility  of  their  falling  in  with  one  of 
our  men  of  war,  and  their  detecting  from 
the  ship's  papers  the  flag  under  which  she 
ought  to  sail.  That  was  the  danger  whiok 
they  were  incurring  by  this  measure;  and 
the  unvarying  maxim  of  wisdom  was  te 
keep,  as  far  as  possible,  from  all  connex* 
ion  with  the  trade,  or  the  circumstanees 
which  would  lead  to  it;  and  it  was  for  their 
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Lordships  at  once  to  say,  "  We  will  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it."  That 
was  the  only  way  of  ensuring  safety,  either 
for  individuals  or  for  nations,  and  he, 
therefore,  called  upon  their  Lordships  not 
to  hring  the  nation  into  this  danger,  or  to 
sanction  or  mix  themselves  up  with  a  crime 
the  most  base,  indurating,  and  polluting 
at  every  turn  which  could  be  engaged 
in  by  any  people.  It  was  there  he  took 
his  stand  in  moving  this  Amendment.  But 
if  the  benches  opposite  were  full,  he  might 
appeal  to  noble  Lords  on  the  grounds  on 
which  they  place  their  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  because  if  there  was  any  country  in 
the  world  with  which  commerce  was  car- 
ried on  exclusively  in  British  bottoms,  it 
was  Brazil,  and  in  the  trade  between  Rio 
and  Liverpool.  On  that  ground  he  might 
expect  them  to  have  supported  his  Amend- 
ment, in  consistency  wiUi  their  own  prin- 
ciples. But  he  might  appeal  to  noble 
Lords  on  this  side  of  the  House  on  the 
ground  of  nobler  motives  than  any  that 
could  be  supplied  by  commerce.  He 
thought  he  might  remind  them  of  the 
names  they  bore;  names  great  in  British 
Btory  and  in  connexion  with  this  particular 
subject;  and  if  he  might  remind  them  of 
those  mighty  men  who  had  played  their 
part  in  their  country's  affairs,  wielding 
its  thunders  and  conducting  its  counsels, 
if  permitted  now  to  look  down  and  see 
those  who  bear  their  names  and  have  suc- 
ceeded to  the  maintenance  of  their  here- 
ditary principles,  and  if  they  should  see 
those  thus  related  to  them  now  prepared 
to  peril  the  principles  for  which  they 
had  staked  in  former  days  their  political 
power,  and  the  national  wealth,  he  thought 
It  would  leave  a  stain  of  sadness  upon 
the  brightness  of  their  countenances,  to 
see  a  cause  for  which  they  had  lived  and 
struggled,  when  they  saw  principles  which 
they  esteemed  the  most  sacred  upon  earth 
now  treated  as  so  light  and  insignificant 
as  to  be  utterly  put  aside  for  so  trifling 
an  object  as  that  sugar  should  be  im- 
ported into  England  some  few  pence  per- 
haps cheaper,  and  because  Brazil  might 
consume  a  few  more  articles  of  our  manu- 
factures. But  what  was  the  argument  of 
those  who  sought  to  remove  all  obstruc- 
tions to  the  Brazilian  slave  trade-— an  ar- 
gument which  he  took  the  liberty  of  say- 
ing was  grounded  on  false  principles? 
Why,  it  was  this — that  the  vast  importa- 
tion which  would  ensue  would  stop  and 
choke  ihe  market  in  a  very  short  time; 
and  it  was  said  that  Brazil,  by  over  intro- 


duction, would  lose  the  power  of  retainr 
ing  in  quiet  those  who  were  deprived  of 
their  liberty,  and  who  would  assert  it  for 
themselves  and  by  their  acts.  But,  then, 
what  became  of  the  commercial  advan* 
tage  which  they  were  proposing  to  them- 
selves by  this  Bill  ?  On  their  own  prin- 
ciples, to  which  he  had  just  adverted,  by 
their  own  showing,  were  they  not  now 
to  build  those  hopejs  upon  the  side  of  a 
smouldering  volcano  ?  If,  by  passing  this 
measure,  the  consequence  should  be  that 
the  slaves  would  rise  to  a.  man  against 
the  masters,  what  would  be  the  efifect  on 
the  country  on  which  ihey  were  now  con- 
centrating their  hopes,  but  devastation 
far  and  wide,  and  dismal  ruin,  from  which 
centuries,  perhaps,  could  scarcely  recover 
it.  But,  in  opposition  to  the  argument 
he  had  just  adverted  to,  the  fact  was,  he 
believed,  that  no  fear  was  entertained  of 
the  negro  slaves.  The  people  of  the 
country  calculated,  that  from  the  strifes 
natural  to  their  tribes  and  families,  they 
could  not  unite  in  hostility.  Granting 
that  this  were  the  case  with  those  just 
imported,  and  unless  it  were  to  be  as- 
sumed that  there  Were  to  be  perpetud 
importations,  and  a  perpetual  balance  of 
strifes,  the  succeeding  generation  must 
arise  dead  to  the  animosities  of  African 
origin,  alive  to  the  evils  inflicted  on  them 
by  Brazilian  masters,  and,  uniting  in  a 
terrible  struggle  for  their  freedom,  the 
consequence  would  be  that  those  slave- 
dealers,  that  a  nation  full  of  evidence  of 
antagonism,  hate,  violence,  and  brutality^ 
must  be  plunged  into  some  such  convid- 
sion  as  should  issue  in  devastation  through- 
out the  country,  and  destruction  to  its 
present  possessors.  He  said  they  must 
build  on  a  surer  foundation ;  act  upon  safe 
principles ;  lead  the  Brazilian  to  see  his 
true  interest  as  to  the  African  race  — 
lead  him  to  cultivate  the  riches  which  God 
had  conferred  upon  his  country  by  a  loyal 
population,  and  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  place  our  commerce  with  Brazil  on 
a  sound  footing.  If  they  did  not,  how- 
ever— if  they  pursued  an  opposite  course, 
let  them  not  suppose  the  Brazilians  would 
thank  them  for  it.  Already  they  had 
said  our  legislation  had  been  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  Brazilian  sugar  a  little 
cheaper  in  Britain;  and  he  asked  whether 
they  could  deny  it  ?  And  was  it  not  the 
same  motive  which  prompted  them  now  ? 
And  would  not  the  Brazilians  say  the 
same  thing  of  them  again  ?  He  could  tell 
them  that  the  people  of  this  country, 
C2 


39 


Natigatian  Bill. 


{LORDS} 


NamgaiianBia. 


40 


above  other  nations,  were  disliked  in  Bra- 
zil, because  we  were  believed  to  be  the 
cause  of  the  increase  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  price  of  their  slaves.  He 
said,  in  proposing  this  Amendment  to 
their  Lordships,  he  had  grounded  his  ar- 
gument upon  the  sacred  principles  of  so- 
cial and  religious  truth  ;  and  on  those 
grounds  it  was  that  he  now  appealed  to 
their  Lordships  against  a  traffic  long  since 
condemned  by  the  Legislature.  On  those 
grounds  it  was  that  he  appealed  to  their 
Lordships,  by  accepting  his  Amendment, 
to  tell  those  slavetraders  that  they  would 
not  deal  with  them  because  they  had  pro- 
nounced them  pirates  —  that  they  would 
tell  them  we  would  rather  have  less  gain 
than  be  polluted  with  blood — and  express 
the  belief  that  He  who  ruled  kingdoms  as 
He  ruled  hearts,  would,  in  His  good  time, 
return  to  them  the  lesser  gain  that  they 
might  have  sacrificed,  if  they  obtained  his 
approbation  in  the  mode  in  which  they 
conducted  their  commerce.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  concluded  by  moving  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

"And  whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  privileges 
proposed  to  be  given  to  foreign  ships  by  this  Act, 
should  not  be  extended  to  the  ships  of  nations  ac- 
tively engaged  in  the  African  slave  trade,  nor  to 
foreign  ships  carrying  the  exports  of  such  nations; 
be  it  enacted,  that  the  said  privileges  shall  not 
extend  to  the  ships  of  Spain,  or  to  foreign  ships 
exporting  the  produce  of  the  West  Indian  colonies 
of  Spain,  or  to  the  ships  of  or  to  foreign  ships  ex- 
porting the  produce  of  Brazil,  until  such  time  as 
Her  Majesty  shall  have  decUred,  by  Orders  in 
Council,  that  the  Governments  of  Spain  and  Bra- 
xil  have  respectively  given  to  Her  Majesty  full 
satisfiiotion  as  to  the  fulfilment  of  the  treaties  into 
which  they  have  or  shall  have  entered  with  Her 
Majesty  for  the  suppression  of  the  African  slave 
trade;  but  that  until  such  time  the  aforesaid  Acts, 
declared  by  this  Act  to  be  repealed,  shall  remain 
and  be  of  full  force  and  effect  as  regards  such 
countries,  any  such  repeal  as  aforesaid,  notwith- 
standing." 

Lord  HOWDEN  said,  that  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  making  a  few  observa- 
tions, founded  upon  his  own  personal 
knowledge,  in  reply  to  the  able  and  elo- 
quent speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate;  and 
in  spite  of  what  had  fallen  from  him  at  the 
beginning  of  his  speech,  he  should  answer 
him  from  sources  which,  whatever  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  might  think,  did  appear 
to  him  (Lord  Howden)  as  the  best  from 
which  considerations  on  a  question  like 
this  could  be  derived.  He  would  not  be 
seduced  by  the  example  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  to  follow  him  into   the  religious 

Cart  of  the  question  ;    he  should   confine 
imself  to  the  practical  part  of  the  propo- 


sitions upon  their  Lordships'  taUe;  and  in 
doing  so  he  designed  to  distingoiah  between 
the  speech  and  the  proposition  in  snpport 
of  which  it  was  made,  for  he  did  not  see 
any  intimate  connexion  between  the  two, 
and  he  only  hoped  that  the  one  migiit  not 
be  allowed  to  pass  furtively  under  the  great 
ability  and  eloquence  of  the  other.     The 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  spoken  of  the  great 
importance  of  our  commerce  with  Braaly 
and  he  thanked  him  for  that  admisBion. 
The  importance  of  that  trade  it  would  be 
difficult  to  overestimate,  and  it  woold  be 
his  object  to  endeavour  to  show  the  injury 
that  would  flow  from  any  undue  interferenee 
with  that  great  branch  of  our  commeree. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  no  treaty 
at  present  existed  between  England  and 
Brazil,  and  there  was  nothing  to  seeure  to 
Englishmen  any   rights  in  that  eonntiy. 
There  is  no  such  thing  there  as  a  fitYonred 
nation;  the  flags  of  all  countries  being  re- 
ceived on  an  equal  footing  as  to  yeasdsy 
and  with  equal  duties  as  to  imports.    This 
state  of  things,  it  was  true,  gave  Britun  the 
power  of  dealing  with  Brazil  as  she  might 
think  fit,  but  it  at  the  same  time  gave 
Brazil  the  power  of  dealing  as  she  thought 
fit  with  the  commerce  of  this  country. 
Now,  in  this  position  he  need  not  say  how 
important  it  was  for  Britain  that  no  such 
Amendment  as  had  been  proposed  should 
be  adopted.     The  right  rev.  Prelate  per- 
haps was  not  aware  that  in  Brazil  a  decree 
existed,  although  it  was  not  in  operation, 
the  date  of  which  had  been  changed  ^^f^i^ 
postponed  from  time  to  time,  the  effect  of 
which  was,  that  the  vessels  of  any  country 
not  treating  Brazilian  vessels  on  principles 
of  perfect  reciprocity,  should  be  chaiged 
with  a  diff'erential  duty  one-third.      This 
attempt  to  place  the  trade  of  Brazil  on  a 
footing  of  reciprocity  with  other  nations, 
would   not  appear   extraordinary  or    un- 
just in  this  country,  for  it  was  a   prin- 
ciple  contemplated   by  the  very  Bill   on 
their  Lordships'  table.     He  stated  tibis  to 
show  their  Lordships  the  immediate  burden 
to   which  they  would  subject  their   own 
vessels,  for  if  they  should  proceed  to  enact 
the  proposed  Amendment,  excluding  the 
Brazilians  from  the  advantages  of  the  Bill, 
the  number  of  Brazilian  traders  engaged 
in  a  direct  trade  to  this  country  is  so  infi- 
nitely small,  if  indeed  there  be  any,  that 
they  would  continue  unscathed,   and   the 
whole  evil  would  fall  upon  us;  and  sup- 
posing the  Brazilians  should  proceed  to  en- 
force this  decree,  their  proceeding  would 
be  neither  irate  nor  vindictive,  for  the  date 
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of  it  was  as  far  back  ias  October,  1847;  and 
it  had  hitherto  been   suspended  in  order 
to  give  foreign  nations  an  opportunity  of 
conforming  to  its  terms.    As  regarded  this 
country  in  particular,   the  spirit  of  the 
decree  contemplated  by  the  Brazilian  Go- 
vemment  was  so  little  hostile,   that  the 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  said  distinctly 
to  him  that  all  they  could  expect  from  this 
country,  in  compliance  with  that  decree, 
was  only  so  much  as  would  in  no  way  in- 
terfere with  our  colonial  legislation,  or  be 
inconsistent  with  the  navigation  laws  as 
they  then  stood.     But  he  did  not  expect 
that  the  Brazilians  would  continue  to  look 
at  the  application  of  this  suspended  de- 
cree in  the  same  way,  when  they  found 
that  the   uayigation   laws   of    this  coun- 
try were    repealed,   and   the    vessels   of 
Brazil  were  made  the  sole  exception  from 
the    advantages    conferred.      Instead    of 
British  vessels  entering  the  ports  of  Brazil, 
as  now,  on  the  same  terms  as  those  un- 
der the  national  flag,  this  favourable  state 
of  things  would  be  probably  immediately 
changed  by  the  passing  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  one-third  additional  impost  laid 
upon  British  vessels,  not  considering  the 
other  retaliatory  duties  which    might  be 
afterwards  imposed  upon  British  goods; 
and  should  such  a  measure  be  answered  by 
a  corresponding  one  from  this  country,  as 
is  the  general  march  of  all  such  matters, 
things  would  go  on  from  bad  to  worse, 
until  there  wovJd  ensue  a  complete  cessa- 
tion of  commercial  intercourse.      If,  then, 
noble  Lords  should  sanction  a  course  of 
legislation  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
establishing  duties  against  British  exports, 
or  increasing  the  amount  of  those  auties 
paid  by  vessels  which  already  existed,  they 
were  preparing  a  series  of  retaliatory  mea- 
sures for  one  country  to    hurl    against 
another,  and  were  taking  the  shortest  and 
most  certain  means  of  bringing  about  the 
catastrophe  prognosticated  by  noble  Lords 
who  occupied  the  benches  opposite,  as  to 
the  decrease  of  our  commerce  and  shipping 
from  the   prospective  effects  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill.     Perhaps  some  of  their  Lord- 
ships might  not  be  aware  that  the  exports 
of  this   country  to    Brazil   amounted  to 
3,000,000^  and  upwards.     But  he  begged 
to  call  their  attention  to  the  exports  from 
Brazil  of  Brazilian  produce,   upon  which 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  of  course  meant  to 
place     his    lever    and   to    affect    if   his 
Amendment  should  be  adopted;  the  amount 
of  these  did   not  nearly  equal  the  sum 
he  had  named  for  British  exports.    The 
exports   from   Brazil   directly   into  this 
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country  were  not  much  more  than  600,000t 
annually;  but  the  exports  indirectly  sent 
into  other  ports  of  Europe  and  America 
through  means  of  British  merchants,  and 
on   British    account,   amounted  to  about 
1,000,0002.;  the  rest  of  the   account  to 
make  the  balance  even  was  transmitted 
chiefly  in  bills,  or  in  articles  of  small  bulk, 
such  as  gold  dust  and  diamonds.      Their 
Lordships  would,  therefore,  perceive  that 
the  Legislature  of  this  country  had  very 
little  comparative  control  over  Brazilian  ex- 
ports.    What  would  be  the  result  of  the 
Amendment  being  carried  ?     If  it  led  to  a 
cessation    of  intercourse   altogether  that 
would  ill  suit  the  views  of  noble  Lords  on  the 
Opposition  side,  who  were  anxious  for  the 
interests  of  British  shipping;  and,  taking 
another  view  of  the  result,  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  might  depend  upon  it,  that  so  long 
as  there  was  a  certain  quantity  of  Brazilian 
produce  wanted  here,  and  it  was  remuner- 
ative to  bring  it,  and  so  long  as  there  was 
an  immense  quantity  of  it  wanted  in  other 
parts  of  the  world,  there  would  not  be  less 
coffee  or  sugar  grown  in  Brazil,  and  there 
would  be  no  sufficient  diminution  of  its  pro* 
duce  through  which  to  force  Brazil  to  change 
its  system.     Nothing  could  be  more  inju- 
rious to  our  reputation  than  to  refuse  to 
foreign  vessels  a  participation  in  the  bene- 
fits of  a  measure  like  the  present,  while  at 
the  same  time  we  allowed  our  vessels  to 
continue  in  the  Brazilian  trade.     We  are 
already    accused    of    pursuing    a    selfish 
course,  under  the  mask  of  philanthropy, 
and  this  would  prove  it.      Some  of  their 
Lordships  might  vote  for  the  Amendment 
as  a  mode  still  left  of  protecting  what  they 
call  British  interests.    That,  at  least,  was 
an  intelligible  course,  though  one  which  he 
did  not  expect  to  see  taken,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  a  noble  Lord  on  a  previous 
stage  of  the  Bill,  who,  as  leader  of  the 
protectionist  party,  had  stated  that  he  in- 
tended to  offer  no  further  opposition  to  its 
progress.      The  object  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  is  doubtlessly  to  punish  Brazil  for 
not  adhering  to  her  solemn  engagements ; 
but,    in   truth,  by  this  Amendment  we 
should  punish  nobody  but  ourselves.     The 
commercial  marine  of  Brazil  was  entirely 
employed  upon  its  own   and    contiguous 
coasts,  or,  unfortunately,  upon  the  coast 
of  Africa ;   no  Brazilian  vessels  came  to 
England ;  he  believed,  indeed,  that  a  Bra- 
zilian vessel,  laden  with  Brazilian  produce, 
was  hardly  ever  found  on  this  side  of  the 
northern  tropic.     The  onus,  then,  of  this 
Amendment  would  fall  entirely  upon  Bri- 
tish shipping,  the  amount  of  which  on  the 
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arcrage  was  100,000  tons  annually  enter- 
ing the  ports  of  Brazil,  and  the  whole  of 
that  tonnage  was  to  he  made  liahle  to  the 
differential  duty  of  the  decree  of  Octoher, 
1847.  This  Amendment,  again,  was  not 
only  against  Brazil,  hut  was  a  crusade 
against  the  commercial  navy  of  all  the 
maritime  nations  of  Europe.  How  are  we 
to  get  over  the  inconsistency  of  saying  to 
other  nations,  "  you  are  engaged  in  a  sort 
of  pestiferous  traffic,  and  we  cannot  extend 
to  you  the  privileges  of  an  Act  which  we 
have  just  passed,  hut  we  shall  still  allow 
our  own  vessels  to  go  on  in  this  pestiferous 
traffic  with  this  anathematised  nation  ?  " 
He  asked  whether  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  prepared  to  complete  nis  scheme,  and 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  refuse  the  privileges  of 
this  Act  to  English  merchants  and  ship- 
owners trading  with  Brazil?  The  table 
of  both  Houses  would  break  down  under 
petitions  against  a  measure  so  arbitrary 
and  so  destructive.  It  would  seem  unwise 
to  set  an  example  of  exclusion  to  countries 
that  might  be  not  unwilling  to  get  rid  of 
our  competition,  and  who  would  be  inclined 
to  follow  our  example  of  exclusion  from  a 
particular  trade.  But  had  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  considered  the  existing  treaties 
securing  what  might  be  called  the  vested 
rights  of  international  intercourse?  Out 
of  the  twenty-three  flags  that  sailed  from 
Brazil  in  one  year,  there  were  eighteen 
with  which  we  had  reciprocity  treaties,  and 
who  will  consider  themselves  as  having  an 
indefeasible  right  to  all  privileges  and  ad- 
vantages which  may  accrue  from  any  re- 
laxation of  existing  laws  regarding  ship- 
ping  and  commerce.  The  object  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  was  most  laudable,  and 
one  could  conceive  an  uprising  of  the  world 
against  the  horrid  traffic  which  he  sought 
to  extinguish,  and  a  general  system  of  self- 
abnegation  te  effect  the  object;  but  it  could 
not  be  accomplished  by  legislative  enact- 
ments such  as  the  one  now  proposed. 
Unless  there  were  a  feeling  so  powerful 
and  enthusiastic  as  almost  to  border  upon 
what  might  be  termed  fanaticism,  and  thus 
produce  a  system  of  self-restriction,  the 
habits  and  necessities  of  mankind  would 
resist  or  neutralise  such  laws.  The  prac- 
tical result  of  this  Amendment  would  not 
affect  the  slave  trade,  though  it  might 
displace  a  portion  of  produce,  and  send 
it  in  another  direction.  The  cultivation 
or  exportation  of  Brazilian  produce  would 
not  be  so  effectively  touched  by  any  le- 
gislative enactment  that  stopped  short  of 
actual  force  and  pressure  upon  all  coun- 
tries trading  with  Brazil,  as  to  advance 


the  object  of  the  right  rer.  Prdale ;  it 
would  not  be  done  by  thia  M»t  of  half 
intervention — and  had  we  not  had  •noagk 
of  interventions?  that  syBtem  bj  whidi 
we  had  none  of  the  advantages  CRf  actual 
war  in  definitively  settling  a  qaestioii.  and 
by  which  we  raised  up  inextinguiahaUa 
hatred  against  this  country.  The  trade  of 
England  was  so  vast  and  so  ramified*  ill 
arms  were  so  strong,  and  its  finffers  ao  ia- 
dustriously  inserted  into  all  the  deaUnga  of 
mankind,  that  we  might  depend  upon  it, 
when  we  interfered  with  the  trade  of  an- 
other country,  openly  by  captnre  or  mora 
speciously  by  restrictions,  we  were  not  id- 
juring  the  trade  of  that  oountnr  half  ao 
much  as  that  of  London  and  Liverpool. 
He  (Lord  Howden)  must  eonfesa  that  it 
was  not  clear  to  him,  whatever  might  be 
the  duties  of  individuals,  how  far  a  Go- 
vernment might  be  justified  in  what  might 
be  called  a  strict  line  of  purely  diuntereatod 
action;  a  Government  had  great  interests 
in  charge,  great  duties  to  its  own  oomitzy 
to  perform,  and  responsibilitiea  which  il 
could  not  shake  off.  He  was  not  forget- 
ting that  mankind  formed  one  great  fa- 
mily; and  that  there  was  a  **  aolidaritT  " 
among  nations  ;  but  he  also  beUered  uat 
in  the  great  scheme  of  Providence  it  waa 
intended  that  there  should  be  paramoont 
duties  and  affections  to  tower  abore  the 
rest.  He  had  thought  it  right,  appeafing 
to  facts  and  not  to  feelings,  to  treat  thia 
as  a  commercial  question,  believing  that 
Parliament  ought  never  to  neglect  the 
commercial  interests  of  this  coontrj^  on 
which  its  greatness  and  happiness  ao  much 
depended  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  pro* 
posed  attempt  to  embarrass  Braail  wooU 
be  abortive  in  its  object,  and  would  raiae 
great  difficulties,  and  give  great  proTOoa< 
tion;  and  he  trusted  the  House  would  re« 
ject  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  WARWICK  conaideied 
that  the  Amendment  and  the  speech  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  come  at  the  derenth 
hour.  It  was  certainly  the  most  maaterly 
speech  ho  had  ever  heard,  although  utterly 
misapplied  to  the  question.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  voted  for  the  navigation 
laws.  Now,  it  was  his  duty  to  have  pro- 
posed some  such  clause  as  this  befbre  he 
consented  to  any  alteration  in  the  nariga-i 
tion  laws — ^his  Amendment  would  then 
have  stood  some  chance  ci  aupport.  It 
was  notorious  that  the  navigation  lawa 
would  promote  the  slave  trade,  yet  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  did  not  propose  auoh  an 
Amendment,  although  he  deemed  it  of 
paramount   importauoe.    From  all  th^ao 
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eonsiderations  he  could  not  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  which  at  a  former  stage  he 
would  have  heen  happy  to  hare  supported. 
LoBD  DENMAN  rejoiced  in  the  nohle 
stand  made  hy  his  right  rer.  Friend  that 
night  in  defence  of  the  great  principle 
now  at  work  in  the  world.  He  was  ex- 
tremely glad  that  the  right  rey.  Prelate's 
speech  had  heen  made,  and  not  sorry  that 
it  had  been  so  answered,  as  it  had  heen  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  replied  to  him;  for  the 
answer  had  expressly  and  carefully  avoided 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  argument,  and  dis- 
avowed the  attempt  to  prove  that  it  was 
not  proper,  upon  high  moral  grounds,  to 
take  the  course  suggested  in  the  Amend- 
ment. The  only  thing  he  (Lord  Denman) 
wanted  to  induce  him  to  vote  for  it,  or  in- 
deed  for  almost  any  Motion  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  upon  this  subject,  was  the 
demonstration  that  it  came  fairly  into  con- 
nexion with  this  Bill;  and  of  that  the  right 
rev.  Prelate's  argument  had  convinced 
him.  Nor  should  he  have  felt  it  necessary 
to  say  a  single  word,  if  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Howden),  who  had  given  to  their 
Lordships  so  many  details  of  relations  with 
Brazil,  in  addressing  himself  to  the  sup- 
posed good  sense  and  policy  of  the  coun- 
try, had  not  thought  proper  to  intimate 
that  his  advice  was,  that  we  should  not 
interfere  with  the  infamous  trade  he  de- 
precated, and  to  infer  that  our  interference 
could  not  be  successful.  He  (Lord  Den- 
man) protested  most  strongly  against  any 
such  inference.  He  totally  disbelieved 
it.  He  was  quite  satisfied,  from  the  expe- 
i4ence  we  had  had,  that  the  slave  trade 
had  been  so  far  repressed  that  it  could  be 
effectually  suppressed ;  that  nothing  was 
required  but  that  concert  of  the  powerful 
nations  of  the  world,  which  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  think  would  be  an  evil,  express- 
ing their  resolution  that  the  slave  trade 
should  not  be  carried  on,  and  that,  from 
the  moment  the  world  believed  they  were 
in  earnest,  it  would  be  suppressed.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  a  mere  farce  to  threaten  a 
reaction  of  the  Brazilian  trade  a^tinst  this 
country ;  and  an  attempt  at  mditary  re- 
sistance on  the  part  of  Uie  Brazils,  in  sup- 
port of  slavery,  seemed,  if  possible,  more 
farcical.  He  always  lamented  to  see  per- 
sons, in  any  station  of  life,  high  or  low, 
collectiug  statements  from  newspapers,  or 
other  sources,  calculated  to  give  encour- 
agement to  that  infamous  pest.  He  had 
heard  a  great  deal  of  the  sodality  of  the 
nations  0?  the  world,  and  the  salutary 
effects  it  might  produce.  But  was  not 
Africa  gart  of  the  nationsi  and  why  should 


not  she  join  in  putting  down  the  infamous 
traffic  ?  a  system  which  reduced  human 
beings  to  the  utmost  misery,  degradation, 
and  suffering.  There  were  two  parties 
who  were  principally  interested — the  in- 
famous slavetrader,  who  derived  a  profit 
from  the  practice  of  his  crimes,  and  the 
poor  African,  who  was  invariably  the  suf- 
ferer. He  (Lord  Denman)  was  satisfied 
all  that  was  necessary  was  to  make  the 
facts  known,  make  the  demonstration 
powerful, -and  the  slave  trade  would  be  for 
ever  abolished  from  the  face  of  the  earth. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  con- 
ceived that  a  more  unfortunate  step  could 
not  be  taken  than  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, in  advocating  the  Amendment,  ex- 
cluded all  other  considerations  but  moral 
and  religious.  But  it  was  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  the  moral  influence  of  this  coun- 
try depended  on  its  commerce;  for  without 
that  commerce  all  the  moral  influence  of 
this  country,  which  their  Lordships  were 
now  called  upon  to  exert  for  the  benefit  of 
mankind,  would  be  gone;  and  if  they  were 
to  be  regardless  of  commercial  considera- 
tions, the  effect  would  be  that  this  country 
must  recede  from  the  high  position  it  now 
held  in  the  world.  In  his  opinion,  the 
cause  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  advo- 
cated would  be  weakened  throughout  Bra- 
zil and  the  continent  of  America  by  Par- 
liament assuming  the  right  of  setting  up 
the  proposed  distinction.  He  concurred  in 
what  had  been  so  well  expressed  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Howden),  that  if  they 
discarded  public  opinion  in  endeavouring  to 
operate  on  other  countries,  they  discarded 
that  which,  in  all  countries,  had  ultimately 
the  great  ascendancy;  and  if  they  made 
public  opinion  their  enemy,  they  created 
an  obstacle  instead  of  removing  one.  If  it 
were  certain  that,  without  making  any 
other  sacrifice  than  a  small  portion  of  a 
particular  trade,  this  country  would  pos- 
sess an  instrument  at  once  to  extinguish 
the  nefarious  traffic  of  the  slave  trade,  and 
to  bring  into  successful  execution  the  trea- 
ties on  the  subject,  he  would  not  say  that 
he,  for  one,  would  not  willingly  embrace 
the  chance  which  fortune  had  thrown  in 
his  way;  but  he  believed  that  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  wodd  have 
no  such  effect;  and  all  its  significance  would 
be  in  the  spirit  of  opposition  it  would  cre- 
ate in  the  nation  against  which  it  was 
levelled.  Were  it  possible  to  obtain  that 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  last 
spoke  adverted  to — a  concert  of  all  nations 
on  ihis  aubject-^were  it  possible,  by  speak- 
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ing,  not  only  to  the  interests,  but  to  the 
moral  principles  of  Goyemments  and  na- 
tions, to  bring  them  to  a  universal  declara- 
tion respecting  it,  he  knew  no  tnomph 
more  worthy  of  a  Government  and  a  coun- 
try than  that  which  would  result  from  the 
accomplishment  of  such  an  object;  and  he 
would  say,  that  he  was  unaware  of  any 
man  more  assiduous  in  his  endeavours  to 
effect  it  than  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whose 
exertions  with  that  view  had  been  un- 
abated. And  when  he  told  their  Lord- 
ships that  his  noble  Friend  thought  that 
the  effect  of  his  exertions  would  be  weak- 
ened rather  than  strengthened  by  the  adop- 
tion of  an  Amendment  like  the  one  pro- 
posed, their  Lordships  would  be  convinced 
that  it  was  possible  to  entertain  the  most 
ardent  wish  and  hope  for  the  extinction  of 
the  slave  trade,  and  yet  feel  the  necessity 
of  great  caution  in  the  measures  which 
might  be  adopted  for  that  end,  and  the  im- 
portance that  whatever  measures  were  re- 
sorted to  should  be  effectual.  For  these 
reasons  he  should  vote  against  the  pro- 
posed Amendment. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD,  in  reply,  said, 
that  nothing  which  had  been  stated  that 
night  had  taken  off  the  edge  of  the  argu- 
ments he  had  ventured  to  address  to  their 
Lordships.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  How- 
den)  had  talked  about  the  infliction  of  dif- 
ferential duties  by  Brazil  against  this  coun- 
try. Why,  would  the  noble  Lord  tell  their 
Lordships  that  this  country  had  any  need 
to  fear  such  an  infliction  ?  Why,  it  was 
a  common  saying  among  Brazilians  that 
there  was  but  one  Power  with  arms  long 
enough  to  crush  them,  and  that  was  Eng- 
land; but  England  would  not  do  so  for 
fear  of  injuring  herself.  The  noble  Lord 
had  alluded  to  the  inviolability  of  treaties. 
There  were  other  treaties  in  existence  be- 
sides those  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred. As,  then,  we  had  the  power  and 
the  right,  by  what  argument  could  we  jus- 
tify our  forbearance  for  enforcing  the  ful- 
filment of  those  treaties  ?  It  was  not  ne- 
cessary to  have  recourse  to  war.  England 
had  only  to  say  to  Brazil  that  she  should 
not  share  in  those  advantages  of  commerce 
which  were  open  to  other  nations,  unless 
she  fulfilled  the  obligations  which  she  had 
undertaken  by  the  treaties  into  which  she 
had  entered.  Whilst  commercial  greatness 
and  commercial  wealth  were  amongst  the 
permanent  sources  of  national  greatness, 

ngth,  and  usefulness,  they  were  worth 

ng  unless  they  were  upheld  by  na- 

probity  and  national  honour.     And 


if  the  enforcement  of  those  trofttieB 
right  upon  principles  of  justice,  bj  what 
was  due  to  man  and  by  the  lair  of  God, 
England  could  not  forfeit  her  natioiial 
greatness  by  adhering  resolotelj  to  diem. 
Feeling  strongly  the  justice  of  ihe  Am^id- 
ment,  he  could  not  do  otherwise  than  di* 
vide  their  Lordships  upon  it. 

House  divided: — Contents  9 ;  Non-Goo* 
tents  23:  Majority  against  the  Amend- 
ment 14. 

List  of  the  Contekts. 


MAB4UB88. 

Waldegmve 

Drogheda 

BABOirS. 

BARL8. 

Denman 

Falmouth 

Redesdale 

Galloway 

BISHOP. 

Nelson 

Oxford 

Talbot 

List  of  the 

NON-CONTKNTS. 

MARqUBSS. 

Strafford 

Lansdowne 

Suffolk 

EARM. 

BISHOPS. 

Bruce 

Hereford 

Carlisle 

Granville 

BABOVS. 

Grey 

Byron 

Campbell 

Kingston 

Eddisbury 

Morley 

Erskine 

Minto 

Foley 

Oxford 

Howden 

Scarborough 

Say  and  Sele 

Shaftesbury 

Bill  passed. 

House  adjourned 

to  Thursday  next. 

The  following  Protest  was  entered  <m  Ab 
Journals  of  the  House  by  Lord  Stanley 
against  the  I%ird  Beading  of  the  JVoof. 
gation  Bill,  Tuesday,  June  12,  1849. 

DlSSBNTIBNT, 

1.  Because  the  Bill,  while  professing  to  amend 
the  laws  for  the  encouragement  of  British  ship- 
ping and  navigation,  virtiuilly  repcnds  those  lawn, 
under  the  protection  of  which  the  mercantile  ma* 
rine  of  this  country  has  attained  its  present  emi- 
nence. 

2.  Because  such  repeal  was  not  called  lor  by 
any  State  necessity,  nor  by  public  opinion,  which» 
on  the  contrary,  has  manifested  itself  univemllj 
and  unequivocally  as  hostile  to  the  measure. 

3.  Because  any  minor  inconveniences  to  which 
British  commerce  may  be  subjected  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  existing  laws,  might  easily  have  beea 
obviated  by  modifications  and  amendments  not  in- 
consistent with  the  maintenance  of  the  general 
principle. 

4.  Because  the  Bill  fails  to  secure  to  the  ship* 
ping  and  commerce  of  this  country  in  foreign 
ports,  advantages  equivalent  to  those  which  it 
confers  upon  the  shipping  of  foreign  countries, 

5.  Because  it  surrenders  gratuitously  and  with* 
out  any  possible  equivalent,  to  all  foreiffn  ooim- 
tries,  the  trade  between  the  United  Kkigoom  and 
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its  widely-spread  colonies  and  dependencies ;  in 
which  trade  a  yeiy  large  proportion  of  our  ship- 
ping and  seamen  is  constantly  and  profitably  em- 
ployed. 

6.  Because,  by  tho  concession  of  the  indirect 
carrying  trade  between  the  United  Kingdom  and 
all  foreign  ports,  any  one  nation  which  may  be 
able  to  rival  us  in  building,  manning,  and  sailing 
ships,  will  be  enabled  to  enter  into  successful  com- 
petition with  us  throughout  the  world,  and  thus 
lay  the  foundation  of  a  maritime  superiority  which 
it  is  essential  to  this  country  to  retain,  and  which 
it  was  the  especial  object  of  the  navigation  laws 
to  prevent  any  foreign  powers  from  acquiring. 

f .  Because  the  Bill  directly  encourages  the  com- 
petition of  foreign  labour,  and  tends  to  diminish 
the  demand  for  British  seamen,  British  ship- 
wrights, mechanics,  and  artisans,  unduly  to  lower 
the  amount  of  their  wages,  and  greatly  to  discour- 
age the  employment  of  British  industry. 

8.  Because  the  permission  to  register  as  British 
ships  built  in  foreign  ports  will  inevitably  lead  to 
a  great  transfer  of  capital  to  those  foreign  ports, 
and  to  the  infliction  of  serious  injury  upon  the 
shipbuilding  establishments  of  this  country,  and 
the  various  branches  of  industry  connected  there- 
with ;  by  which,  in  time  of  peace,  employment  is 
given  to  large  numbers  of  our  fellow-subjects,  and 
the  assistance  of  which,  in  time  of  war,  has  been 
found  indispensable  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
strength  and  efficiency  of  the  B^yal  Navy. 

9.  Because  the  Bill,  by  exposing  British  ship- 
owners to  unlimited  competition  with  those  of 
foreign  countries,  while  it  leaves  them  subject  to 
restrictions  from  which  their  rivals  are  exempt, 
holds  out  strong  inducements  to  them  to  sail  un- 
der a  foreign  flag,  with  foreign-built  ships,  and 
foreign  seamen,  to  the  manifest  injury  of  the  best 
interests  of  the  country. 

10.  Because  the  Royal  Navy  is  mainly  depen- 
dent for  its  efficiency  upon  the  commercial  marine, 
and  the  classes  of  the  community  connected  there- 
with ;  and  this  Bill,  by  discouraging  the  employ- 
ment of  British  shipbuilders,  ships,  and  seamen, 
tends  directly  to  the  reduction  of  the  commercial 
marine,  and  thereby  to  the  diminution  of  that 
naval  strength  which  is  the  main  foundation  of 
the  greatness  of  this  country,  and  the  surest  de- 
fence of  its  independence.  Stanley. 
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If  INUTIS.3    Public  Bius.—!**  Mutiny  and  Desertion  (In* 

dia)  t  Marri«get  in  Foreign  Countries  FaciliUting. 
a>  Highways  (Annual  Returns). 

PiTiTiOMS  PBBSBifTBD.  By  Sir  C.  Douglas,  fVom  prac- 
tising Shorthand  Writers,  for  authorising  Publicity  to 
Parliamentary  Debates.— By  Mr.  Staflbrd,  from  Stoke 
Bmeme,  Northamptonshire,  against  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  BilL— By  Mr.  Bright,  from  Market  Drayton,  for 
the  Adoption  of  Universal  Suiftage.-~From  Loanhead 
and  Lasswade,  Edinburghshire,  for  the  Afllrmatian  BilL 
— By  Sir  W.  Clay,  from  Whitediapel,  for  the  Sunday 
Trading  (Metropolis)  BilL— By  Mr.  Fuller,  Arom  Bur* 
wash,  Sussex,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting 
Tithes.— By  Viscount  Brackley,  flrom  Stone,  for  Repeal 
of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates.— By  Mr.  Henry 
Berkeley,  flrom  Bristol,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duties  on  Pa- 
per, Ac — By  Sir  W.  Codrington,  from  a  County  Meeting 
held  in  Gloucester,  for  Agricultural  Relief.— By  CapUin 
Berkeley,  ftrom  Gloucester,  tot  the  Cruelty  to  Animals 
BilL— By  Mr.  Clay,  from  the  Hull  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  Shipping,  for  Inquiry  respecting  Lighthouses. — By 
Mn  B.  KlUc»  Snta  SU  Andrews,. for  Reform  of  the  Pa- 


rochial Sdiools  (SooCland).— By  Mr.  Duncuft,  firom  the 
Oldham  Union,  for  a  Superanniution  Fund  for  Poor 
Law  OflScers. — ^By  Mr.  W.  Fagan,  from  Cork,  for  a  mon 
complete  System  of  Railways  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Stan- 
ton, from  Randwick,  Goucestershire,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Colonel  Tynte,  from  Wdling- 
ton,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act— By  Mr. 
Cobden,  from  a  Number  of  Places,  and  by  several  other 
hon.  Gentlemen,  for  the  formation  of  Treaties  by  whidi 
International  Disputes  shall  be  referred  to  the  Decision 
of  Arbitrators. 

MR.  ERNEST  JONES. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR  inquired  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  had  received 
communications  from  Mr.  Ernest  Jones 
complaining  of  the  yisiting  magistrates 
having  prevented  him  from  petitioning  the 
House,  and  from  asking  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges  who  tried  him  as  to  whether  his 
sentence  was  fairly  carried  out?  Also 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ceived communications  from  Mr.  Ernest 
Jones  complaining  that  in  consequence  of 
his  refusal  to  pick  oakum  he  was  confined 
for  three  days,  when  he  was  in  a  state  of 
bad  health,  in  a  cell  six  feet  long  by  four 
broad,  and  fed  during  that  time  upon  bread 
and  water? 

Sir  G.  grey  replied,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived several  communications  from  Mr. 
Ernest  Jones,  but  having  had  no  notice  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  inquiry,  he  really 
could  not  remember  the  details  of  the  let- 
ters in  question.  All  the  representations 
of  Mr.  Jones  had  been  referred  to  the 
visiting  magistrates. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR  gave  notice  that  on 
Friday  he  would  repeat  his  questions. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

AUSTRIA  IN  ITALY. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE  S  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary as  to  the  occupation  of  the  Roman 
States  and  of  the  Duchy  of  Tuscany  by 
the  Austrian  forces.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  could  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  terms  of  the  occupation 
of  Central  Italy  by  the  troops  of  Austria  ? 
Whether  these  acts  were  to  be  considered 
as  those  of  an  independent  aggressing 
Power,  or  as  those  of  the  sovereigns  of  the 
States  so  occupied  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that  he 
would  first  take  the  case  of  the  Grand 
Duchy  of  Tuscany.  The  Austrian  Govern- 
ment some  time  ago,  through  the  Austrian 
Minister  at  this  Court,  submitted  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  opinion  enter- 
tained by  that  of  Austria,  that  in  virtue  of 
existing  treaties  the  Government  of  Aus- 
tria stood  toward  the  Government  of  the 
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Grand  Dachy  of  Tuscany  in  a  position 
giving  the  former  a  right  to  interfere  in 
the  affiskirs  of  the  latter,  which  it  did  not 
hold  as  ri^arded  the  other  nations  of  En- 
rope.  'When  the  interference  of  Austria 
in  Tuscany  first  took  place,  it  was  reported 
that  the  entrance  of^  the  Austrian  troops 
into  Tuscany  was  not  only  unsolicited  oy 
the  Grand  Duke,  hut  that  it  had  taken 
place  against  his  wish.  Subsequent  infor- 
mation, however,  had  negatived  that  im- 
pression, and  led  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  entrance  of  the  Austrian  troops  into 
Tuscany  was  in  accordance  with  the  views 
of  the  Grand  Duke.  As  to  the  interfe- 
rence of  Austria  in  the  Papal  States,  he 
had  only  to  repeat  that  the  Papal  Govern- 
ment had  made  application  to  four  Catholic 
Powers  for  active  military  assistance,  with 
a  view  to  the  re-establishment  of  the  Pope 
at  Rome.  These  Powers  were  Austria, 
France,  Spain,  and  Naples.  Therefore 
the  entrance  of  the  Austrian  troops  into  the 
Roman  territory  was  in  compliance  with 
the  application  made  by  the  Pope  to  Austria. 
Sm)ject  at  an  end. 

THE  HUDSON'S  BAY  COMPANY  AND  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  CHRISTY  begged  to  ask  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary — Whe- 
ther any  negotiations  have  taken  place,  or 
are  now  pending,  relative  to  the  claims  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  compensa- 
tion arising  out  of  any  treaties  between 
this  country  and  the  United  States;  the 
nature  and  amount  of  such  claims;  and 
whether  any  correspondence  has  passed 
either  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  or  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  on 
this  subject? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
in  the  course  of  last  year,  the  company 
had  applied  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  countenance  and  assistance  in  certain 
negotiations  which  they  wished  to  open 
with  the  United  States  for  the  cession  of 
that  portion  of  their  property  south  of  the 
new  boundary  line  settled  by  the  Ashbur- 
ton  Treaty.  These  negotiations  were  now 
proceeding,  but  as  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  carry  them  on,  he  was  not 
aware  of  what  their  exact  condition  at  pre- 
sent was. — Subject  at  an  end. 

THE  ARCTIC  EXPEDITION. 
Viscount   PALMERSTON    presented 
in  papers  relative  to  the  American 
;ion   despatched    in    search  of  Sir 
jc'ranklin. 


Sib  R.  H.  INQLIS  wiriied  to  idee  tin 
opportunity  of  saying  a  tew  wordB  iqiOB 
the  conduct  of  the  United  States  in  tend- 
ing out  an  expedition  to  aearoh  for  that 
which  sailed  from  Uie  shorea  oi  Engiaad 
four  years  ago.  He  was  sure  that  thers 
was  not  one  person  in  this  Honae,  or  ia 
this  country,  who  did  not  entertain  a  deep 
sense  of  the  noble  conduct  of  the  UmtM 
States  in  reference  to  the  matter  in  quat- 
tion.  Four  years  ago,  an  expedition. 
manned  by  138  as  fine  fellowa  as  eter  kft 
Britain,  had  departed  to  explore  the  polar 
seas,  and  since  that  time  no  intelligeoM 
had  been  received  of  them.  He  would  not 
be  doing  justice  to  the  English  (Jorem- 
ment,  did  he  not  state  that  in  one  year 
alone  three  expeditions  were  sent  ottt  ia 
search  of  the  missing  vessels;  and  this 
year  they  had  sent  out  another  ship,  the 
iforth  Star,  out  upon  the  same  quest 
But  this  was  not  all.  In  one  of  the  moat 
eloquent  letters  which  had  ever  be«i  writ* 
ten  by  man  or  woman.  Lady  Franklin  had 
entreated  the  President  of  the  Uniled 
States  to  send  out  an  expedition  in  search 
of  her  husband  and  liis  crew.  The  reply 
of  the  President  did  equal  honour  to  his 
head  and  heart,  and,  accordingly,  the  Go^ 
vemmont  of  which  he  was  the  organ  had 
done  that  which  no  civilised  government 
had  ever  done  before — they  had  expended 
their  own  treasures,  and  risked  the  Urea 
of  their  own  people,  in  the  attempt  to 
rescue  those  hapless  adventurers  who  had 
no  national  claims  upon  them.  He  might 
add  that  the  Russian  Government  also  hsd 
been  pleased  to  direct  two  of  their  chiefs 
to  proceed  northwards  along  the  eastern 
coast  of  Asia,  to  look  after  the  missing 
vessels.  Thus,  three  Powers,  possessing 
the  greatest  extent  of  territory  in  the 
world,  had  been  found  willing  to  <$o-ope- 
rate — not  in  schemes  of  conquest  or  ag- 
grandisement, but  in  a  philanthropic  at- 
tempt to  save  the  lives  ot  gallant  and  de- 
voted men — an  effort,  the  existenoe  of  the 
spirit  shown  in  which  ought  to  go  fat  to 
promote  the  cause  which  they  were  pre- 
sentlv  to  hear  advocated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding. 

VisoouiiT  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  only  expressed  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  not  only  of  the 
House  but  of  the  country,  in  alluding,  as 
he  had  done,  to  the  generous  conduct  of 
the  Governments  of  Russia  and  the  tTnited 
States,  in  sending  forth  vessels  to  seaieh 
for  those  enterprising  navigators,  of  whom 
no  intelligence  had  now  been  received  for 
so  long  a  period.    Suoh  expeditions  were 
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amongst  the  most  honourable  which  ma- 
ritime countries  could  undertake,  and 
brought  upon  their  originators  a  degree 
of  glory  which  could  never  be  achieved  bj 
the  mere  triumph  of  conquest. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  hoped  that  the  ex- 

fression  of  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
touse  of  Commons  of  the  practical  sym- 
pathy with  our  unfortunate  countrymen 
shown  by  the  United  States,  would  go 
forth,  and  would  prove  that  this  country 
was  fully  alive  to  the  generous  conduct  of 
the  President  of  that  great  nation.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
ef  Oxford  had  alluded,  in  just  terms,  to 
the  letter  of  Lady  Franklin — a  letter  every 
way  worthy  of  a  sacred  cause,  an  heroic 
husband — and  he  might  add,  that  the  re- 
ply of  the  President  was  a  composition 
truly  worthy  of  a  statesman*  Such  an  in- 
cident as  the  one  in  question  was,  in  his 
(Mr.  Disraeli's)  opinion,  much  more  cal- 
culated to  promote  good  feeling  be- 
tween nation  and  nation  than  the  phan- 
tasies which  were  now  in  circulation,  and 
the  political  and  international  crotchets 
which  would  soon  occupy  their  atten- 
tion. 

Subject  dropped. 
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INTERNATIONAL  ARBITRATION. 
Mr.  COBDEN,  after  presenting  several 
petitions,  said:  Sir,  I  do  not  remember 
rising  to  address  the  House  on  any  occa- 
sion when  I  felt  more  desirous  to  be  in- 
dulged with  their  attention  ;  because,  re- 
presenting as  I  do  a  very  numerous  body 
out  of  this  House,  who  take  a  deep  inter- 
est in  the  question,  I  feel  regret  on  their 
account,  as  well  as  for  the  cause  I  have  in 
hand,  that  there  should  be  so  much  misap- 
prehension in  the  House  in  reference  to 
the  Motion  I  am  about  to  make.  What 
has  just  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  is  a  proof  of  this  mis- 
conception; for  he  would  not  have  pre- 
sumed to  sneer  at  a  Motion  before  it  was 
made,  unless  he  had  conceived  that  there 
was  something  so  unreasonable  and  pre- 
posterous about  it  that  it  ought  to  be  con- 
demned before  it  was  heard.  I  have 
heard  that  hon.  Gentleman  indulge  in  a 
sneer  before  on  many  occasions ;  but  they 
have  been  ex  post  facto  sneers.  I  haye 
never  imtil  now  heard  him  sneer  at  a  mat- 
ter by  anticipation.  He  has  grounded 
that  sneer  on  an  observation  drawn  forth 
by  a  subject  which  was  calculated  above 
all  others  to  move  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness in  our  bosoms.  How  it  was  possible 
to  an  hoiL  Member,  in  referemse  to  the 


answer  returned  by  the  American  Presi- 
dent to  Lady  Franklin's  letter,  to  indulge 
in  a  sneer  of  that  kind,  I  cannot  under- 
stand ;   unless  it  be  that  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  is  incapable  of  anything  but  sneer- 
ing.    I  accept  those  acts  of  the  American 
and  Russian  Governments  as  proofs  that 
we  live  in  altered  times.      As  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  has 
well  observed,  at  no  former  period  of  the 
world's  history  has  there  been  an  instance 
of  foreign  Governments  sending  out,  at  a 
great  expense,  to  seek  for  scientific  advent 
turers  unconnected  with  their  own  com- 
munity.    Accepting  this  as  a  proof  that 
we  live  in  different  times  from  those  that 
are  past,  I  think  there  is  nothing  unrea- 
sonable in  our  seeking  to  take   another 
step  towards  consolidating  the  peace  of 
nations,  and  securing  us  against  the  re- 
currence of  the  greatest  calamity  that  can 
afflict  mankind.     I  stand  here  the  humble 
representative  of  two  distinct  bodies,  both 
of  some  importance  in  the  community. 
In  the  first  place,  I  represent  on  this  oc- 
casion, and  for  this  specific  Motion  alone, 
that  influential  body  of  Christians  who  re- 
pudiate war  in  any  case,  whether  offensive 
or  defensive.     I  also  represent  that  nu^ 
merous  portion  of  the  middle  classes  of 
this  country,  with  the  great  bulk  of  the 
working  classes,  who  have  an  abhorrence 
of  war  greater  than  at  any  former  period 
of  our  history;   and  who  desire  that  we 
should  take  some  new  precautions,  and  if 
possible,  obtain  some  guarantees,  against 
the  recurrence  of  war  in  future.     Those 
two  classes  have  found  in  the  Motion  which 
I  am  about  to  submit  a  common  ground — > 
and  I  rejoice  at  it — on  which  they  can 
unite  without  compromising  their  princi- 
ples on  one  side  or  the  other.     It  is  not 
necessary  that  any  one  in  this  House  or 
out  of  it  who  accedes  to  this  Motion  should 
be  of  opinion  that  we  are  not  justified  under 
any  circumstances,  in  resorting  to  war, 
even  in  self-defence.     It  is  only  necessary 
that  you  should  be  agreed  that  war  is  a 
great  calamity,  which  it  is  desirable  we 
should  avoid  if  possible.     If  you  feel  that 
the  plan  proposed  is  calculated  to  attain 
the  object  sought,  you  may  vote  for  it 
without  compromising  yourselves  on  the 
extreme  principle  of  defensive  war.     I  as- 
sume that  every  one  in  this  House  would 
only  sanction  war,  in  case  it  was  impera- 
tively demanded  on  our  part,  in  defence  of 
our  honour  or  our  just  interests.    I  take  it 
that  every  one  here  would  repudiate  war, 
unless  it  were  called  for  by  such  motives. 
I  assumci  mordovery  that  there  is  not  a» 
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man  m  this  House  who  would  not  repudiate 
war,  if  those  objects — the  just  interests 
and  honour  of  the  country — could  bo  pre- 
senred  by  any  other  means.     My  object  is 
to  see  if  we  cannot  devise   some  better 
method  than  war  for  attaining  those  ends; 
and  my  plan  is  simply  and  solely  that  we 
should  resort  to  that  mode  of  settling  dis- 
putes   in  communities  which   individuals 
resort  to  in  private  life.     I  only  want  to 
carry  out  in  another  instance  the  principle 
which  you  recognise  in  other  cases — that 
the  intercourse  between  communities   is 
nothing  more  than  the  intercourse  of  indi- 
viduals in  the  aggregate.     I  want  to  know 
why  there  may  not  be  an  agreement  be- 
tween this  country  and  France,  or  between 
this  country  and  America,  by  which  the 
nations  should  respectively  bind  themselves 
in  case  of  any  misunderstanding  arising 
which  could  not  be  settled  by  mutual  re- 
presentation or  diplomacy,  to  refer  the  dis- 
pute to  the  decision  of  arbitrators.     By 
arbitrators    I    do    not   mean  necessarily 
crowned  heads  or  neutral  States  ;  though 
we  have  examples  where  disputes  have 
been  referred  to  crowned  heads,  and  where 
their  arbitrament  has  been  eminently  suc- 
cessful.      There    is    a  case    where  the 
United  States  and  France  referred  a  dis- 
pute to  England — a  case  in  which  England 
and  the  United  States  referred  a  dispute 
to  Russia— one  in  which  the  United  States 
and  Mexico  referred  a  question  to  Prussia 
— and  one  in  which  the  United  States  and 
England  referred  a  case  to  the  King  of 
the  Netherlands.      These  cases  were  all 
eminently  successful.     If  one  failed  in  its 
immediate  object,  there  is  no  instance  in 
which  a  war  has  followed  from  such  a  re- 
ference.    But  I  do  not  confine  myself  to 
the  plan  of  referring  disputes  to  neutral 
Powers.     I  see  the  difficulty  of  two  inde- 
pendent States  like  England  and  France 
doing  so,  as  one  might  prefer  a  republic 
for  the  arbitrator,  and  the  other  a  monar- 
chy.   I  should  prefer  to  see  these  disputes 
referred  to  individuals,  whether  designated 
commissioners  or  plenipotentiaries,  or  arbi- 
trators, appointed  from  one  country,   to 
meet  men  appointed  from  another  country 
— to  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  decide 
upon  it ;   or,  if  they  cannot  do  so,  to  have 
the  power  of  calling  in  an  umpire,  as  is 
done  in  all  arbitrations.     I  propose  that 
'^  i     ividuals    should    have    absolute 
>  dispose  of  the  question  submitted 
I  want  to  show  that  I  am  prac- 
s  occasion;  and  therefore  I  will 
cases  in  which  this  method  of 
difficultiefl  has  already  been  re- 


sorted to.     In  1794  we  had  a  treaty  iri& 
America,   for    compensation    for    certaa 
British  claims  on  the  American  (xorenn* 
ment.     Those  claims  were  referred  to  four 
commissioners,  two  appointed  on  each  side^ 
with  the  proviso  that  they   should  elect 
unanimously  an  arbitrator:   in  ease  th€T 
could  not  agree  in  the  choice  of  an  arbi- 
trator, it  was  provided  that  the  representa- 
tives of  each  country  should  put  the  naoMi 
of  certain  arbitrators  into  an  nm,  one  is 
be  drawn  out  by  lot ;   and  this  arbitrator 
and  the  four  commissioners  decided  by  a 
majority  all  the  cases  brought  before  them. 
Again,  in  the  treaty  of  1814  wiUi  the 
United   States,  provision  was   made   foie 
settling  most  important  matters  predudy 
in  the  way  I  now  propose.     Provision  was 
made  for  running  the  boundary  betweea 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  for  some 
thousands  of  miles;   also  for  defining  the 
right  to  certain  islands  lying  on  the  coast; 
and    for  running  the  boundary  between 
Maine  and  New  Brunswick.      The  plan 
was  this :   each  country  named  a  commis- 
sioner;  the  commissioners  were  to  endea* 
vour  to  agree  on  these  disputed  points ; 
and  the  matters  on  which  they  could  not 
agree  were  referred  to  some  neutral  State. 
All  the  matters   referred  to  them — and 
most  important  they  were— were  arranged 
by  mutual  conference  and  mutual  conoes- 
sions,   except  the  question  of  the  Maine 
boundary,  which  was  accordingly  refeired 
to  the  King  of  the  Netherlands.     After- 
wards exception  was  taken  to  hb  decision 
by  the  United  States;  the  matter  remained 
open  till  the  time  of  Lord  Ashburton^s 
mission;  and  it  was  finally  settled  by  hinu 
But  in  no  case  has  any  such  reference 
ever  been  followed  by  war.    In  1818  there 
was  a  convention  with  America,  for  set- 
tling the  claims  made  by  that  country  for 
captured  negroes  during  the  war.     It  was 
agreed  to  refer  that  matter  to  the  Emperor 
of  Russia ;    and  he  decided  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  compensation.     He  was 
then  appealed  to  by  both  the  Governments 
to  define  a  mode  by  which  this  compensa> 
tion  should  be  adjudged;  and  his  plim  was 
this.     He  said — 

"  Let  each  party  name  a  commissioner  and  aa 
arbitrator ;  let  the  commissioners  meet,  and  if 
they  can  agree,  well  and  good ;  if  not,  let  the 
names  of  the  arbitrators  be  put  into  an  urn,  nod 
one  drawn  out  by  lot ;  and  that  arbitrator  M%d 
the  two  commissioners  shall  decide  the  qneetioa 
by  a  majority." 

This  method  was  adopted,  and  compensa- 
tion to  the  extent  of  1,200,000  dollars  was 
given,  without  any  difficulty.    Heneeilap- 
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pears  that  what  I  propose  is  ho  novelty,  no 
innovation;  it  has  been  practised,  and  prac- 
tised with  success;  I  only  want  jou  to  carry 
the  principle  a  little  further,  and  resort  to  it 
in  anticipation,  as  a  mode  of  arranging  all 
quarrels.  For  this  reason,  I  propose  an 
Address  to  the  Crown,  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  will  instruct  her  Foreign  Secretary 
to  propose  to  foreign  Powers  to  enter  into 
treaties,  providing  that,  in  case  of  any 
future  misunderstanding,  which  cannot  be 
settled  by  amicable  negotiation,  an  arbi- 
tration such  as  I  have  described  shall  be 
resorted  to.  There  is  no  difficulty  in 
fixing  the  means  of  arbitration,  and  pro- 
viding the  details ;  for  arbitration  is  so 
much  used  in  private  life,  and  is  indeed 
made  parts  of  many  statutes  and  Acts  of 
Parliament,  that  there  is  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  carrying  out  the  plan,  provided 
you  are  agreed  as  to  the  policy  of  doing 
so.  Now,  I  shall  be  met  with  this  objec- 
tion; I  have  heard  it  already;  and  I  know 
there  are  Members  of  this  House  who  pro- 
pose to  vote  against  the  Motion  on  this 
ground.  They  say,  *'  What  is  the  use  of 
a  treaty  of  this  sort  between  France  and 
England,  for  instance  ;  the  parties  would 
not  observe  the  treaty;  it  would  be  a  piece 
of  waste  paper ;  they  would  go  to  war  as 
before,  in  spite  of  any  treaty."  It  would 
be  a  sufficient  answer  to  that  objection  to 
say,  "  What  is  the  use  of  any  treaty  ? 
What  is  the  use  of  the  Foreign  Office? 
What  is  the  use  of  your  diplomacy  ?"  You 
might  shut  up  the  one,  and  cashier  the 
other.  I  maintain  that  a  treaty  bind- 
ing two  countries  to  refer  their  disputes 
to  arbitration,  is  just  as  likely  to  be  ob- 
served as  any  other  treaty.  Nay,  I  ques- 
tion very  much  whether  it  is  not  more 
likely  to  be  observed  ;  because  I  think 
there  is  no  object  which  other  countries 
will  be  less  likely  to  seek  than  a  war  with 
a  country  so  powerful  as  England.  There- 
fore, if  any  provision  were  made  by  which 
you  might  honourably  avoid  a  war,  that 
provision  would  be  as  gladly  sought  by 
your  opponents  as  by  yourselves.  But  I 
deny  that,  as  a  rule,  treaties  are  violated; 
as  a  rule  they  are  fulfilled  and  observed. 
I  do  not  find  that  wars  generally  arise  out 
of  the  rupture  of  any  specific  treaty ;  they 
more  commonly  arise  out  of  accidental  col- 
lisions ;  and,  as  a  rule,  treaties  are  ob- 
served by  powerful  States  against  the 
weak,  just  as  well  as  by  weak  States 
against  the  powerful.  I,  therefore,  see  no 
difficulty  specially  applying  to  a  treaty  of 
this  kind,  greater  than  exists  with  other 
treaties*    There  would  be  this  advantage, 


at  all  events,  in  having  a  treaty  binding 
another  country  to  refer  all  disputes  to  ar- 
bitration. If  that  country  did  not  fulfil 
its  engagement,  it  would  enter  into  war, 
with  the  brand  of  infamy  stamped  upon 
its  banners.  It  could  not  proclaim  to  the 
world  that  it  was  engaged  in  a  just  and 
necessary  war.  On  the  contrary,  all  the 
world  would  point  to  that  nation  as  vio- 
lating a  treaty,  by  going  to  war  with  a 
countiy  with  whom  they  had  engaged  to 
enter  into  arbitration.  I  anticipate  another 
objection,  which  I  have  heard  made.  They 
say  *•  you  cannot  entrust  the  great  inte- 
rests of  England  to  individuals,  or  com- 
missioners." That  difficidty  springs  out 
of  the  assumption  that  the  quarrels  with 
foreign  countries  are  about  questions  in- 
volving the  whole  existence  of  the  em-> 
pire.  On  the  contrary,  whenever  these 
quarrels  take  place,  it  is  generally  upon 
the  most  minute  and  absurd  pretexts — so 
absurd  that  it  is  almost  impossible,  on 
looking  back  for  the  last  hundred  years, 
to  tell  precisely  what  any  war  was  about. 
I  heard  the  other  day  of  a  boy  going  to  see 
the  model  of  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  and 
when  he  asked  what  the  battle  was  about, 
neither  the  old  soldier  who  had  charge  of 
the  exhibition,  nor  any  one  in  the  room, 
could  answer  the  question.  I  may  quote 
the  remark  made  the  other  night  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
— that  the  last  two  wars  were  unnecessary 
— in  which  I  quite  agree  with  him.  But, 
to  return  to  the  point  whether  or  not  com- 
missioners might  be  entrusted  with  the 
grave  matters  which  form  the  subjects  of 
dispute  between  nations,  I  would  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  al- 
ready you  do  virtually  entrust  these  mat- 
ters to  individuals.  Treaties  of  peace, 
made  after  war,  are  entrusted  to  indivi- 
duals to  negotiate  and  carry  out.  Take 
the  case  of  Lord  Castlercagh,  representing 
the  British  Power  at  the  Congress  of 
Vienna.  He  had  full  power  to  bind  this 
country  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna.  When, 
on  the  20th  of  March,  1815,  Mr.  Whit- 
bread  brought  on  the  subject  of  the  treaty, 
with  the  view  of  censuring  his  conduct  and 
that  of  the  Government,  Lord  Castlereagh 
distinctly  told  the  House — 

"  I  did  not  Trait  for  instructions  at  Vienna ; 
I  never  allowed  the  machino  of  the  Congress  to 
stand  still  for  want  of  my  concurrence  on  import- 
ant matters ;  I  took  upon  myself  the  responsi- 
bility of  acting ;  and  if  the  interests  and  honour 
of  England  have  been  sacrificed,  I  stand  her© 
alone  responsible." 

I  want  to  know  whether  as  good  men  as 
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Lord  Cftstlereagh  could  not  be  found  to 
settle  these  matters  before,  as  well  as  after, 
a  twenty  years'  war  ?  Why  not  depute  to 
a  plenipotentiary  the  same  powers  before 
a  confliot  as  you  give  him  after?  For 
these  matters  can  only  be  settled  by  em- 
Mwering  indiyiduals  to  act  for  you ;  and 
let  the  uovernment  instruct  them  as  they 
will,  a  discretionary  power,  after  all,  must 
be  left,  when  they  arc  to  bind  the  country 
in  respect  to  the  others.  Take  the  case 
of  Lord  Ashburton  settling  the  Maine 
boundary  question  in  America.  He  had 
the  power  to  bind  this  coimtry  to  anything 
he  set  his  hand  to.  No  doubt  he  had  his 
instructions  from  the  Government,  but  he 
presents  his  credentials  to  the  American 
Uovemment,  and  is  received  by  them  as 
authorised  to  bind  this  country  to  any 
thing  he  agrees  to  do.  All  I  want  is,  that 
this  should  be  done  before,  and  not  after, 
engaging  in  a  war — done  to  avert  the  war, 
raUier  Uian  to  make  np  the  difference 
after  the  parties  are  exhausted  by  the 
conflict.  Probably  I  shall  be  told  that  there 
are  signs  of  a  pacific  tendency  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  and  the  country ;  it 
will  be  said  that  we  are  carrying  out  a 
pAcifio  policy,  and  that  there  is  no  neces- 
sity for  passing  any  resolutions  to  impose 
on  the  Government  the  obligation  of  giv- 
ing us  this  guarantee.  But  I  do  not  see 
that  this  is  in  process  of  being  done.  I 
do  not  see  any  proof,  in  the  last  five  or  six 
years,  that  the  Government  has  been  in- 
creasing in  its  confidence  of  peace  being 
preserved,  or  gaining  security  for  its  pre- 
servation. In  the  last  ten  years  we  have 
increased  our  armed  forces  by  60,000  ;  in 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Ordnance,  the  ex- 
penditure has  been  augmented  60  to  70 
per  cent.  From  1836,  down  to  last  year, 
there  is  no  proof  of  the  Government  hav- 
ing any  confidence  in  the  duration  of 
peaco,  or  possessing  increased  security 
against  war.  I  think  the  inference  is  quite 
iha  contrary.  On  the  Committee  on  which 
I  have  been  sitting,  I  have  seen  an  amount 
of  preparation  for  war  which  has  astounded  [ 
me  ;  and  I  dare  say  other  hon.  Gentlemen  I 
would  shan&  my  alarm  at  the  state  of  j 
things.  But  I  confess,  when  I  have  looked 

into  what  wo  were  doing  in  the  way  of  pro- .  navy.  I  do  not  say  whether  it  was  i 
vision  of  warlike  stores,  means  of  aggres-  j  sary  or  not;  but  I  want  yon  to  try  and 
aien,  and  preparations  for  defmce  against  make  it  in  some  degree  unneeessaiy  in  fo- 
KNne  foreign  enemy,  I  have  been  astonish- ,  ture.  The  Government  continued  to  ib^ 
ed  at  the  wasteful  expenditure  that  is  go-  crease  the  steam  navy  until  we  had  aa 
ii^  on.  What  will  hon.  Gontl^nen  think  much  money  spent  in  steam  vessds  of  war 
when  they  know  that  we  hare  1 70.000  .  as  we  had  invested  in  our  merchant  steam* 
hanr«^s  of  ipinpowder  in  store  f  Besides  ers.  I  made  this  statement  last  year :  I 
tfui4  we  have  65,000»000  of  baU  cartridges  1  i«peat  it  advisedly,  as  cap^ 


made  up  ready  for  use.  ['*  Hear,  hear  I ' '] 
and  a  laugh  from  the  Protectiamigi 
benches,]  The  public  will  not  laugh  when 
they  read  what  I  say.  They  will  not  join 
the  hon.  Members  for  counties  opposite  in 
laughing  at  this  statement.  We  b&Te 
60,000  pieces  of  cannon  in  store,  besides 
those  afloat,  and  in  arsenals,  and  garri- 
sons, and  batteries.  There  are  fi,O00»OO0 
of  cannon  balls  and  shells  in  the  atorea. 
and  1,200,000  sand  bags,  ready  for  use 
whenever  they  are  needed.  There  ia  • 
provision  equaJ  to  three  or  four  years'  con- 
sumption of  these  articles  in  the  height  of 
the  French  war.  You  have,  in  banelled 
gunpowder  alone,  a  supply  equal  to  nearly 
three  years*  consumption  of  that  artide  im 
the  height  of  the  French  war,  and  equal  to 
fifteen  years'  consumption  at  the  preaent 
rate— to  say  nothing  of  the  65»000,000 
of  ball  cartridges.  Does  this  look  as  if  the 
Government  thought  we  had  made  any 
great  way  in  the  preservation  of  peace  f 
Is  it  the  part  of  a  country  assured  id  peace 
to  make  all  this  provision  against  war  f 
You  have  spent,  in  the  last  ^ye  or  six 
years,  on  an  average,  twice  as  much  im 
fortifications,  in  steam  basins,  in  doeka, 
in  barracks,  in  means  of  aggresaive  and 
defensive  warfare,  as  at  any  period  ainoa 
the  peace;  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  M«oi- 
her  for  Montrose,  who  has  looked  audi 
longer  and  deeper  into  those  subjects  than 
I  have,  believes  it  is  more  than  was  apent 
in  the  same  time  for  those  objects  during 
the  war.  Since  1836,  you  have  doubled 
the  expenditure  of  the  Ordnance  depart- 
ment. It  is  in  that  department  that  the 
great  increase  takes  place;  because*  in  the 
progress  of  mechanical  invention  and  the 
improvements  made  in  the  seienee  of  pro> 
jectiles,  it  is  found  that  the  artilleij  and 
engineer  corps  are  the  arms  of  the  service 
on  which  the  fate  of  battles  mainly  de- 
pends. So,  again,  in  the  case  of  steam 
basins.  A  great  discovery  came  to  the  aid 
of  civilisation — the  discovery  of  Fulton — 
which  he  and  others  probably  hoped  woold 
be  made  contributory  to  the  unalloyed  im« 
provement  and  happiness  of  mankind. 
What  has  been  the  effect  in  our  case? 
We  commenced  the  construction  of  a  steam 
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eat  proof.  It  was  then  receiyed  with  in* 
credulitj  And  Burprise  by  the  right  hon. 
the  Chaneellor  ox  the  Exchequer:  some 
facts  which  I  showed  him  afterwards  ra- 
ther staggered  him;  and  I  am  now  pre* 
pared  to  prove  that  when  I  stated  the  fact 
last  year,  it  was  strictly  true  that  we  had 
invested  in  steam  vessels  of  war  a  larger 
amount  than  the  whole  cost  of  our  mercan- 
tile steam  marine;  and  you  had  far  more 
expended  in  steam  basins  and  docks  for 
repair  of  those  vessels  than  was  invested  in 
the  private  docks  and  yards  for  building 
and  repairing  private  steamers.  What  are 
we  to  deduce  from  these  facts  ?  That  in- 
stead of  making  the  progress  of  civilisation 
oontribute  to  i^e  wdfare  of  mankind^^in- 
Btead  of  making  the  arts  of  civilisation 
available  for  increasing  the  enjoyments  of 
peace— you  are  constantly  bringing  these 
improvements  in  science  to  bear  upon  the 
deadly  contrivances  of  war,  and  thus  mak- 
ing the  arts  of  peace  and  science  itself  con- 
tributory to  the  barbarism  of  the  age.  But 
will  anybody  presume  to  answer  me  by  the 
declaration  that  we  want  no  further  gua- 
rantee for  the  preservation  of  peace  ?  Will 
any  one  tell  me  that  I  am  not  strictly 
justified  and  warranted  in  trying,  at  all 
events,  to  bring  to  bear  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  of  the  country,  and  of  the  civilised 
world,  upon  some  better  mode  of  preserv- 
bg  peace  than  that  which  imposes  upon 
us  almost  all  the  burdens  which  war  for- 
merly used  to  entail  ?  We  are  now  spend- 
ing every  year  on  our  armaments  more 
than  we  spent  annually  in  the  seven  years' 
war  in  the  middle  of  the  last  century. 
Therefore,  far  from  being  deterred  by 
sneers,  I  join  most  heartily  and  content- 
edly with  those  worthy  men  out  of  the 
House,  who  are  inspired  by  higher  motives 
than  I  can  hope  to  bring  to  bear  on  this 
occasion,  and  which  I  could  not  probably 
so  rightly  urge  as  I  do  those  which  come 
within  your  province;  but  I  join  most 
heartily  in  sharing  the  odium,  the  ridicule, 
the  calumny,  and  the  derision  which  some 
are  attempting  to  cast  upon  those  advo- 
cates of  peace,  and  of  reduced  armaments. 
But  I  want  to  know  where  this  system  is 
to  end.  I  have  sat  on  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Ordnance  Committees,  and  I  see  no 
limit  to  the  increase  of  our  armaments 
under  the  existing  system.  Unless  you 
can  adopt  some  such  plan  as  I  propose — 
unless  you  can  approach  foreign  countries 
in  a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  offer  to  them 
some  kind  of  assurance  that  you  do  not 
wish  to  attack  them^  and  receive  the  as- 


surance that  you  are  not  going  to  be  asr 
sailed  by  them  ^^  I  see  no  necessary  or 
logical  end  to  the  increase  of  our  establish* 
ments;  for  the  progress  of  scientific  know- 
ledge will  lead  to  a  constant  increase  of 
expenditure.  There  is  no  limit  but  the 
limit  of  taxation;  and  that,  I  believe,  yo« 
have  nearly  reached.  I  shall,  probably, 
be  told,  that  my  plan  would  not  suit  idl 
cases.  I  think  it  would  suit  all  cases  a 
great  deal  better  than  the  plan  which  is 
now  resorted  to.  At  all  events,  arbitra* 
tion  is  more  rational,  just,  and  humane, 
than  the  resort  to  the  sword.  In  the  one 
case  you  make  men  what  they  are  never 
allowed  to  be  in  private  life — tibe  judge  in 
their  own  case:  you  make  them  judge^ 
jury,  and  executioner.  In  the  other  case* 
you  refer  the  dispute  to  impartial  indi- 
viduals, selected  for  their  intelligence  and 
general  capabilities.  In  any  case,  and 
under  any  circumstances,  I  do  not  see  why 
my  plan  should  not  have  the  advantage 
over  that  now  adopted.  If  I  am  opposed 
by  supposititious  cases,  and  told  that  my 
plan  would  not  apply  to  such,  I  take  my 
stand  upon  past  experience,  and  will  show 
you  numerous  instances  where  it  would 
have  applied.  Nay,  I  am  prepared  to  show 
that  all  the  unavoidable  quarrels  we  have 
had  during  the  last  twenty  years — ^I  mean 
those  which  could  not  have  been  avoided 
by  any  conduct  on  the  part  of  our  Govem- 
ment-^all  these  might  have  been  more  fitly 
settled  by  arbitration  than  in  any  other 
way;  and  I  will  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House, 
who  have  filled  the  highest  offices  of  Go* 
vernment,  when  such  disputes  have  arisen, 
whether  they  would  not  have  felt  relieved 
from  harassing  responsibilities  had  they 
had  this  principle  of  arbitration  to  relv  on 
in  these  cases  ?  Take  the  case  of  1837^ 
when  a  dispute  arose  with  Russia  about 
the  confiscation  of  a  ship  in  the  Black  Sea 
called  the  Vixen,  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  was  then  Foreign 
Secretary.  He  knows  very  well  that  that 
vessel  was  sent  to  the  Black  Sea  by  a  cer- 
tain party,  with  a  particular  object;  the 
affair  was  entirely  got  up.  I  was  in  Con- 
stantinople at  the  time,  and  knew  the 
whole  history  of  it.  That  vessel  was 
freighted  and  sent  to  the  coast  of  Circassia, 
for  the  very  purpose  of  embroiling  us  with 
Russia;  and  immediately  she  was  seized, 
there  was  a  party  in  this  country  ready  to 
raise  an  excitement  against  the  noble  Lord 
for  submitting  to  the  arrogant  spoliation  of 
the  Russian  Government.     Had  we  then 
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had  an  arbitration  treaty  with  Russia, 
would  not  that  have  been  the  best  possible 
resource  for  the  noble  Lord  in  that  case, 
and  have  enabled  him  to  escape  the  party 
attacks  made  upon  him  in  this  country  ? 
That  question,  which,  after  all,  did  not  in- 
volve an  amount  of  property  exceeding 
2,0002.  or  3,000if.,  might  have  been  settled 
by  a  petty  jury  of  twelve  honest  tradesmen 
quite  as  well  as  by  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
Foreign  Office.  Will  any  one  for  a  mo- 
ment tell  me  that  the  disputes  about  the 
boundary  between  Maine  and  New  Bruns- 
wick, and  between  our  territory  and  that 
x)f  Oregon,  might  not  have  been  settled  by 
arbitration  ?  I  prefer  the  appointment  of 
commissioners  to  that  of  crowned  heads; 
hecause  I  would  have  men  who  are  most 
competent  to  judge  of  the  subject  in  dis- 
pute. For  instance,  this  was  a  geogra- 
phical question :  why  should  not  the  two 
ablest  geographers  of  this  country  have 
met  those  of  the  United  States,  assuming 
■them  otherwise  qualified  by  moral  charac- 
ter and  general  attainments,  and  have 
been  authorised  to  call  in  an  umpire,  if 
necessary  ?  Supposing  the  case  to  have 
been  left  to  the  decision  of  such  an  um- 
pire as  Baron  Humboldt,  for  example, 
would  he  not  have  decided  far  more  cor- 
rectly than  any  war  would  be  likely  to  do  ? 
I  know  that  the  Oregon  question  caused 
the  liveliest  apprehensions  to  those  nego- 
tiators who  were  engaged  on  both  sides  in 
this  dispute  in  1846.  I  am  aware  that  Mr. 
M'Lane,  the  American  Minister,  felt  the 
greatest  solicitude,  and  manifested  the  deep- 
est anxiety  on  the  arrival  of  every  packet; 
and  I  know  how  anxious  he  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  should  remain  in  office  till  the  question 
was  settled.  I  know  what  he  felt,  and  what 
every  Minister  in  a  similar  position  must 
feel  on  such  occasions.  The  great  diffi- 
culty was  lest  party  spirit  and  popular  ex- 
citement should  arise  on  either  side  of  the 
water  to  hinder  and  perplex  the  efforts  of 
those  who  were  interested  in  its  settle- 
ment. It  is  to  remove  that  difficulty  in 
future — to  prevent  the  interposition  of  bad 
passions  and  popular  prejudices  in  these 
disputes — that  I  desire  to  have  provision 
made  beforehand  for  the  settlement  of  any 
quarrel  that  may  arise  by  arbitration. 
There  was  another  case  in  1841 ,  the  danger 
from  which  was,  in  my  mind,  the  most 
imminent  of  all — I  mean  the  case  of  Mr. 

Lei  who  had  been  taken  and  im- 
p  a  by  the  State  of  New  York,  and 

a  lor  his  life,  for  having,  as  he  himself 


avowed,  taken  part  in  the  burning  of  the 
Caroline,  in  which  an  American  citizen 
lost  his  life.  Our  Government  claimed  to 
have  this  question  decided  between  the 
general  Government  of  the  United  States 
and  themselves.  But  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  said  that  they  had  not 
the  power  to  remove  the  case  out  of  the 
New  York  couit,  and  that  they  could  not 
prevent  the  State  of  New  York  proceeding 
in  the  matter.  We  all  know  the  excite- 
ment which  took  place  on  that  occasion. 
There  was  great  irritation  in  America,  and 
great  excitement  in  this  country.  Now,  if 
M'Leod  had  been  executed,  what  would 
the  consequence  have  been  in  this  country  } 
Why,  the  old  cry  of  our  honour  being  in- 
volved  would  have  been  raised.  [An  Hon. 
Member:  Certainly.]  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  "certainly."  But  what  means 
would  you  take  to  vindicate  your  honour  t 
You  would  go  to  war,  and  for  the  one  hfe 
that  had  been  taken  away,  you  would  sacri- 
fice the  lives  of  thousands,  nay,  perhi^ 
tens  of  thousands.  But  would  aJl  this  sa- 
crifice of  human  life  restore  the  life  of  the 
man  on  whose  account  you  were  fighting  ? 
Would  it  not  be  much  wiser,  if,  instead  of 
resorting  to  war,  which  is  nothing  but 
wholesale  murder,  if  war  can  be  avoided — 
you  had  recourse  to  arbitration,  by  which* 
indeed,  you  could  as  little  restore  the  in- 
dividual to  life  as  by  the  employment  of 
all  your  military  forces,  but  by  which  you 
might  obtain  a  provision  for  his  widow  and 
family,  and  which,  be  it  remarked,  is  no 
part  of  the  object  of  those  who  engage  in 
battle.  Now  there  is  another  case  upon 
which  I  call  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite the  Member  for  Tam worth  as  a  wit- 
ness into  court — the  case  of  Mr.  Pritchard, 
a  missionary,  and  the  consul  of  this  coun- 
try at  Tahiti,  who  had  been  put  under 
arrest  by  the  French  admiral.  When  this 
news  first  arrived  in  this  country  from  a 
distance  of  12,000  or  14,000  miles,  the 
press  both  here  and  in  France  sounded  the 
tocsin,  and  national  prejudices  and  hatreds 
were  invoked  on  both  sides.  The  French 
Minister,  M.  Guizot,  was  told  that  he  was 
going  to  succumb  to  the  dictation  of  Eng- 
land; and  in  this  country  it  was  said  that 
the  honour  of  England  was  sacrificed  to 
the  insolence  of  France.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  then  at  the  head  of  affairs, 
rose  in  his  place  in  this  House,  and  de- 
clared that  the  insult  offered  was  one  of  the 
grossest  outrages  ever  committed,  and  was 
inflicted  in  the  grossest  manner*     That 
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added  to  the  diffictilty  of  dealing  with  the 
question  in  the  proper  manner.  M.  Guizot 
and  Lord  Aberdeen  both  complained  of  the 
conduct  of  the  press  of  both  countries, 
which  exasperated  the  national  animosity 
on  that  occasion,  and  rendered  it  more 
difficult  to  settle  the  question  amicably.  I 
now  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
Would  not  have  felt  consoled  and  happy  in 
1844>  if  a  treaty  of  arbitration  had  existed 
between  this  country  and  France,  by  which 
this  miserable  and  trumpery  question  might 
have  been  at  once  withdrawn  from  the 
arena  of  national  controversy,  and  placed 
under  the  adjudication  of  a  commission 
set  apart  for  that  purpose  ?  I  may  be 
told  that  none  of  these  instances  had 
led  to  or  terminated  in  war.  That  is 
true.  But  they  led  to  an  enormous 
amount  of  expenditure  in  preparation  for 
war,  and,  what  is  still  worse,  to  lasting 
hate  between  nations.  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  these  disputes  have 
cost  this  country  30,000,000Z.  sterling. 
They  not  only  led  to  expenditure  in  pre- 
paration for  war  at  the  time,  but  they  oc- 
casioned a  permanent  increase  in  your  es- 
tablishments, as  I  have  shown  you  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  you  are  now  paying 
every  year  for  the  increase  of  establish- 
ments which  was  then  made.  Now,  I 
would  ask,  in  the  face  of  this  House, 
where  is  the  argument  you  can  use  against 
the  reasonable  proposition  which  I  now  put 
forward  ?  I  may  be  told,  that  even  if  you 
make  treaties  of  this  kind,  you  cannot  en- 
force the  award.  I  admit  it.  I  am  no 
party  to  the  plan  which  some  advocate — 
no  doubt  with  the  best  intentions — of  hav- 
ing a  congress  of  nations  with  a  code  of 
laws — a  supreme  court  of  appeal,  with  an 
army  to  support  its  decisions.  I  am  no 
party  to  any  such  plan.  I  believe  it  might 
lead  to  more  armed  interference  than  takes 
place  at  present.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  the  Member  for  Stafford,  who  is 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  my  Motion,  has 
evidently  mistaken  my  object.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  exceedingly  attentive  in 
tacking  on  Amendments  to  other  persons' 
Motions.  My  justification  for  alluding  to 
him  on  the  present  occasion  is,  that  he 
has  founded  his  Amendment  on  a  misap- 
prehension of  what  my  Motion  is.  He  has 
evidently  conceived  the  idea  that  I  have  a 
grand  project  for  putting  the  whole  world 
under  some  court  of  justice.  I  have  no 
such  plan  in  view  at  all ;  and,  therefore, 
neither  the  hon.  Gentleman  nor  any  other 
person  will  answer  my  arguments,  if  he  has 
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prepared  a  speech  assuming  that  I  con- 
template any  thing  of  the  kind.  I  have 
no  plan  for  compelling  the  fulfilment  of 
treaties  of  arbitration.  I  have  no  idea  of 
enforcing  treaties  in  any  other  way  than 
that  now  resorted  to.  I  do  not  myself  ad- 
vocate an  appeal  to  arms.  But  that  which 
follows  the  violation  of  a  treaty  under  the 
present  system,  may  follow  the  violation 
of  a  treaty  of  arbitration  if  adopted.  What 
I  say,  however,  is,  if  you  make  a  treaty 
with  another  country,  binding  it  to  refer 
any  dispute  to  arbitration,  and  if  that 
country  violates  that  treaty  when  the  dis- 
pute arises,  then  you  will  place  it  in  • 
worse  position  before  the  world — ^you  will 
place  it  in  so  infamous  a  position  that  I 
doubt  if  any  country  would  enter  into  war 
on  such  bad  grounds  as  that  country  must 
occupy.  I  may  be  told  that  this  is  not  the 
time  to  bring  forward  such  a  Motion.  I 
never  knew  a  good  Motion  brought  for- 
ward in  a  bad  season.  But  it  may  be  said 
that  the  time  is  badly  chosen  because 
there  are  wars  on  the  Continent  now.  I 
quite  disagree  in  that.  Is  there  anything  in 
those  wars  so  inviting  that  we  should  hesi- 
tate before  we  took  precautions  against 
their  recurrence  ?  I  should  have  thought, 
on  the  contrary,  that  what  is  taking  place 
on  the  Continent  is  the  very  reason  why 
we  should  take  every  precaution  now. 
There  were  none  of  these  wars,  with  the 
exception  of  that  between  Schleswig  and 
Denmark,  to  which  international  treaties 
would  apply ;  because  they  are  all  either 
civil  wars  or  wars  of  insurrection  and  re- 
bellion. This  war  between  Schleswig  and 
Denmark  was  an  instance  of  the  very  in- 
significant means  by  which  you  could  pro- 
duce wide-spread  mischief  in  this  com- 
mercial age.  Is  there  a  case  where 
the  principle  of  arbitration  in  the  persons 
of  first-rate  historians  or  jurists  could  be 
adopted  with  more  advantage  than  in  the 
case  of  Schleswig  and  Denmark?  It  is 
difficult  to  see  how  the  dispute  is  ever  to 
be  settled  by  going  to  war,  for  one  party 
being  stronger  by  land,  and  the  other  by 
sea,  there  may  be  no  end  of  the  conflict. 
But  see  what  mischief  this  dispute  has 
occasioned  to  others.  The  blockade  of  the 
Elbe,  the  great  artery  of  the  north  of  Eu- 
rope, has  shut  out  their  supplies,  not  from 
Schleswig,  but  from  Germany.  It  has  in- 
terrupted the  commerce  of  not  merely  a 
small  Danish  province,  but  the  whole  world. 
The  people  of  Schleswig,  who  have  com- 
paratively no  manufactures,  are  not  pun- 
ished, but  your  fellow-citizens  in  Manches- 
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ter,  jonr  miners  in  Nortliumberland,  and 
the  winegrowers  of  the  Gironde,  are  pun- 
ished. Mischief  is  done  all  over  the  world 
by  this  petty  quarrel,  which  could  be  more 
properly  settled  by  arbitration  than  by  any 
other  means.  Let  not  people  turn  this 
matter  into  ridicule  by  saying  that  I  want 
to  make  arbitration  treaties  with  everybody 
— even  Bomean  pirates.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
may  create  a  laugh  by  coupling  together  a 
Bomean  pirate  and  a  member  of  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends.  But  I  do  not  want  to 
make  treaties  with  Bornean  pirates,  or  the 
inhabitants  of  Timbuctoo.  I  shall  be  quite 
satisfied  as  a  beginning  if  I  see  the  noble 
Lord,  or  any  one  filling  his  place,  trying  to 
negotiate  an  arbitration  treaty  with  the 
United  States  or  with  France.  But  I  con- 
fess I  should  like  to  bind  ourselves  to  the 
same  principle  with  the  weakest  and  small- 
est States.  I  should  be  as  willing  to  see 
it  done  with  Tnscany,  Belgium,  or  Hol- 
land, as  with  France  or  America,  because 
I  am  anxious  to  prove  to  the  world  that 
we  are  prepared  to  submit  our  misunder- 
standings in  all  cases  to  a  purer  and  more 
just  arbitrament  than  that  of  brute  force. 
Whilst  I  do  not  agree  with  those  who  are 
in  favour  of  a  congress  of  nations,  I  do 
think  that  if  the  larger  and  more  civilised 
Powers  were  to  enter  into  treaties  of  this 
kind,  their  decisions  would  become  prece- 
dents, and  you  would  in  this  way,  in  the 
course  of  time,  establish  a  kind  of  common 
law  amongst  nations,  which  would  save  the 
time  and  trouble  of  arbitration  in  each  in- 
dividual case.  I  do  not  anticipate  any 
sudden  or  great  change  in  the  character  of 
mankind,  nor  do  I  expect  a  complete  ex- 
tinction of  those  passions  which  form  part 
of  our  nature.  But  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  very  irrational  in  expecting  that 
nations  may  see  that  the  present  system 
of  settling  disputes  is  barbarous,  demora- 
lising, and  unjust — that  it  is  against  the 
best  interests  of  society — and  that  it  ought 
to  give  place  to  a  mode  more  consonant 
with  the  dictates  of  reason  and  humanity. 
I  do  not  see  anything  in  the  present  state  of 
European  society  to  prevent  us  from  dis- 
cussing this  matter,  and  hoping  that  it 
may  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. I  have  abstained  from  dwelling  on 
those  topics  which  may  excite  the  feelings 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  have  not 
entered  into  the  horrors  of  war,  or  the 
manifold  evils  to  which  it  gives  rise.  I 
will  on  the  present  occasion  content  my- 
self with  the  description  of  it  by  Jeremy 
Bentham,  who  calls  it  "  mischief  on  the 


largest  scale."  I  will  leave  these  topics 
and  that  mode  of  handling  the  question 
to  others  who  may  discuss  the  matter* 
either  here  or  elsewhere.  I  have  stated 
clearly,  explicitly,  and  in  a  matter-of-fact 
manner  what  my  object  is,  in  order  that  it 
may  not  be  misunderstood.  I  have  shown 
examples  in  which  this  plan  has  been 
adopted.  All  I  want  is  that  we  sbonld 
enter  into  mutual  engagements  with  other 
countries,  binding  ourselves  and  them*  in 
all  future  cases  of  dispute,  which  cannot 
be  otherwise  arranged,  to  refer  the  matter 
to  arbitration.  No  possible  harm  can  arise 
from  the  failure  of  my  plan.  The  worst 
that  can  be  said  of  it  is,  that  it  will  not 
eficct  its  object — that  of  averting  war.  Wo 
shall  then  remain  in  that  unsatisfactory 
state  in  which  we  now  find  ourselves.  I 
put  it  to  any  person  havmg  a  desire  to 
avert  war,  whether,  when  he  sees  that  the 
adoption  of  this  plan  can  do  no  harm,  it  is 
not  just  and  wise  to  try  whether  it  may  not 
effect  good  ?  As  it  is  likely  to  have  that 
effect,  in  the  opinion  of  nearly  200,000  pe- 
titioners to  this  House — as  that  is  the  opin- 
ion declared  by  150  public  meetings  in  this 
country— as  it  is  the  opinion  expressed  by 
members  of  several  town-councils  who 
calmly  discussed  this  matter  in  their  large 
boroughs — as  it  is  the  opinion  of  so  many 
of  your  reflecting  and  intelligent  fellow* 
citizens — will  you  refuse  to  them,  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  stated,  this  the 
only  mode  that  has  been  propounded  of 
affording  a  guarantee  against  war,  which 
we  all  equally  deprecate  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed—- 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciooalj  pleas* 
ed  to  direct  Iler  principal  Secretary  of  State  fer 
Foreign  Affiiirs  to  enter  into  communication  with 
Foreign  Powers,  inviting  them  to  concur  in  Trea- 
ties, binding  the  respective  parties,  in  the  event 
of  any  future  misunderstanding,  which  cannot  be 
arranged  by  amicable  negotiation,  to  refer  tbe 
matter  in  dispute  to  the  decision  of  Arbitrators." 

Mr.  EWART  observed,  that  the  Ame- 
rican  President,  a  military  officer  himself, 
had  declared  that  he  considered  it  perfectly 
consistent  with  the  dignity  and  honour  of 
nations,  to  have  international  disputes  as 
far  as  possible  settled  by  arbitration  in- 
stead of  war.  This  was  a  happy  indication 
of  the  progress  of  the  principles  of  ihe 
friends  of  peace  in  high  quarters;  and  as 
the  great  mass  of  the  religious  feeling  of 
the  country  was  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  readily  adopt  it.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  further,  but  only  saj 
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that  he  most  cordially  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion, 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  said,  that  what- 
erer  might  be  the  opinion  of  that  Honse  as 
to  the  merits  of  this  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding,  there  could 
be  but  one  opinion,  he  thought,  as  to  the 
fact  that  he  was  most  gloriouslj  infelicitous 
in  the  moment  he  had  selected  for  bringing 
this  question  forward.  He  remembered 
that  on  the  18th  of  February  last  year  the 
hon.  Member  stated  in  that  House  that  it 
was  impossible  that  another  French  revo- 
lution could  take  place — and  that  he  asked 
on  the  same  occasion  what  possible  motive 
France  could  have  in  another  revolution 
such  as  that  of  1793  ?  But  six  days  after 
the  hon.  Member  made  that  remark  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  French  revolution 
of  1848  broke  out.  And  he  would  ask  the 
House,  therefore,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
could  possibly  have  chosen  a  more  inappro- 
priate moment  than  he  had  done  for  intro- 
ducing a  proposition  of  this  nature  ?  In 
general,  too,  the  hon.  Member  was  himself 
the  originator  of  those  questions  which  he 
brought  forward  in  Parliament;  but  in  the 
present  case  he  had  been  preceded  by 
others.  Those  gentlemen  who  went  the 
other  day  to  Paris  —  Mr.  Joseph  Crisp 
and  Mr.  Lloyd  and  others — had  stated  to 
the  President  of  the  French  Republic  pre- 
cisely the  same  arguments,  from  the  Peace 
Society;  and  Mr.  Lloyd  on  that  occasion 
stated — to  be  sure,  it  was  after  he  had 
been  feasted  at  Boulogne — that  there  was 
80  much  good  feeling  manifested  by  the 
French  party  that  he  was  almost  persuaded 
that  England  and  France  were  united  by 
land.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  disowned 
the  Peace  Society;  but  he  (Mr.  Cochrane) 
held  in  his  hand  the  account  of  a  meeting 
of  that  society — held,  he  believed,  yester- 
day, in  this  metropolis,  and  at  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  was  present, 
and  from  that  account  it  appeared  that  the 
Peace  Society  supported  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  brought  forward 
this  question,  and  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fully  agreed  in  the  principles  of  that 
society.  They  must,  therefore,  treat 
this  question  as  that  of  the  Peace  So- 
ciety, and  they  must,  though  the  hon. 
Member  would  seem  to  disown  his  friends  on 
that  occasion,  see  what  the  objects  of  that 
society  were.  He  found  that  the  secretary 
of  the  Peace  Society — who  he  was  he  did 
not  know,  though  he  was  aware  that  its 
chairman  was  the  hon.  Member  for.  Ashton, 
who  had,  as  an  emblem  of  the  society  to 


which  he  belonged,  a  little  battery  of  guns 
before  his  house  in  the  country — he  found, 
however,  that  the  secretary  of  the  society 
said,  at  the  meeting  in  question,  that — 

*<  Three  weeks  ago,  Mr.  Elihu  Burritt  and  him- 
self were  in  Paris,  and  had  had  a  long  interview 
with  the  illustrious  poet-statesman,  M.  de  Lamar- 
tine — ^that  he  gave  his  full  and  cordial  adhesion  to 
the  movement,  and  promised  his  assistance,  first, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  forthcoming  Congress  in  Paris,  in 
August,  and,  secondly,  as  a  member  of  the  Con- 
gress itself." 

The  secretary  further  remarked  that  the 

"  Peace  Society  would  thus  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  compensating  M.  de  Lamartine  for  the  in- 
gratitude of  his  fellow-countrymen,  by  making 
him  the  President  of  the  World's  Congress." 

But  this  Peace  Society  had  put  forth  many 
papers  at  various  times,  and  it  appeared 
from  those  papers  that  the  system  of  arbi- 
tration had  been  long  practised.  Iceland 
and  Norway  had  preserved  peace  for  the 
last  600  years  by  means  of  arbitration. 
They  alleged,  too,  that  the  Helvetic  Union 
had  preserved  peace  among  its  different 
members  by  the  same  means  for  many  cen- 
turies past;  but  he  (Mr.  Cochrane)  had  al- 
ways understood  that  the  history  of  Swit- 
zerland from  the  formation  of  the  Confede- 
ration had  been  the  history  of  war.  Who 
had  not  heard  of  the  civil  wars  which  arose 
between  the  different  cantons  in  the  15th 
century,  and  of  the  wars  at  the  period  of 
the  Reformation  between  the  Protestant 
and  Catholic  cantons,  when  the  inhabitants 
of  seven  cantons  adopted  the  opinions  of 
Calvin,  and  were  opposed  by  the  people 
of  Soleure,  Fribourg,  and  others?  Nor 
would  they  forget  the  war  of  the  peasantry 
which  broke  out  in  the  17th  century,  and, 
again,  the  renewal  of  the  religious  wars  in 
the  18th.  It  was  the  internal  discord  pre- 
vailing in  Switzerland  which  rendered  that 
country  so  easy  a  prey  to  the  Frence  Re- 
public; and  no  sooner  was  the  treaty  of 
Lunoville  signed,  whereby  the  French 
troops  evacuated  Switzerland,  than  the  old 
quarrels  broke  out  again;  the  Pays  de 
Vaud  formed  itself  into  a  single  republic, 
Zurich,  Basle,  and  Schaffhausen  renewed 
their  allegiance,  and  Napoleon  proposed 
himself  as  arbitrator;  and  if  they  turned 
to  later  times,  had  there  not  existed  the 
same  misunderstanding  ?  What  a  moment, 
then,  to  bring  forward  a  question  of  this 
nature.  Why,  they  had  a  Foreign  Secre- 
tary who  was  arbitrating  everywhere.  He 
was  mediating  iu  Denmark,  in  Sardinia,  in 
Sicily,  at  Rome,  and  it  seemed  that  he 
would  accept  almost  anything  for  the  sake 
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of  peace,  for,  for  the  sake  of  peace,  the 
greatest  principles  had  been  sacrificed  of 
kte.  He  wonld  say,  uphold  the  policy  of 
Mr.  Pitt,  who  always  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  there  were  occasions,  even  where 
our  interests  were  not  at  the  moment  di- 
rectly involved,  when  it  was  necessary  to 
assert  certain  rights,  even  though  they  led 
to  war.  The  President  of  the  French  Re- 
public said,  the  other  day,  in  a  most  able 
public  document — 

"  It  is  the  destiny  of  France  to  shake  the  world 
whenever  she  moves,  and  to  calm  it  when  she  be- 
comes quiet.  Europe  lays  its  repose  or  its  agita- 
tion at  our  door.  This  responsibility  imposes 
important  duties  upon  us ;  it  dominates  over  our 
situation." 

This,  therefore,  was  a  most  inopportune 
moment  to  bring  forward  this  question,  be- 
cause it  might  bo  necessary  to  make  an  as- 
sertion of  principles  opposed  to  that  system 
that  led  to  anarchy  in  Europe.  There  was 
only  one  party  that  really  sympathised  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought  forward 
this  Motion,  and  that  was  the  Montague 
party  in  France,  who  said  that  they  would 
put  the  great  barrier  of  democracy  between 
civilisation  and  barbarism,  and  professed 
themselves  in  all  their  maxims  in  favour  of 
universal  peace.  Between  the  Montague 
there  and  the  Montague  here,  there  was, 
he  thought,  a  great  similitude,  for,  what- 
ever they  said  about  peace,  they  seemed 
to  act  on  the  same  policy,  for  they  brought 
anything  forward  for  the  sake  of  agitation. 
He  considered  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member  as  ill-timed,  objectionable  and  ri- 
diculous. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  did  not  think 
the  last  speaker  had  grappled  with  the 
able  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mover  of  this 
Motion.  He  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor)  certainly 
was  not  ambitious  of  martyrdom,  but  he 
was  perfectly  wiUing  to  take  his  share  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  in 
any  ridicule  that  might  attach  to  those 
who  were  in  favour  of  this  Motion.  The 
only  exception,  perhaps,  that  he  might  take 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  was, 
that  he  had  brought  forward  the  question 
in  too  warlike  a  manner.  In  the  greater 
part  of  what  had  fallen  from  him,  he  (Lord 
R.  Grosvenor)  concurred;  but  there  was 
one  part  in  which  he  did  not  do  so.  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated  his  horror  at  the 
immense  military  preparations  made  by 
this  country,  and  narrated  with  a  great 
of  unction  the  quantities  of  shells  and 
Iges  that  were  manufactured.  He 
.  consider  that  that  preparation  was 


more  than  was  necessary.  Going  through 
Belgium  not  very  long  ago,  he  visited  Tour-. 
nay,  and  on  the  gates  of  that  town  he  ob- 
served the  inscription  —  Si  paeem  vtlii^ 
para  bellum.  With  that  he  agreed.  The 
best  preservation  for  peace  was  to  be  pn»* 
pared  for  war,  and  until  the  world  changed, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  this  ccfontrj 
to  make  such  preparations.  He  wms  m 
member  of  the  society  for  diseooraging 
duelling,  and  the  question  had  beenbrouglit 
forward  in  that  House.  It  was  met  in  the 
first  instance  much  like  the  way  in  wbieb- 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentfenaaa  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  was  now  met; 
there  were  a  good  many  smiles  and  nods^ 
but  the  result  was  that  in  the  following^ 
year  a  great  alteration  took  place*  The 
question  was  brought  forward  bj  Lord 
Hardinge,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
a  system  of  arbitration  fixed  upon  by  bim 
for  the  officers  of  the  Army  ana  Navy  bad 
since  been  acted  upon.  When  any  person 
wished  to  reform  the  world  and  make  it 
better,  people  said  to  him,  ''yon  are  no 
better  yourself.''  That  was  the  diffienlQr 
which  discouraged  persons  from  advocating 
opinions  of  this  nature.  The  more  the 
subject  was  discussed  in  that  assembly,  the 
more  likely  they  were  to  influence  publio 
opinion,  both  there  and  dsewhere,  and  to 
fix  upon  some  measure  by  which  this 
dreadful  scourge  might  he  avcnded.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkahife 
had  proposed  anything  that  was  at  all  in* 
practicable.  He  had  quoted  variona  cases 
in  which  arbitration  was  successful,  and  he 
was  quite  right  in  saying  that  in  no  one 
case  in  which  arbitration  had  been  resorted 
to  had  war  followed.  The  very  £sot  of  the 
British  Government  authorising  its  foreigli 
Minister  to  negotiate  on  such  qneetions^ 
would  turn  the  attention  of  foreign  OoviOni* 
ments  to  'the  subject.  If  Great  Britain 
gave  a  general  expression  to  its  feeling,  it 
would  be  said  they  were  sincere.  Let  the 
representatives  of  the  people  of  tbia  conn- 
try  state  their  desire  for  peace,  and  he 
firmly  believed  that  the  sentiment  ones 
prevailing,  they  would  be  able  to  offset 
what  they  all  desired,  namely,  Tory  gnat 
retrenchment  in  their  public  expenditure. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  said:  Sir,  I  cannot 
but  express  my  sentiments  on  this  Motiot, 
in  which,  in  my  opinion,  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  who  made  it,  has  acted  in  a  manner 
to  deserve  the  thanks  of  this  House,  of  lbs 
country,  and  of  Europe.  The  last  spealuri 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  haaaUudsd 
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4o  the  practice  of  dudling,  and  said  trulj, 
that  in  eonBequence  of  the  disapprobation 
expressed  by  public  opinion  of  the  practice 
of  duelling,  a  system  of  arbitration  had  been 
suggested  some  years  ago,  which  although, 
ox  course,  it  ended  in  nothing,  yet  duelling 
was  thereby  discountenanced  and  thereby 
lessened;  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  hon. 
Mover's  Motion  should  not  have  a  similar 
effect.    Although  neither  wars  nor  duelling 
can  be  entirely  suppressed,  yet,  they  may, 
by  being  discountenanced,  be  much  lessen* 
ed.  It  is  a  singular  fact,  that  from  the  crea- 
tion of  the  world  wars  have  been  prevalent 
among  mankind.     In  the  early  ages  these 
wars  appear  to  have  arisen  from  want  of  sub- 
sistence.   One  savage  tribe  occupying,  say, 
100  square  miles,  could  barely  (in  a  savage 
state  without  cultivation  of  the  soil,  exist- 
ing merely  on  the  scanty  produce  of  the 
chace,  or  by  fishing)  find  subsistence  for 
themselves,  much  less  for  another  tribe; 
hence  arose  a  war  of  extermination  between 
them:  both  could  not  exist,  and,  like  two 
men  on  a  plank  in  the  ocean,  which  could 
only  bear  the  weight  of  one,   a  contest 
would  arise.     The  same  remark  holds  as 
to  the  pastoral  tribes  and  wandering  hordes 
who  migrated  from  place  to  place  for  fresh 
pasture  ground :  if  two  starving  tribes  met, 
both  could  not  exist,  and  thence  arose  a 
war;  not  certainly  justifiable,  but  excusable 
in  some  measure  from  their  peculiar  situa- 
tion.    In  the  middle  ages  we  find  wars 
mainly  carried  on  by  the  ambition  of  the 
rulers,  who,  desirous  to  overrun  other  coun- 
tries, were  unmindful  of  the  miseries  they 
caused,  both  on  their  own  subjects  and  on 
those  they  attempted  to  conquer.     I  will 
not  refer  to  the  early  wars  of  bigotry,  or 
superstition,  by  which  so  many  human  be- 
ings have  been  sacrificed.     After  the  best 
consideration  I  can  ^ve  the  subject,  I 
cannot  but  think,  that  in  future,  wars  will 
not  be  so  prevalent  as  they  have  hitherto 
been,  for  the  following  reasons,  which  I 
will  state  as  briefly   as   possible  to  the 
House.     The  use  of  fire  arms  arising  from 
the  invention  of  gunpowder,  has  caused  a 
complete  chMige  in  the  system  of  warfare. 
•In  days  before  the  use  of  fire  arms,  the  more 
numerous,  hardy,  and  ferocious,  a  nation 
was,  the  greater  was  its  chance  of  eon- 
quest:   since    the   use   of  fire  arms,   the 
nation  that  has  most  wealth,  and  conse- 
quently, that  is  most  civilised,  has,  ceteris 
parihtu,  greatly  the  advantage;  for  wealth 
procures  those  artificial  means  by  which 
wars  can  be  carried  on  with   the  best 
ehaioee  of  success.    Now,  these  nations-^ 


I  mean  civilised  and  wealthy  nations — 
are  at  present  in  most  cases  ruled  by  a 
representative  assembly,  who  have  the  iu" 
fluence  over  the  finances  of  the  State;  and 
representative  assemblies  will  not  usually 
engage  in  a  war,  unless  for  the  security  of 
the  nation,  or  for  some  great  political  ad- 
vantage, because,  in  the  present  day,  the 
system  of  warfare  is  so  expensive,   that 
most  nations  who  go  to  war  expend  con- 
siderably more,  and  incur  more  expense, 
than  the  benefit  they  can  obtain.     It  is 
a    curious  fact,   that   for  the  last   three 
hundred  years,    France  has  been  almost 
constantly  engaged  in  hostilities:  the  mass 
of  human  life  sacrificed,  and  of  treasure 
thrown   away,   or  uselessly  expended   in 
these  continued  hostilities,  surpasses  what 
can  be  imagined;  and  yet  what  has  been 
gained  by  France  for  all  this  immense  sa- 
crifice of  blood  and  treasure?   The  limits 
of  her  territory  remain  nearly  the  same, 
and  no  benefit  whatever  has  been  the  result. 
The  same  observation,  with  little  variation, 
may  be  made  in  reference  to  the  contests 
in  which  England  has   been  engaged  in 
Europe:  no  territorial  possessions  on  the 
continent  of  Europe  have  been  gained. 
One  cannot  contemplate    without   regret 
the    absurd    expedition   of  Henry   VIII. 
against  Boulogne,  or  the  various  preda- 
tory excursions  of  former  days,  made  by 
the  English  on  the  European  Continent^ 
which  without  any  beneficial  result  whatever 
caused  an  immense  loss  of  human  life  and  of 
treasure.  Let  us  hope  such  expeditions  are 
at  rest  for  ever.     Now,  in  reference  to  the 
hon.  Mover's  Motion,  I  really  cannot  see  that 
there  is  any  objection  to  its  adoption :  it 
may  do  some  good,  and  cannot,  in  my  opin- 
ion, do  much  harm.     One  point  in  the  Mo- 
tion, or  rather  one  difficulty,  that  suggests 
itself  to  me,  is  as  follows.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  his  Motion,  assimilates  the  arbi- 
tration between  nations,  to  the  arbitration 
between  individuals  who  may  have  some 
cause  of  comj^nt  against  each  other;  but 
there  appears  to  me  a  remarkable  differ- 
ence between  the  two  cases.     If  A.  and 
B.,two  individuals,  have  cause  of  complaint, 
arbitrators  as  an  umpire  are  named,  a  rule 
of  court  is  obtained,  and  the  law  will  com- 
pel both  A.  and  B.  to  obey  the  result  or 
the  award;  but  if  an  arbitration  were  given 
between  two  nations  in  Europe,  and  either 
refused  to  obey  the  award  of  the  umpire, 
there  would  be  no  alternative  but  to  go  to 
war  to  compel  such  nation  to  pay  obedience 
to  the  authority  of  the  party  named  as  um- 
pire,   I  cannot,  I  confess,  see  how  tiiis 
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difficulty  can  be  obviated.  I  think,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  will  do 
good :  it  will  show  bj  its  being  mooted  in 
this  assembly— one  that  has  probably  more 
influence  over  public  opinion  in  Europe 
and  the  world  than  any  other  assembly 
whatever — that  a  strong  party  exists  in 
this  country  to  promote  peace  and  good 
will  amongst  the  great  family  of  mankind. 
For  these  reasons,  I  will  cordially  support 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  had  in- 
structions  which  he  could  not  disobey,  to 
endeavour  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding;  and  he 
should  do  little  more  than  state  the  willing- 
ness with  which  he  obeyed.  He  felt  as- 
sured that  nations,  like  individuals,  would 
make  improvements  with  respect  to  the 
application  of  rude  force.  An  admirable 
parallel  had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  lately  spoken.  Every- 
body knew,  that  in  the  present  day,  "  gen- 
tlemen didn't  flght,"  or  if  they  did,  it 
was  only  in  accordance  with  the  articles  of 
the  Church  of  England,  at  the  command- 
ment of  the  Magistrate.  The  argument  on 
the  inopportuneness  of  the  time,  might 
have  some  weight,  if  it  was  expected  to 
produce  the  result  this  week  or  next.  But 
the  great  thing  everywhere  was  to  begin; 
and  he  felt  the  confidence,  that  here  was 
the  beginning,  and  here  was  the  beginner, 
of  a  great  European  and  world-wide  refor- 
mation. 

Mr.  URQUHART.  who  had  given  no- 
tice of  the  following  Amendment — 

"That  to  settle  differences  by  any  extra-na- 
tional judicatory,  would,  if  practicable,  be  the 
Bubversion  of  the  independence  of  each  State, 
and  the  extinction  of  the  law  of  nations" — 

said,  that  although  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  had  some- 
what pared  down  the  breadth  of  the  origi- 
nal proposal,  the  present  Motion  would 
have  his  most  determined  opposition.  The 
greatest  argument  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Motion  seemed  to  be,  that  if  it  would  do 
no  good,  it  could  do  no  harm.  He  (Mr. 
Urquhart)  believed,  however,  that  it  would 
do  great  harm,  because  the  establishment 
of  such  an  extra-national  judicatory  would 
destroy  the  value  of  arbitration  as  it  at 
present  was  practised,  and  establish  no- 
thing tangible  and  real  in  its  place.  But, 
if  this  tribunal  were  established,  whether 
it  was  composed  of  crowned  heads  or  of 
national  assemblies,  each  must  individually 
abdicate  the  right  of  judging  what  was 
best  for  each  country.      Such  a  power 


would  extinguish  in  every  natbn  its  na- 
tionality; and  how  could  a  Mimster  be 
brought  to  account  for  any  aet  whea  he 
could  refer  always  to  the  decrees  of  a  tri- 
bunal above  those  established  by  the  con- 
stitution of  his  country  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  reduced  to  an  absurdity  hb  own 
proposal,  because  he  admitted  that  engage- 
ments under  his  arbitration  woold  be  as 
much  likely  to  be  broken  as  any  treaty. 
Thus  he  proposed  to  place  a  nation  wludi 
broke  two  treaties  in  a  better  position  in 
the  estimation  of  the  world,  than  a  nation 
that  only  broke  one.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  West  Ridmg  was  completdy  in  the 
dark  as  to  all  that  constituted  the  great- 
ness and  power  of  a  nation.  The  conduct 
of  the  hon.  Member  offered  a  marked  con- 
trast to  his  present  peaceful  professions; 
he  had  never  heard  the  hon.  uentleman's 
voice  once  raised,  or  his  vote  once  record- 
ed, against  any  of  the  acts  of  oppression 
of  this  and  other  Governments  which  he 
(Mr.  Urquhart)  and  other  Gentlem^i  had 
brought  forward.  The  same  reproach  at- 
tached to  every  one  of  his  supporters  ex* 
cept  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  See- 
ing that  the  hon.  Member  had  disclaimed 
all  intention  of  establishing  an  alliance  to 
put  down  war  by  force — seeing  that  he  had 
answered  his  own  arguments,  and  exposed 
his  own  absurdities — seeing  that  he  con- 
fessed his  inability  to  propound  a  method 
of  making  treaties  which  should  not  he 
liable  to  be  broken,  and  that  his  treaties 
were  not  likely  to  be  more  binding  then 
other  treaties — he  (Mr.  Urquhart)  consider- 
ed the  proposition  had  become  so  utteilj 
futile  that  he  should  not  give  the  House 
the  trouble  of  dividing  on  the  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  and  should 
therefore  sit  down  without  moving  it* 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  would  support  the 
Motion,  although  he  had  not  heard  the 
speech  of  any  hon.  Member  on  the  8uhject» 
except  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Staf- 
ford, which  had  not  the  effect  of  distuih- 
ing,  in  the  slightest  manner,  the  opinion 
he  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  had  previously  formed. 
He  wished  shortly  to  state  the  reasons  why 
he  should  support  the  resolution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding,  It 
was  said  the  hon.  Member,  and  those 
whose  sentiments  he  spoke,  aspired  after 
an  Utopia;  but  there  was  sometning  worse 
than  aspiring  after  an  Utopia,  and  that  was 
to  wish  to  maintain  all  the  abuses  and  ciy« 
ing  grievances  of  the  times  in  which  we 
lived.  He  firmly  believed  that  the  greater 
portion  of  wars  and  conflicts  had 
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from  the  want  of  Buch  an  arbitration  as 
the  hon.  Member  proposed.  It  was  clear 
from  the  notes  and  protocols  which  were 
exchanged  by  diplomatists  before  an  ap- 
peal to  arms  that  each  nation  wished  to 
place  its  cause  in  the  right,  in  order  to 
^raw  a  veil  over  the  horrors  of  war,  and  to 
save  the  national  honour.  If  the  dispute 
were  referred  to  arbitration,  the  nation 
would  be  saved  the  pretext  of  declaring 
that  the  national  honour  required  a  resort 
to  war.  A  nation  might,  it  was  true,  re- 
sort to  the  sword  after  this  arbitration  had 
been  agreed  upon;  but  was  that  a  reason 
why  that  House  should  decline  to  attempt 
to  guard  against  these  ill  consequences  and 
against  the  evil  dispositions  of  our  nature  ? 
He  conceived  that  such  a  system,  by  which 
nations  would  have  an  opportunity  of  with- 
drawing gracefully  from  an  impending  con- 
test, must  be  beneficial  to  the  world  ge- 
nerally. He  considered  such  a  principle 
would  be  highly  useful  to  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  Foreign  Affairs,  in  his  man- 
agement of  our  foreign  relations,  and  that 
it  would  nerve  his  arm  and  embolden  his 
heart  in  the  cause  of  peace,  not  only  on 
the  Continent,  but  over  the  whole  globe. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department,  whether  he 
did  not  think  that  he  would  have  found  his 
power  increased  and  his  means  of  doing 
good  augmented,  and  whether  he  would 
not  have  found  it  easier  to  recommend  ar- 
bitration to  the  nations  of  Europe,  if  Eng- 
land had  abeady  bound  herself  to  some 
such  course  as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
3f ember  for  the  West  Riding?  Example 
was  better  than  precept,  and  it  would  be 
better  for  the  House  of  Commons  to  lead 
the  way  in  the  practical  manner  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member,  than  to  be  talking  for 
ever  in  favour  of  peace,  without  doing  any- 
thing to  promote  it.  No  nation  had  at- 
tained greater  lustre  and  more  wide-spread 
glory  in  war,  than  the  nation  to  which  they 
had  the  honour  and  happiness  to  belong; 
and  they  were,  therefore,  peculiarly  well 
qualified  to  lead  the  way  in  a  course  which 
would  eventuate  in  the  happy  result  of  re- 
Btoring  to  the  other  kingdoms  of  the  earth 
that  tranquillity  and  repose  of  which  they 
had,  by  recent  events,  been  deprived.  It 
was  worthy  of  their  high  reputation  amongst 
the  nations — it  was  worthy  of  the  age  in 
which  they  lived,  of  the  civilisation  and 
Christianity  in  which  they  had  been 
brought  up,  and  of  their  national  great- 
ness, that  they  should  do  everything  in 
their  power  to  '^return  the  sword  to  its 


scabbard,  and  to  restore  the  world  to  har- 
mony. He  could  wish  to  see  the  wise  and 
pacific  scheme  of  Henry  the  Great  of 
France  reduced  to  practice  by  the  institu* 
tion  of  a  Congress  of  Nations,  in  which 
right  and  justice  might  be  done  to  all 
countries — in  which  each  nation  should  re- 
sign something  of  its  individual  indepen- 
dence for  the  common  good  of  all — in 
which  each  State  should  stand  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  province  with  respect  to  the  whole 
of  Europe,  and  which  should  be  in  posses- 
sion of  sufficient  strength  not  only  to  ad- 
vise, but  also  to  enforce,  peace.  He  was 
well  aware,  however,  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  world,  such  a  project  wag 
visionary  and  impracticable,  but  that  was 
no  reason  why  he  should  hesitate  to  give 
his  support  to  the  next  best  measure  that 
had  been  submitted  to  their  consideration 
— the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding — a  plan  which  had  been  re- 
sorted to  in  the  cases  of  Sicily  and  the 
United  States,  with  the  happiest  results, 
and  which,  as  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department  could  attest, 
had  never  been  had  recourse  to  without 
working  advantageously  not  only  for  Eng- 
land but  for  Europe.  He  did  not  fear  to 
be  called  a  visionary  and  an  enthusiast* 
for  he  knew  that  that  was  a  reproach  to 
which  the  best  and  greatest  men  that  had 
ever  adorned  humanity  had  been  subjected. 
He  felt  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  for  having  submitted  this 
proposition;  and  he  exhorted  him  not  to 
abate  one  jot  of  heart  or  hope,  no  matter 
what  might  be  the  result  of  the  division, 
but  to  pursue  his  honourable  course  nothing 
daunted.  Let  the  House  of  Commons  take 
this  step  in  the  right  direction,  and  they 
might  rest  assured  that  the  enlarged  en- 
lightenment of  the  times  would  induce  other 
nations  to  follow  their  example.  It  was 
true  that  arbitration  had  often  been  re- 
sorted to,  and  always  with  happy  results; 
but  it  was  highly  desirable  that  the  stamp 
of  Parliamentary  authority  should  be  affix- 
ed to  the  system,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
left  to  the  erratic  discretion  of  the  Execu- 
tive. It  was  right  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should,  on  this  great  question,  make 
a  profession  of  faith  in  the  face  of  man- 
kind, and  that  all  nations  should  have 
a  positive  assurance  that  England,  in  re- 
commending a  pacific  course  to  others,  was 
determined  to  pursue  it  herself. 

Viscount PALMERSTON:  Sir,Ibegto 
assure  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding,  that  in  rising  to  state  my  in- 
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tention  of  opposing  his  Motion,  I  am  far 
from  wishing  to  speak  either  of  the  senti- 
ments he  has  himself  expressed,  or  of  the 
opinions  of  those  whose  organ  he  is,  with 
anything  but  the  greatest  possible  respect. 
I  entirely  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
with  those  of  whose  opinion  he  has  been 
on  this  occasion  the  organ,  in  attributing 
the  utmost  possible  value  to  this  Motion, 
«nd  in  feeling  the  greatest  dislike,  and  I 
may  say  horror,  of  war  in  any  shape.  I 
will  not  go  into  those  commonplace  re- 
marks which  must  be  familiar  to  the  mind 
of  every  man  who  has  contrasted  the 
calamities  of  war  with  the  various  blessings 
and  advantages  which  attend  upon  peace. 
I  cannot  conceive  that  there  exists  in  this 
country  the  man  who  does  not  attach  the 
utmost  value  to  the  blessings  of  peace, 
and  who  would  not  make  the  greatest 
sacrifices  to  save  his  country  from  the 
calamities  attendant  upon  war.  And  al- 
though I  differ  from  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
although  I  am  not  ready  to  accede  to  his 
Motion,  yet  I  cannot  say  but  that  I  am 
glad  he  has  made  that  proposition,  because 
it  will  be  useful  for  this  country  and  for 
Europe  at  large  that  every  man  should 
know  that  in  this  assembly,  and  among  the 
vast  masses  of  men  of  whom  we  are  the 
representatives,  there  is  a  sincere  and 
honest  disposition  to  maintain  peace.  But 
that  which  I  wish  to  guard  against — the 
impression  that  I  wish  should  not  be  enter- 
tained anywhere,  either  in  this  country  or 
out  of  it-—i8,  that  while  there  is  in  Eng- 
land a  fervent  love  of  peace,  an  anxious 
and  steady  desire  to  maintain  it,  there 
should  not  exist  the  impression  that  the 
manly  spirit  of  Englishmen  is  dead — that 
England  is  not  ready,  as  she  is  ever,  to  re- 
pel aggression  and  resent  injury,  and  that 
she  is  ready  to  defend  her  rights,  although 
she  never  will  be  found  acting  aggressively 
against  any  other  Power.  Sir,  it  would 
be  most  dangerous  indeed  to  the  interests 
'of  peace,  that  a  contrary  opinion  should 
prevail.  I  can  conceive  nothing  that 
would  bring  more  into  jeopardy  the  peace- 
ful relations  of  this  country,  than  that  an 
idea  should  prevail  among  foreign  nations 
that  we  are  so  attached  to  peace  that  we 
daro  not  make  war,  and  that,  therefore, 
any  aggression  or  any  injury  maybe  safely 
ventured  against  English  subjects,  because 
England  has  such  a  rooted  aversion  to  war 
that  she  will  not  repel  it.  That  is  the 
principle  on  which  I  differ  from  the  obser- 
vations made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  when  he 
tsondemned  those  provident  supplies — so  I 


may  call  them — ^for  military  defenee,  wliieli, 
de  said,  he  had  found  by  his  examinatioiL 
in  a  Committee  above  stairs  had  been  laid 
up  in  store  by  this  and  the  last  GrOTemment. 
I  quite  agree  with  those  who  think  that  it 
is  a  useless  expenditure  of  the  pnblie 
money  to  keep  in  pay  an  ezceflsi^e  number 
of  men,  either  by  sea  or  bj  land,  bejend 
what  the  existing  service  df  the  eountiy 
may  demand,  on  an  imaginary  expectatkm 
of  future  and  contingent  hostilities.  I 
think  that  is  a  wasteful  application  of  the 
public  money;  but  I  cannot  go  along  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  condemning  that  pro- 
vident provision  of  things  which  eanaot  be 
created  at  a  moment's  notice — wbieh  would 
be  necessary  if  we  were  called  on  to  defend 
ourselves  from  foreign  aggression — and  the 
absence  of  which,  if  known  to  fbragn 
countries,  would  form  an  incitement  and 
temptation  to  commit  wrong  against  this 
country.  Therefore  I  think  that  a  Gorera* 
ment  acts  wisely  and  prudently  when  they 
gradually,  and  without  overstraining  mb 
burden  on  the  country,  lay  up  a  store  ef 
those  things  which  may  be  wanted  on  the 
first  outbreak  of  war,  if  it  should  unfortu- 
nately occur,  and  which  must  be  provided 
beforehand,  while  they  abstain  from  use- 
less augmentations  of  men,  which  can  be 
raised  when  the  emergency  arises,  and  in 
a  short  period  would  be  just  as  effiBctiTe  ss 
if  they  had  been  longer  in  military  train- 
ing. Sir,  I  cannot  agree  with  tbe  prs- 
posal  of  my  hon.  Friend,  because  I  think 
it  is  founded  on  an  erroneous  prinoipie,  and 
that  it  would  be  impracticable  if  attempted 
to  be  carried  out.  My  hon.  Friend  cones 
to  his  conclusion  by  an  analogy  which  he 
draws  between  private  life  and  the  inler- 
course  of  nations.  He  says,  in  the  ordi- 
nary transactions  between  man  and  man, 
what  is  so  common  as  an  agreement  be^ 
tween  individuals,  that  in  the  event  of  dis- 
putes occurring  they  shall  be  referred  to 
arbitration  ?  It  is  very  true  that  is  a 
common  and  very  advantageous  praetiee; 
but  how  stand  these  individuals  ?  Why,  if 
the  sentence  of  arbitration  is  not  conform- 
able to  the  opinion  of  both  parties,  there 
is  a  higher  and  superior  authority — the 
authority  of  some  legal  tribunal,  which 
enforces  concurrence;  to  that  tribunal  the 
parties  previously  agree  to  submit,  and  it 
is  this  superior  force  that  gives  value  and 
efficacy  to  the  agreement  for  arbitration. 
But  my  hon.  Friend  at  once  perceives,  and 
fairly  acknowledges,  that  that  element  is 
wanting  in  the  machine  by  whioh  he  pro- 
poses to  settle    international  differences  ( 


81 


IntemaiUofM 


(JUITB  12} 


ArbUration. 


82 


and,  unless  we  have  recourse  to  the  plan 
of  my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last  for  a 
general  tribunal  of  nations,  with  a  military 
fbrce  to  compel  compliance  with  its  de- 
crees, it  is  plain  that  the  arbitration  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  would,  in  truth,  simply,  and  in  most 
cases,  resolve  itself  into  mediation,  that 
is,  the  proposal  by  a  third  party  of  an 
arrangement  of  differences  between  two 
other  parties.  Hon.  Members  ought  not 
to  lose  sight  of  the  distinction,  which 
is  frequently  forgotten,  between  arbitra- 
tion and  mediation  —  arbitration  consist- 
ing in  the  pronouncing  of  a  final  decision 
by  a  third  party,  which  is  to  be  binding  on 
the  other  two;  mediation  consisting  in  the 
good  offices  of  a  third  party  to  bring  about, 
by  the  consent  and  acquiescence  of  the 
other  two,  an  amicable  termination  of  dif- 
ferences that  may  have  arisen  between 
them.  Now,  Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  is  so  in- 
ternally aware  of  the  difficulty  attending 
the  practical  execution  of  his  own  idea, 
ihat  he  has  been  obliged  to  abandon  that 
which  most  persons  imagined  to  be  his 
plan. 

Mr.  COBDEN:  I  beg  pardon.  I  never 
altered  or  abandoned  my  Motion  in  the 
slightest  degree. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  will  not 
say  my  hon.  Friend  has  abandoned,  but 
he  has  been  obHged  not  to  propose,  what 
many  persons,  myself  included,  imagined 
to  be  his  plan — namely,  that  the  court 
of  arbitration  should  consist  of  some  fo- 
reign Government  or  Governments :  in 
turning  over  the  matter,  and  bringing  it  to 
a  practical  bearing,  he  has  found  it  neces- 
sary to  substitute  commissioners  taken 
from  private  life.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  obvious 
that  that  which  would  be  to  any  person 
thinking  of  this  matter  for  the  first  time 
the  natural  arrangement — and  whenever 
the  principle  of  my  hon.  Friend  has  been 
acted  upon  the  plan  that  has  been  fully 
pradtised — is  that  of  making  the  arbitrator 
the  Government  of  some  foreign  State. 
The  plan  of  my  hon.  Friend,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  has  never  been  attempted.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  there  are  cases  in 
which  arbitration  has  been  resorted  to,  but 
in  those  cases  the  arbitrator  chosen  has 
been  a  Sovereign  or  a  Government;  in  no 
ease  has  final  arbitration  been  consented  to 
Testing  on  private  individuals.  What  are 
the  reasons  why  my  hon.  Friend  abstained 
fi^m  that  proposal  which  was  generally  ex- 
pected to  come  from  him  on  the  present  oc- 
casion ?     My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat 


down  said,  that  it  would  be  a  very  desir- 
able thing  if  a  European  tribunal  could  be 
composed  that  would  act  invariably  on  the 
principles  of  justice  and  of  right,  which 
would  always  give  equitable  decisions,  and 
which,  of  course,  should  have  force  to 
compel  acquiescence  in  its  judgments;  but 
unfortunately  the  world  is  not  yet  come  to 
that  happy  state  of  things.  If  you  could 
find  the  Governments  of  Europe  all  per- 
fectly just,  perfectly  impartial,  perfectly 
disinterested,  and,  by  the  possession  of 
these  qualities,  competent  to  form  the  tri- 
bunal my  hon.  Friend  imagines,  why, 
such  a  tribunal  would  supersede  itself; 
because,  if  all  Governments  were  per- 
fectly just,  impartial,  and  disinterested, 
they  would  settle  any  little  disputes  that 
might  arise  between  their  respective  sub- 
jects without  having  recourse  to  the  ex- 
treme of  war,  which  this  tribunal  was  in- 
tended to  prevent.  But,  unfortunately, 
it  so  happens  that  in  the  present  imperfect 
condition  of  human  nature.  Governments, 
like  individuals,  are  actuated  by  unfound- 
ed and  suspicious  jealousies  of  each  other 
— by  that  which,  in  men,  is  called  cove- 
tousness,  which  in  nations  is  called  ambi- 
tion —  by  interested  motives  of  various 
kinds,  interests  conflicting  with  each  other; 
and  it  is  a  matter  so  difficult  that  it  may 
almost  be  deemed  impossible  to  find,  in  a 
quarrel  between  two  nations,  a  third  party 
whose  judgment  each  of  the  two  contend- 
ing parties  would  place  confidence  in.  If 
you  were  to  propose  to  the  Governments 
of  Europe  to  enter  now,  to-day  or  to-mor- 
row, into  a  prospective  agreement  that  in 
cases  of  difference  they  would  submit  their 
disputes  to  any  third  party  to  be  named 
now  or  to  be  named  afterwards — if  the  en- 
gagement were  that  the  third  party  should 
be  named  now,  you  never  would  get  them 
to  consent;  and  if  the  engagement  were  to 
name  the  third  party  when  the  dispute 
arose,  you  would  have  made  very  little 
progress  towards  the  establishment  of  your 
arbitration.  There  is  one  case  where  a 
dispute  arose  between  this  country  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  with 
respect  to  the  Maine  boundary,  which  was 
by  the  Treaty  of  Ghent  submitted  to  ar- 
bitration. My  hon.  Friend  would  have 
said,  **  You  only  want  geographers  for 
such  a  purpose;  two  members  of  the  Geo- 
graphical Society  have  only  to  draw  the 
line,  and  there  it  is."  But  my  hon.  Friend 
can  hardly  imagine  how  much  time  elapsed 
before  we  could  come  to  any  agreement 
as  to  the  choice  of  the  Sovereign  who  was 
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to  be  the  arbitrator  in  that  case,  which 
certainly  is  not  a  happy  illustration  of  the 
results  of  arbitration;  because  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands,  having  been  chosen  by 
the  two  Powers  as  arbitrator  in  that  differ- 
ence, did,  after  a  very  long  period  of  time, 
pronounce  an  award,  which  the  United 
States,  not  finding  suitable  to  their  notions 
of  the  terms  of  reference,  refused  to  sub- 
mit to;  the  matter  was  left  in  a  worse  con- 
dition than  before  the  arbitration  began; 
and  if  that  arbitration  did  not  lead  to  war, 
I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend  it  was  no 
merit  of  the  principle  of  arbitration,  but 
only  because  the  two  Governments  were 
mutually  inspired  by  a  most  intense  desire 
to  settle  the  question  without  having  re- 
course to  arms.  Well,  then,  I  say,  if  my 
hon.  Friend  had  proposed,  as  men  gene- 
rally thought  he  intended  to  propose,  a 
court  of  arbitration,  to  consist  of  some 
third  or  foreign  Governments,  the  answer 
would  have  been  that  the  mutual  jealousies 
of  Governments,  the  rivalry  of  conflicting 
interests,  the^ — I  was  going  to  say — in- 
trigues, but  the  hostile  policy  of  nations 
towards  each  other,  would  make  it,  I  am 
satisfied,  perfectly  impossible  to  bring 
countries  to  acquiesce  in  the  prospective 
arrangement;  and  I,  for  one,  must  say, 
it  would  bo  dangerous  to  the  interests  of 
this  country  to  submit  the  vital  rights  and 
interests  of  England  to  the  chances  of  a 
decision  by  the  judgment  of  any  foreign 
Power.  Well,  but  my  hon.  Friend  very 
wisely  steers  clear  of  that  difficulty,  and 
proposes  the  appointment  of  commission- 
ers. I  am  not  sure  that  I  quite  compre- 
hend the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend,  but 
he  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong.  I  un- 
derstand him  to  propose  that  a  treaty 
should  be  made  containing  a  stipulation 
that,  in  the  event  of  differences,  each  Go- 
vernment should  name  commissioners  of  its 
own  to  discuss  the  point  at  issue,  and  that 
they,  either  before  they  met,  or  after  they 
met,  should  name  some  third  person  not  in 
the  employment  of  either  Government; 
but  a  man  of  science,  or  a  man  in  pri- 
vate life,  to  be  the  arbitrator  between  the 
commissioners  in  case  they  should  not  be 
able  to  agree.  That,  so  far  as  I  under- 
stood, was  the  manner  in  which  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend  was  to  be  carried 
out.  Now,  Sir,  if  it  is  objectionable,  as  I 
think  it  is,  to  commit  the  interests  of  a 
great  country  to  the  decision  of  what  may 
be  a  rival  Power,  upon  matters  of  vital  in- 
terest, or  upon  matters  concerning  most 
important  and  essential  rights,  I  must  say 


my  objection  to  submit  such  matters  to  ike 
arbitration  and  final  deciBion  of  a  tlurl 
party  would  not  be  removed  by  substitut- 
ing for  a  Government,  which  at  least  is  a 
public  and  responsible  body,  persons  irre- 
sponsible, and  taken  from  private  life.  At 
all  events,  a  Government  acts  in  the  face 
of  the  world;  it  is  accustomed  to  deal  witk 
matters  of  the  kind  submitted  to  it  for 
decision;  but  if  you  take  a  man  from  pri- 
vate life  he  is  perfectly  irresponsible  in  any 
public  way;  his  habits  and  porsnits  may 
have  been  very  different  from  those  that 
would  qualify  for  the  decision  of  qoestions 
submitted  to  him;  in  my  bumble  opinios 
almost  all  the  same  objections  would  ^ 
ply,  and  other  objections  apply,  wbiek 
would  not  apply  to  a  Government.  There 
was  one  instance,  to  be  sure,  to  show  that 
these  learned  men  are  not  always  perscMiB 
who  are  the  readiest  to  come  to  a  aedsioi 
on  a  simple  matter.  There  is  one  wdl- 
known  problem  the  difiiculty  of  solrag 
which  is  universally  acknowledgred.  No 
one  denies  the  difficulty  of  finding  the  lon- 
gitude. But  if  a  man  be  required  to  ascer- 
tain the  latitude  of  any  given  place,  or  the 
position  of  any  parallel  of  latitude,  it  is 
deemed  to  be  a  very  simple  process.  Now, 
by  the  Treaty  of  Ghent,  the  commissioners 
appointed  to  settle  the  boundary  dispute, 
were  to  trace  a  line  which  should  coincide 
with  or  come  within  a  specified  distance  of 
a  certain  given  parallel  of  latitude.  Of 
course  it  will  be  said  that  nothing  could  be 
more  easy  than  that;  nothing  was  easier, 
it  might  be  said,  than  to  appoint  two  gech 
graphers  as  two  commissioners,  who  wooU 
at  once  determine  the  matter,  it  being  the 
simplest  thing  possible ;  they  had  only 
their  boundary  to  mark  along  the  line  in* 
dicated  by  the  treaty  :  that  was  precisdy 
the  sort  of  thing  that  suited  the  views  ci 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding — nothing  seemed  easier  than  ts 
find  two  learned  men  such  as  he  would 
elect,  and  put  them  at  once  to  find' the 
parallel  of  latitude.  But  it  so  happened 
that  there  was  not  a  chance  of  agreeing 
upon  any  such  point,  for  one  maintained 
that  the  parallel  was  to  depend  upon  calcu- 
lations commencing  at  the  centre  of  the 
earth,  and  the  other  that  the  computations 
were  to  be  made  from  the  centre  of  the 
sun;  they  were,  therefore,  as  far  apart  as 
the  earth  from  the  sun — they  were  further 
than  the  poles  asunder — they  were  unable 
to  agree  about  that  which  might  be  settled 
at  once  by  any  one  who  was  able  to  set  a 
village  sundial.     Neither  Baron  ron  Hum- 


85 


InUmatioiuU 


{ JUNB  12} 


Arhitration. 


«5 


boldt  nor  Professor  Tiarcks,  who  was  asso- 
ciated with  him  in  the  undertaking,  could 
arrive  at  any  satisfactory  result.  [Mr. 
CoBDEN  :  The  question  is  settled.]  True, 
but  not  by  geographers.  However,  I  feel 
assured  the  House  will  agree  with  me  when 
I  say  that  it  would  not  be  safe  to  trust 
fiuch  interests  as  those,  or  at  all  events  such 
interests  as  usually  give  rise  to  differences 
between  nations — it  would  not  be  safe  to 
leave  them  to  arbitration;  and,  though  the 
matter  was  eventually  settled  in  the  usual 
way,  I  do  think  that  the  case  is  lesQ  of  an 
example  to  be  followed,  than  of  a  beacon 
to  be  avoided.  Then  my  hon.  Friend  says 
there  is  nothing  new  at  bottom  in  the 
proposition  which  he  has  made  to  the 
House,  for  he  says  that  the  powers  which 
we  were  accustomed  to  give  to  negotiators 
we  might  in  future  give  to  two  commis- 
sioners, one  to  be  appointed  by  either  na- 
tion concerned,  giving  them  power  to  call 
in  a  third  as  final  arbitrator;  and  my  hon. 
Friend  instanced  the  case  of  Lord  Castle- 
reagh,  who,  on  behalf  of  this  country,  at- 
tended the  Congress  of  Vienna,  and  took 
a  part  in  the  transactions  which  occurred 
on  that  memorable  occasion.  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  was  there  enabled  to  say  culsum  qui 
feci;  he  might  say  he  had  done  it;  he  was 
there  upon  his  own  responsibility,  at  least 
to  a  considerable  extent  upon  his  own  re- 
sponsibility, for  Lord  Castlereagh  at  that 
time  held  the  office  of  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  But  here  it  may  be 
necessary  for  me  to  mention  a  matter  well 
deserving  to  be  borne  in  mind  during  the 
discussion  which  now  occupies  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  It  is  this — that  no 
person  goes  out  from  this  country,  or 
usually  from  any  other,  with  full  powers  in 
the  strict  sense  of  those  words.  Some  dis- 
cretion may  be  left  to  him,  but  he  does  not 
go  out  with  full  and  entire  discretion — 
quite  the  contrary.  Every  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary receives  instructions.  He  is  al- 
ways told  what  he  may  agree  to  and  what 
he  may  not,  and  he  has  opportunities,  of 
which  Ministers  often  avail  themselves,  to 
send  home  for  further  instructions.  As 
long  as  he  confines  himself  to  his  instruc- 
tions he  may  proceed  with  some  degree  of 
confidence;  but  the  Government  by  which 
he  is  accredited  are  still  not  finally  bound 
by  his  acts,  and  everything  that  an  Am- 
bassador does  he  does  subject  to  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Government  which  he  re- 
presents. It  is  perfectly  competent  to  that 
Government  to  disavow  the  acts  of  the 
Minister  whom  they  have  sent  out  as  an 


Ambassador,  and  to  disavow  and  reject  all 
that  he  has  done,  if  they  think  it  expe- 
dient so  to  do;  and  a  striking  example  has 
been  furnished  in  the  occurrences  of  the 
past  week  of  the  exercise  of  this  power.  It 
is,  therefore,  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that,  according  to  the  present  and  prevail* 
ing  practice,  Governments  are  at  the  mercy 
of  their  envoys;  nothing  is  binding  upon  a 
Government  unless  it  be  in  strict  accord- 
ance with  communications  made  to  other 
Governments  in  the  precise  words  of  the 
instructions.  A  treaty  may  bo  signed  and 
concluded,  but  it  is  of  no  value  without 
ratification,  and  this  sort  of  provision  is 
necessary  in  order  that  no  Government 
may  be  bound  by  the  indiscreet  or  unau- 
thorised act  of  any  of  its  agents;  and 
therefore  if  an  envoy  should  go  against 
his  instructions,  the  arrangements  he  may 
make  are  of  no  value  beyond  the  paper 
on  which  they  are  written.  Therefore  do 
I  state  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding  makes  an  ad- 
mission that  his  plan  is  new  in  principle. 
The  House  will  not  have  forgotten  that 
my  hon.  Friend  quoted  several  cases  of  in- 
ternational transactions;  but  he  did  not 
succeed  in  making  out  the  case  which  he 
appeared  to  think  was  necessary  for  his 
purpose.  The  cases  which  he  mentioned 
were  not  cases  of  arbitration  but  of  medi- 
ation, or  else  they  were  cases  of  no  medi- 
ation at  all,  settled  neither  by  arbitration 
nor  by  intervention — such  as  those  which 
he  mentioned  between  Russia  and  Eng- 
land, and  the  case  also  of  the  Vixen,  In 
the  boundary  case  it  seemed  as  if  there 
had  been  some  show  of  arbitration;  but  it 
was  notorious  that  in  that  case  arbitration 
failed;  and  when  arbitration  had  totally 
failed,  the  parties  concerned  settled  the 
matter  for  themselves  in  the  usual  manner : 
and  let  the  fact  not  be  overlooked,  that  the 
Oregon  question  was  settled  in  pretty 
nearly  the  same  way;  at  all  events  it  was 
not  settled  by  geographers,  in  the  manner 
that  my  hon.  Friend  would  propose.  If  it 
were  to  have  been  so  settled  by  geogra- 
phers, I  confess  I  should  not  very  much 
envy  the  gentlemen  who  might  be  em- 
ployed upon  such  an  undertaking;  for  I 
believe  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  dis- 
trict through  which  they  would  have  had  to 
penetrate  is  one  of  extraordinary  wildness 
and  difficulty,  where  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence are  hardly  to  be  obtained.  Now,  the 
case  of  the  Caroline  was  a  remarkable 
one  in  reference  to  the  question  of  arbitra- 
tion, and  it  was  one  of  those  few  cases  in 
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wbioh  it  was  manifest  that  it  would  be  nn- 
ayuling  to  arbitrate.  It  was  not  a  ease  of 
dispute  between  this  country  and  the 
United  States,  for  the  federal  authority  of 
that  Goyemment  was  not  sufficient  to  meet 
the  exigency  of  the  case.  The  Goyem- 
ment of  the  United  States  said  they  were 
Borry  for  what  occurred,  but  they  had  no 
power  to  interfere — the  supreme  Goyem- 
ment of  the  United  States  possessed  no 
power  oyer  the  local  authority  or  goyem- 
ment with  which  the  dispute  arose.  Now, 
if  we  in  that  case  possessed  a  treaty  of 
arbitration,  of  what  use  would  it  be  to  us  ? 
For  the  Goyemment  of  the  United  States 
would  repeat  its  declaration  that  it  could 
not  interfere  with  the  local  goyemment. 
They  would  say,  **  We  arc  very  sorry,  but 
we  can  obtain  you  no  redress  from  the 
State  of  New  York. "  Your  principle  then 
of  arbitration  would  be  of  not  the  least 
ayail  in  such  a  case;  it  leaves  you  pre- 
cisely where  you  were  before  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  plan.  The  cases  then  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  quoted,  are  cases  in 
which  the  principle  of  arbitration  proved 
useless,  or  they  are  cases  which  have  been 
settled  by  the  ordinary  authorities,  or  they 
are  cases  of  mediation  in  which  a  friendly 
Power  has  exercised  its  good  offices,  as  in 
the  sulphur  question  with  France,  or  they 
are  cases  settled  in  the  usual  way  after 
arbitration  has  wholly  failed.  I  do  think, 
however,  and  I  have  always  thought,  that 
when  two  nations  have  had  any  difference 
capable  of  being  settled  by  arbitration,  it  is 
most  desirable  that  they  should  allow  a 
third  party  to  come  in  to  assist  them  in 
the  good  work  of  making  a  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement— it  Is  at  ail  times  most  desira- 
ble that  a  third  party  not  actuated  by  the 
same  passions  which  heat  those  immedi- 
ately concemed,  should  step  in,  and  bring 
the  disputants  to  something  like  a  compro- 
mise; for  in  all  such  cases  there  must  be 
an  arrangement  in  the  nature  of  a  compro- 
mise— there  must  be  a  giving  and  taking 
on  both  sides,  for  neither  party  in  such 
cases  can  expect  to  got  all  that  he  may 
reasonably  or  fairly  demand,  and  all  such 
negotiations  should  therefore  be  entered 
upon  in  a  spirit  of  accommodation  and 
mutual  concession,  with  a  view  to  prevent 
an  appeal  to  arms,  and  with  a  view  to  open 
the  door  to  that  kind  of  negotiation  which 
may  lead  to  peace,  in  the  course  of  which 
the  Ministers  engaged  on  both  sides  may 
receive  from  their  respective  Govomments 
i  motions,  in  which  answers  may 
yed,  in  which  remonstrances  may 


be  made,  farther  replies  giTOi,  and  thai  t 
long  time  elapses  before  any  actOAl  rapdnt 
occurs,  and  before  recourse  is  faad  to  that  i^ 
peal  which  arms  alone  afiRord.  In  thee 
of  those  proceedings  opportuDitiea 
for  one  or  other  of  the  partiea  to  < 
the  opinion  of  a  third  nation  firiendlj  tt 
both,  and  having  no  private  or  aapaimte  ok 
terest  to  promote.  A  nstioa  ao  et 
stanced  may,  I  think,  well  ofler  its 
ation,  and  I  have  incurred  no  small  i 
of  obloquy,  and  periiaps  ridieuie  also»  sa 
the  ground  that  I  have  been  too  forward  to 
offer  mediation  in  such  eases  as  those  wUeh 
I  have  just  been  describing.  Bot  I  eosk 
fess  that  I  feel  perfectly  easy  under  ths 
influence  of  such  attacks,  for  I  feel  qiito 
persuaded  that  the  goodwill,  at  leaat»  \ 
fested  in  such  attempts  cannot  £aii  ( 
ally  to  be  appreciated,  and  that  in 
where  England  has  nothing  eitber  to  gsis 
or  to  lose,  a  sincere  desire  to  prevent  m 
must,  sooner  or  later,  be  attended  wiA 
beneficial  results;  and  I  cannot  help  tiuok- 
ing  that  it  must  be  most  satiafiietoffy  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Weik 
Riding,  and  to  those  who  support  his  Mo- 
tion, to  know  that  mediation  nas  been  of 
much  more  frequent  occurrenoe  of  Isto 
years  than  in  times  past;  but  those  hoa. 
Gentlemen  must,  at  the  same  time,  bear  is 
mind  that  the  principle  of  arbitration  is  nst 
applicable  to  the  present  state  of  Bnrops. 
Wars  are  now  proceeding  in  yarioos  parts 
of  the  Continent,  blood  is  being  shed,  liyss 
being  sacrificed;  but  these  oceorreneea  do 
not  arise  from  international  wars.  It  is  to 
civil  wars  that  they  must  be  imputed,  and, 
except  in  very  rare  instances  indeed,  ths 
intervention  of  foreigners,  or  third  partiss, 
or  arbitrators,  would  be  either  impraetioik 
ble,  or,  if  possible,  might  be  misenieroess 
and  it  must  be  obvious  to  every  one  that 
the  kind  of  war  now  prevailing  on  ths 
continent  of  Europe  is  not  the  speeies  of 
hostility  to  which  the  principle  of  arbttn^ 
tion  can  be  applied.  In  those  wars,  how- 
ever, I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  peroeifs 
striking  evidence  of  the  improved  einli»- 
tion  of  the  people  of  Europe— evidence  not 
only  of  improvement  in  the  Govemmeata 
of  Europe,  but  of  advancing  oivilisatisa 
amongst  the  masses  of  the  people.  If  sneh 
events  as  have  recently  taken  place  inEurope, 
had  occurred  half  a  century  ago,  we  should 
have  had  not  only  civil  wars,  but  conflicts  be- 
tween nations  of  the  most  fatal  character 
— fatal  alike  to  prosperity  and  civilisation* 
It  is  consoling,  then,  to  sec  that  great 
masses  of  men,  instead  of  standing  fiarth 
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as  the  aggresson  of  tlieir  neigbbours,  con- 
fine their  dispntes  to  their  own  territories, 
to  the  communities  to  which  they  properly 
belong,  and  to  their  own  internal  affairs. 
It  is  gratifying  to  think  that  they  hare 
not  been  led  into  warfare  with  other  na- 
tions, either  by  feelings  of  ambition  or  by 
any  different  description  of  impulse.  I 
hope,  then,  that  now  sufficient  proof  has 
been  given  that  we  should  not  advance  the 
interest  of  nations  by  recognising  the  prin- 
ciple for  which  my  hon.  Friend  contends, 
at  the  same  time  that  I  cannot  find  fault 
with  him  for  introducing  this  question,  or 
for  affording  an  opportunity  for  the  ex* 
pression  of  that  general  feeling  which  ani- 
mates Members  of  this  House  upon  the 
present  occasion.  The  cultivation  of  that 
feeling  forms  a  great  example  to  the  rest 
of  Europe — it  tends  to  inspire  not  only 
Qovemments  but  nations  with  the  senti- 
ments which  my  hon.  Friend  feels  and  has 
made  known  to  the  House  this  evening; 
and  I  conceive  that  it  will  take  away  no- 
thing from  the  force  of  those  sentiments, 
but  rather  add  to  their  influence,  when  I 
say  that  ever  since  the  year  1825  down  to 
the  present  period,  the  practice  of  media- 
tion has  been  preferred  by  many  Govern- 
ments, and  several  cases  have  arisen  in 
which  it  has  been  advantageously  adopted. 
I  believe  that  the  present  Government, 
and  any  other  which  may  succeed  to  the 
task  of  conducting  the  affairs  of  this  coun- 
try, would  feel  it  not  only  their  duty,  but 
their  pride,  to  avail  themselves  of  every 
occasion  when  they  think  they  can  do 
good  by  softening  the  asperities  between 
conflicting  Powers,  and  by  effecting  be- 
tween Governments  and  countries  that  may 
differ,  an  amicable  settlement  of  their  dis- 
putes, either  without  war,  or  by  shorten- 
ing war  if  war  should  unfortunately  arise. 
The  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend,  how- 
ever, is  not  one  to  which  1  can  advise  the 
House  to  accede.  I  do  not  quarrel  with 
the  principle  upon  which  it  is  founded;  but 
I  think  its  practical  effect  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  this  countiy,  and  that  its  prac- 
tical adoption  by  other  countries  would  be 
impossible.  Indeed,  I  believe  that  no  coun- 
try would  agree  to  such  a  proposal.  No 
country  would  consent  blindfold  to  submit 
its  interests  and  its  rights  on  all  future 
occasions  to  the  decision  of  any  third 
party,  whether  public  or  private,  whether 
Governments  or  men  of  science  ;  and  I 
think,  therefore,  the  proposition  is  one 
which  would  be  attended  with  no  possible 
reaolt  as  regards  foreign   countries,      I 


confess  also  that  I  consider  it  would  be  a 
very  dangerous  course  for  this  country  it- 
self to  take,  because  there  is  no  country 
which,  from  its  political  and  commercial 
circumstances,  from  its  maritime  interests, 
and  from  its  colonial  possessions,  excites 
more  envious  and  jealous  feelings  in  dif- 
ferent quarters  than  England  does ;  and 
there  is  no  country  that  would  find  it  more 
difficult  to  discover  really  disinterested  and 
impartial  arbiters.  There  is  also  no  coun-* 
try  that  would  be  more  likely  than  Eng- 
land to  suffer  in  its  important  commercial 
interests  from  submitting  its  case  to  ar- 
biters not  disinterested,  not  impartial,  and 
not  acting  with  a  due  sense  of  their  re- 
sponsibility. For  these  reasons  it  is  not  in 
my  power  to  assent  to  the  Motion.  I 
should,  however,  be  sorry  to  meet  it  in  a 
way  that  might,  even  by  misconstruction, 
be  considered  as  negativing  the  principle 
upon  which  it  is  founded.  I  shall  not, 
therefore,  propose  a  direct  negative,  al- 
though that  is  the  mode  which,  according 
to  the  usual  practice  of  the  House,  ought 
to  be  adopted  by  those  who  differ  from  my 
hon.  Friend.  The  **  previous  question  " 
is  not  technically  applicable  to  this  case ; 
but  the  previous  question  being  the  most 
courteous  mode  of  disposing  of  such  a  Mo- 
tion as  that  before  the  House,  and  one 
less  liable  than  any  other  to  the  imputa^ 
tion  —  however  unfounded  it  may  be  —  of 
negativing  the  principle  of  peace,  which 
is  the  foundation  of  my  hon.  Friend's  pro-* 
posal,  I  beg  leave  to  move  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  in  his  closing  remarks,  had 
shown  much  less  hostility  to  the  Motion, 
than  in  the  earlier  parts  of  his  speech  he 
had  manifested.  He  confessed  to  having 
felt  a  little  alarm  when  he  heard  the  noble 
Lord  declare  the  proposal  to  be  erroneous 
in  principle  and  impracticable;  but  he  was 
relieved  when  the  Foreign  Secretary  had 
so  qualified  his  opening  remarks  as  to  re- 
move the  fears  that  he  was  hostile  to  the 
principle  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion. 
The  noble  Lord  first  created  giants,  and 
then  slew  them  when  he  referred  to  a 
congress  of  nations  —  for  that  plan  was 
not  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  —  and 
when  he  talked  of  the  securities  which 
were  daily  being  given  for  the  maintenance 
of  peace,  how  was  that  declaration  to  be 
reconciled  with  the  fact  that  such  enor- 
mous and  costly  precautions  against  war 
were  taken,  and  defended  by  the  noble 
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Lord  upon  principle  ?  Tho  House  had  been 
told  that  lengthy  and  prolonged  correspon- 
dence and  negotiations  always  ensued  be- 
tween two  foreign  Powers  in  case  of  a  mis- 
understanding previous  to  their  having  re- 
course to  hostilities.  If  the  case  were  so, 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  might  rest  satisfied  that  there  could 
be  plenty  of  time  found  for  warlike  pre- 
parations, and,  consequently,  that  there 
was  no  necessity  to  keep  up  such  an  enor- 
mous stock  of  ball  cartridges  ready  made. 
The  noble  Lord  had  not  met  the  question. 
He  had  laboured  like  a  waterlogged  ves- 
sel. To  what  did  his  arguments  amount  ? 
Merely  to  the  assertion  of  what  nobody 
denied,  namely,  that  arbitration  had  its 
defects.  True.  But  would  fighting  do 
better  ?  Vattel  was  of  opinion  that  arbi- 
tration was  conformable  to  reason  and  na- 
ture; and  though  arbitrators  might  err,  it 
was  better  to  risk  these  errors  than  trust 
to  the  chances  of  war.  Fighting  settled 
nothing.  Look  at  the  last  war  with  Ame- 
rica. That  arose  out  of  the  claim  of  Eng- 
land to  take  British  sailors  out  of  Ameri- 
can ships;  and  after  fighting,  it  was  agreed 
to  settle  the  dispute  by  the  Treaty  of 
Ghent,  wherein  not  one  word  was  men- 
tioned of  the  original  subject  of  dispute 
which  occasioned  tho  war.  So  that  if  the 
question  as  to  the  right  of  taking  British 
sailors  out  of  American  ships  again  arose, 
it  might,  for  ought  that  the  Treaty  of 
Ghent  said,  have  to  be  fought  over  again. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  awards  of  arbi- 
trators could  not  be  enforced  when  given, 
because  there  was  no  binding  power  exist- 
ing by  which  it  could  be  made  compulsory. 
The  same  might  be  said  of  all  international 
law  and  all  international  treaties;  and  yet 
both  were  held  good  and  observed.  So 
entirely  was  the  law  of  nations  held  to 
be  good  and  binding  amongst  the  different 
States  of  Europe,  that  when  a  new  maxim 
of  international  law,  established  by  usage, 
became  incorporated  into  the  text-book  of 
the  law  of  nations,  all  eagerly  adopted  it 
and  followed  it  out.  There  were  many  in- 
stances, namely,  freedom  to  merchants, 
security  to  persons  of  ambassadors,  and 
the  abolition  of  the  practice  of  making  one 
alien  responsible  for  the  debts  of  another 
alien  entirely  unconnected  with  him.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  it  had  become 
more  and  more  the  practice  of  nations  to 
settle  questions  which  might  arise  between 
them  by  arbitration.  If  this  were  the 
case,  why  not  embody  the  principle,  as  in 
instances,  in  treaties,  and  thus  get 


an  additional  security  for  peace?  His  no- 
ble Friend  objected  to  the  proposttioa  u 
involving  a  prospective  engagement,  and 
declined  to  pledge  himself  to  subnut  dl 
great  questions  of  difference  between  na- 
tions to  the  opinions  of  arbitrators.  He 
thought  if  there  was  one  merit  more  than 
another  in  the  proposition  of  his  hoo. 
Friend,  it  was  that  arbitration  should  take 
place  before  an  angry  correspondence  took 
place,  and  the  passions  of  contending  par- 
ties were  aroused  on  a  particular  case — 
when  they  could  view  the  subject  with  a 
calm  and  dispassionate  consideration,  and 
were  not  embarrassed  by  any  previous  an- 
gry diplomatic  negotiations.  He  confessed 
it  appeared  to  him  that  his  hon«  Friend's 
proposal  was  anything  but  impracticable, 
for  it  was  simply  asking  the  Honse  to  pro- 
mulgate that  general  question,  which  he 
certainly  was  not  afraid  to  promulgate, 
that  the  relations  between  nations  onght 
to  be  based  upon  maxims  of  justice.  Then 
if  that  were  so,  and  if  nations  could  afford 
to  regulate  their  conduct  to  each  other 
upon  those  maxims,  he  saw  no  objection 
that  could  be  entertained  for  one  moment 
against  the  system  of  arbitration;  but  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  were  the  object  of 
nations  to  undertake  wars  of  aggrrandise- 
ment  and  conquest,  which  had  nothing  to 
do  with  right,  reason,  or  justice,  then,  in- 
deed, he  should  doubt  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  guide  such  relations  bj  the  ar- 
bitration suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
Prepared,  however,  as  he  was  to  maintain 
that  a  proper  national  policy  was  totallr 
apart  from  such  views,  and  that  the  happi- 
ness and  strength  of  the  nation  was  not  m- 
creascd  by  mere  schemes  of  conquest,  he 
was  not  afraid,  as  an  Englishman,  that 
any  national  question  in  which  this  coun- 
try might  be  interested,  should  be  submit- 
ted to  arbitrators,  who,  he  had  no  doubt, 
would  settle  the  question  at  issue  on  prin- 
ciples of  international  law,  foundea  on 
maxims  of  universal  justice.  But  this  was 
the  difficulty;  for  his  noble  Friend  seemed 
to  think  that  there  might  be  questions 
which  were  not  to  be  settled  by  an  appeal 
to  justice;  and,  if  we  looked  back  to  the 
wars  which  this  country  had  undertaken, 
we  might  perhaps  see  some  reason  for  such 
an  apprehension.  Nothing,  indeed,  could 
be  more  humiliating  to  us  than  to  think 
how  utterly  vain  was  all  that  long  war, 
entirely  of  our  own  seeking,  with  France. 
Opinion  remained  still  the  same,  and  all 
the  efforts  we  had  made  to  coerce  opinion 
proved  wholly  futile.     In  a  certain  public 
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journal  of  great  weight,  this  Motion  of  his 
non.  Friend's  had  been  attacked  as  Uto- 
pian  and  ridiculous.  He  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  quoting  from  newspapers,  but,  in 
this  instance,  he  wished  to  answer  the 
Times  by  itself ;  for  it  was  too  bad  to  be 
made  a  convert  of  one  day,  and  then  have 
your  principles  denounced  as  Utopian  the 
next.  In  the  year  1846  the  Times  said: — 

'*  Above  all,  there  is  one  achievement  before  us, 
without  which  every  other  must  be  insecure  and  of 
questionable  value.  It  remains  for  the  most  power- 
ful, the  bravest,  and  the  freest  people  of  the  globe 
to  proclaim  and  establish  the  virtue  and  beauty, 
the  holiness  and  necessity,  of  universal  peace ;  and 
that  they  will  proclaim  it  in  due  time,  we  enter- 
tain no  doubt.  It  has  already  occurred  to  the 
thinking  masses  of  this  great  country,  notwith- 
standing the  humanising  creed  which  we  profess, 
the  civUisation  that  we  boast,  and  the  increased 
intelligence  of  all  classes  of  the  population,  that 
the  ferocity  of  warfare  is  as  brutal  to-day  as  in 
the  remotest  times  of  savage  ignorance  ;  that  the 
Christian  and  the  heathen  are,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  one  and  the  same  when  they  meet  as 
destroyers  on  the  battle  field  ;  and  that  what  we 
call  the  glorious  victories  of  British  arms,  are 
scarcely  to  be  distinguished  from  the  butcheries 
of  barbarous  ages  that  we  pity,  and  of  more  bar- 
barous fighting  men  whom  we  think  proper  to 
condemn.  And  it  must  be  so.  You  cannot  re- 
deem under  any  circumstances  the  naked  and 
horrid  aspect  of  war,  the  offspring  of  brutality, 
and  civilisation's  adopted  child.  War  in  itself  is 
a  mighty  evil — an  incongruity  in  a  scheme  of  so- 
cial harmony — a  canker  at  the  heart  of  improve- 
ment— a  living  lie  in  a  Christian  land — a  curse  at 
all  times.  We  confess  that  we  regard  with  infi- 
nite satisfaction  every  endeavour,  come  whence  it 
may,  to  destroy  the  supremacy  of  a  cruel  deity 
acknowledged  on  every  ground.  Kings  who 
preach  to  their  subjects  the  advantages  and  sa- 
cred character  of  peace,  are  more  than  kings. 
Men  who  unite  to  promulgate  the  same  doctrine, 
feeble  instruments  though  they  be,  and  liable  to 
ridicule,  claim  respect  for  their  mission." 

In  that  beautifully-written  article,  the  edi- 
tor quietly  said  that  his  hon.  friends  of  the 
Peace  Society,  feeble  though  their  efforts 
might  be,  and  though  men  might  attempt 
to  cast  ridicule  upon  them,  were  neverthe- 
less entitled  to  respect  for  their  exertions; 
and  was  it  to  be  credited  that  in  a  country 
which  had  entered  into  a  crusade  against 
the  slave  trade,  and  against  other  abomi- 
nations, the  furtherance  of  peace  was  not 
to  be  included  amongst  their  philanthropic 
designs,  since  he  hesitated  not  to  say  that 
the  horrors  of  war  exceeded  even  the  hor- 
rors of  the  slave  trade.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of 
Control  had  entertained  the  House  not 
long  since  with  a  recital  of  the  heroic  deeds 
of  our  generals  and  soldiers  in  India.  Let 
the  House  hear  a  letter  on  the  other  side 
of  the  question,  written  by  an  officer,  dated 


February,  1849,  from  General  Gilbert's 
camp : — 

"  Up  to  this  time  not  a  single  shot  had  been 
fired  irom  the  village,  although  the  troop  had 
been  up  to  within  musket  range  of  it.  It  seemed 
to  all  appearance  empty.  Suddenly,  just  as  the 
two  guns  had  got  to  the  left  of  it,  it  seemed  to 
spring  into  life.  From  every  wall  and  hut,  from 
thousands  of  loopholes,  from  the  tops  of  the  houses 
and  trees  in  its  centre,  volleys  of  musketry  were 
poured  at  the  line  ;  it  is  a  wonder  the  two  com- 
panies were  not  annihilated,  which  they  would 
have  been  had  not  the  whole  line  advanced  to 
their  support.  Fordyce's  four  remaining  guns 
went  past  our  right  at  a  gallop  and  unlimbered, 
and  had  scarcely  time  to  pour  in  one  round  of 
grape,  when  we  were  past  him  again.  I  looked 
at  the  village ;  it  seemed  alive,  and  our  men, 
catching  sight  of  the  heads  above  the  walls,  poured 
in  a  volley,  and  rushed  on.  The  left  wing  of  our 
regiment  came  on  the  village,  but  found  there  was 
a  deep  ditch  in  front,  full  of  water.  Before  you 
could  say  Jack  Robinson,  Rifles,  Light,  and  No.  7 
came  round  to  our  side,  and  were  over  the  walla 
in  a  second.  There  were  upwards  of  3,000  men 
in  this  village  ;  and  as  soon  as  they  saw  our  men 
on  the  walls,  they  turned  to  run,  but  their  num- 
bers stopped  them,  for  the  streets  were  very  nar- 
row, and  there  were  horse  and  foot  mixed  up  to- 
gether ;  so  our  men  had  nothing  to  do  but  get 
upon  the  walls  and  shoot  them  like  dogs.  Just 
then,  Boyd  was  struck  by  a  round  shot  in  the  in- 
side of  his  leg,  which  made  him  sick  for  a  mo- 
ment. He,  however,  was  assisted  on  to  the  top 
of  a  house  by  Sergeant  Long  ;  and  he  tells  me  he 
never  could  have  imagined  such  a  sight  as  he  then 
saw.  The  enemy  were  in  thousands  trying  to  es- 
cape, and  our  men  knocking  them  over  like  dogs. 
Their  own  guns,  as  soon  as  they  saw  our  men  in 
the  village,  opened  upon  it,  not  seeming  to  care 
much  about  their  own  troops.  Boyd  tells  me 
there  was  one  yard  which  was  full  of  men,  horse 
and  foot,  and  there  was  only  a  small  door  for  them 
to  get  out  of,  which  was  blocked  up  by  one  of  their 
men  falling  down  in  it.  Our  men  got  round  the 
walls,  and  killed  almost  every  soul  in  it.  •  •  • 
The  most  heartrending  sight  of  the  day  was  one 
I  witnessed  in  a  tent  I  entered.  There,  on  the 
ground,  bleeding  to  death,  lay  a  young  mother. 
Her  leg  had  been  carried  off  by  a  round  shot,  and 
the  jagged  stump  protruded  in  a  ghastly  manner 
through  the  mangled  flesh.  She  held  a  baby  to 
her  breast,  and  as  she  bent  over  it  with  maternal 
anxiety,  all  her  thoughts  seemed  to  be  of  her 
child.  She  appeared  totally  regardless  of  the 
agony  she  must  have  been  suffering,  and  to  think 
of  nothing  but  the  poor  infant  which  was  drawing 
its  nourishment  from  her  failing  breast." 

Those  were  some  of  the  scenes  which  were 
witnessed  on  those  fields  of  glory,  but 
which  were  never  mentioned  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  vote  thanks  to  the  dis- 
tinguished generals  and  officers  engaged — 
against  whom  he  brought  no  charge,  be- 
cause they  only  performed  their  duty, 
though  he  arraigned  the  system  which 
made  it  necessary  to  engage  in  those  ter- 
rible transactions.  He  would  recommend 
two  things  to  be  done  with  the  view  of  les- 
sening the  inducements  to  war.     In  the 
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first  place,  be  would  abolish  the  system  of 
privateering — a  system  which,   whilst  it 
had  tended  to  make  war  popular  amongst 
many  parties  in  this  country,  was  nothing 
less  than  piracy  of  the  very  worst  descrip- 
tion.   It  was  a  system  of  the  grossest  rob- 
bery in  gangs;  and  he  declared  his  con- 
scientious belief  that  no  description  of  rob- 
bery for  which  we  executed  a  man  upon 
the  public  gallows,  exceeded  in  atrocity 
that  system  of  privateering.     Again,  he 
would  abolish  the  system  of  prize-money; 
for  he  believed  that  that  also  was  a  great 
inducement  to  war.    With  regard  to  priva- 
teering, we  had  a  direct  precedent  for  the 
abolition  of  that  system.      There  was  a 
treaty  proposed  to  foreign  countries  by  the 
United  States,  signed  by  three  of  the  most 
eminent  men  the  United  States  ever  saw, 
Adams,  Jefferson,  and  Franklin,  by  which, 
in  any  future  wars  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, the  cultivators  of  the  land,  fishermen, 
merchants,    and   merchantmen   upon    the 
high  seas,  should  bo  protected  from  the 
attacks  of  privateers.     That  proposal  was 
accepted  by  Prussia,  and  was  inserted  in 
the  Prussian  treaty  of  amity  and  commerce 
with  the  United  States.    He  did  not  know 
whether  this  country  had  refused  so  rea- 
sonable an  offer;  but  he  believed  that  it 
had  been  made  to  us,  and  that  wo  had 
rejected  it.     It  was  remarkable  that  the 
President  who  had  proposed  that  treatjr 
was  himself  a  soldier  eminent  in  arms; 
and  that  America,  of  all  countries,  was 
said  to  have  the  greatest  interest  in  pri- 
vateering, on  account  of  the  close  con- 
tiguity of  foreign  colonies  to  her  shores. 
Yet  America  was  the  country  to  propose 
to  this  and  to    other  foreign   Powers    a 
treaty  for  the  abolition  for  ever  of  that 
horrible  system  of  privateering.     He  must 
just  add  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the 
case  which  had  been  cited.     In  the  Maine 
case,  he  believed  that  it  was  proposed  by 
the  United   States  to  submit  the  question 
to  certain  learned  men;  but  that  proposi- 
tion was  entirely  objected  to.     Then  the 
cases  of  the  Vixen,  the  Caroline,  Oregon, 
and  Tahiti,  were  settled  in  the  ordinary 
way.      But  let  him  refer  to  the  Oregon 
for    a    moment.      Directly   that    dispute 
arose,  we  increased  our  armaments;  but 
the  United  States  did  nothing  of  the  kind, 
for  they  had  full  confidence  in  being  able 
to  settle  the  question  by  arbitration  and 
reason.     We  went  to   settle  the  matter 
with  an  armed  force  at  our  back,  and  that 
demonstration,  he  had  no  doubt,  had  in- 
cased the  difficulty  of  such  a  settlement 


being  speedily  arrived  at.      Those 
cases  which  the  noble  Lord  aaid  were  aat- 
ceptible  of  being  settled   by  arbitratioiL 
They  had  been  arranged  in  the  ordinaiy 
way;  but  if  his  hon.  Friend's  propositioii 
had  been  in  for6e,  there  would  have  beea 
no  apprehension  of  war,  and  no  necessity 
to  have  applied  to  that  House  for  increased 
armaments.     He  did  not  see  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Essex  in  his  place; 
but  let  him  say  one  word  as  to  the  sort  of 
tradition  supposed  to  exist  amongst  eons* 
try  gentlemen  with  regard  to  the  effect  of 
war  upon  prices.     That  was  a  point  on 
which  he  believed  the  country  gentlemea 
were  a  little  maligned.     There  might  be, 
perhaps,  a  hot-h^ed  man  here  ana  ihen^ 
who  would  say  at  a  market  ordinary  thsl 
he  wished  we  had  a  good  war  so  as  to 
raise  prices;  but  he  did  not  think  that  that 
was  a  fair  representation  of  the  hmded 
gentry  of  this  country.     He  cautioned  the 
landed  gentry  not  to  be  misled  npon  this 
point,  for  war  could  never  have  the  same 
effect  upon  prices  in  future  that  it  had  had 
hitherto.     The  navigation  laws  were  nov 
repealed,  and,  in  case  of  war  being  de- 
clared,  neutral  ships   could  freely  bring 
corn  to  the  united  kingdom.       Suppose 
war  were  to  arise  between  England  and 
Spain,  or  England  and  Russia,  or  Engbad 
and  the  United  States,  there  would  now 
be  no  barrier  to  the  free  importation  of 
corn.     And,  in  the  second  place,  it  had 
been  laid  down  distinctly,  and  wonld  not 
be  denied,  that  free  ships  made  free  ear- 
goes,  and  that  a  neutral  ship  wonld  have 
a  full  right  to  carry  produce,  except  to  s 
blockaded  port,  into  any  of  the  contendbg 
countries.      If  that  were  so,  they  mig^t 
depend  upon  it  that  any  future  war  wouU 
not  have  that  effect  upon  prices  which  past 
wars  had  had.   He  must  remind  the  Hoose 
also,  that  it  would  be  impossible  in  fntora 
to  increase  our  indirect  taxation,  as  bad 
been  done  hitherto.     If  England  were  to 
fight,  the  property  of  England  would  have 
to  pay  exclusively  for  the  fighting;  and 
they  might  rely  upon  it  that  the  property 
of  England,  being  unable  to  shift  the  bur- 
den upon  other  shoulders,  would  be  slow 
to  embark  in  future  wars.     That  circum- 
stance afforded  another  great  security  for 
peace,  and  was  an  additional  reason  why 
many  would  not  be  backward  in  supporting 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  for  inserting 
into  every  treaty  a  clause  providing  for  the 
settlement  of   national  disputes   without 
reference  to  the  sword.     He  wished  thst 
his  noble  Friend  had  assented  to  this  Mo- 
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tion,  and  had  not  moved  the  previous 
question ;  for,  had  he  taken  Buch  a  course, 
it  would  have  been  a  great  satisfaction, 
and  a  great  example  to  the  world  at  a  time 
when  there  existed  so  much  want  of  know- 
ledge, and  so  small  a  recognition  of  the 
principle  that  international  disputes  ought 
to  be  decided  by  justice  and  not  might. 
If  there  had  existed  a  better  understand- 
ing in  the  world  of  the  true  principles 
which  ought  to  regulate  the  conduct  of 
nations  to  each  other,  we  should  not  have 
witnessed  the  recent  expedition  of  France 
to  Rome— an  expedition  with  which  he 
^as  glad  to  hear  from  his  noble  Friend  the 
Government  of  this  country  had  no  sjm< 
pathy.  We  had  been  suspected  of  having 
given  some  sanction,  direct  or  indirect, 
through  our  Government  to  that  expedi- 
tion— naturally  so,  from  the  persevering 
calmnnies  which  have  been  cast  upon  M. 
Mazzini  and  the  Roman  triumvirate  by 
some  portion  of  the  public  press.  He  had 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  one  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, M.  Mazzini,  and  he  had  read  with 
scorn  and  indignation  the  attacks  made  on 
him.  It  no  doubt  had  thrown  some  sus- 
picion on  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
when  the  public  saw  such  attacks,  and 
there  had  been  no  contradiction.  The 
Government  had  taken  no  step  to  disavow 
any  share  in  the  intervention. 

ViBooUNT  PALMERSTON  observed, 
that  he  had  not  previously  been  asked  for 
any  explanation. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  had  not  stated 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  been  questioned. 
From  the  time  when  the  letters  of  Mazzini 
were  opened,  the  conduct  of  England  had 
been  regarded  with  suspicion,  and  she  had 
been  accused  of  lending  herself  to  the  at- 
tacks on  that  gentleman  and  other  parties. 
In  conclusion,  he  thanked  the  House  for 
the  patience  with  which  it  had  listened  to 
his  rather  discursive  speech. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  commenced  his 
speech  by  saying  that  he  was  exceedingly 
sorry  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  moved 
the  previous  question  on  the  proposition  of 
(he  hon.  Member  opposite;  I  am  sorry  also 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  so  concluded  his 
speech,  but  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  must  permit  me  to  say,  that  if 
he  was  sorry  at  the  conclusion  o  ithe  noble 
liord's  speech,  I  was  exceedingly  grieved 
to  hear  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman from  the  beginning.  There  was 
nothing  in  that  speech  that  in  any  way 
whatever  assisted  the  great  principle  of 
,    VOL.CVI.    {SK} 


my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding;  there  was  a  smallness,  a  littleness^ 
in  the  whole  view  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  took,  which  was 
not  in  accordance  with  the  large  and  gene* 
ral  philanthropy  which  has  given  rise  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding.  Amongst  the  many  speeches 
to  which  I  have  listened  in  Parliament — I 
say  it  without  the  least  desire  to  flatter  the 
noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary — to  none 
have  I  listened  with  such  unmixed  pleasure 
as  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self. The  conclusion,  however,  to  which 
he  came  was,  I  think,  not  justified  by  the 
premises;  but  there  was  throughout  the 
speech  itself  an  enlarged,  general,  and 
statesmanlike  view  of  the  whole  relations 
of  this  country  with  foreign  nations.  There 
was  also  in  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord — 
I  am  not  going  to  say  that  all  the  acts  of 
the  noble  Lord  were  in  accordance  with  his 
speech — there  was  in  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Lord  a  large  spirit  of  benevolence  and 
peace;  he  placed  it  in  the  vanguard  of  all 
he  said;  he  declared  himself  to  be  the  ad« 
vocate  of  peace,  and,  as  far  as  I  could  un-^ 
derstand  the  reasoning  of  the  noble  Lord, 
he  in  every  way  justified  the  statement  in 
relation  to  his  own  policy.  I  am  not  about 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  noble  Lord's 
policy  in  the  various  particular  cases;  all  I 
have  got  to  do  is  to  enter  into  a  considera* 
tion  of  his  argument  with  respect  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding,  and  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  if 
the  decision  to  which  he  has  come*^whioh, 
he  will  forgive  me  for  saying,  was  an  eva* 
sion  of  the  question — was  worthy  the  noble 
commencement  of  his  speech.  What  was 
it?  I  should  have  supposed  it  to  be  a 
most  admirable  defence  of  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  must  have  felt  that 
his  proposition  was  going,  by  the  feelings 
of  mankind,  in  the  right  direction;  that  he 
had  no  anticipation  that  the  proposal  he 
was  making  would  avoid  every  possible 
evil,  but  that  he  was  about  to  give  the 
sanction  of  this  House  and  of  this  country 
to  a  great  principle  of  international  law. 
I  take  that  to  have  been  the  sole  object  of 
my  hon.  Friend  in  his  proposition.  I  do 
not  approve  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  giving  us  an  exhibition,  as  he 
would  have  done  in  Exeter-hall  of  the  dan- 
gers and  horrors  of  war, — pointing  out  how 
a  woman  suffered,  and  how  a  chUd  at  her 
breast  suffered  misery.  Why,  Sir,  we  all 
acknowledge  the  misery  of  war.  There  is 
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Bot  one  of  m  that  is  not  jost  as  much  alire 
Aft  the  right  hen.  GentkniAn   to  all  the 
atrocities  to  which  var  of  neeessitj  leads 
Bankiiid.     We  onlj  ask  onrsekes  if  there 
be  MBj  mode  vhich  rational  civilised  man 
can  adopt  which  shall  aroid  the  horrors 
which  we  all  of  us  acknowledge.     Ton  do 
not  aid  our  deliheratkms  bj  confusing  us, 
hr  ftppljiog  to  our  sentiments  of  compas- 
non«     If  J  compassion  is  just  as  alive  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Member,  bnt  I  wish 
to  pot  that  entirel J  ont  of  riew  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  and  keep  mj  mind  clear  on 
the  consideration  of  this  question,  not  heated 
on  the  one  hand  bj  individual  misery,  nor 
excited  on  the  other  bj  national  antipathies. 
I  have  to  deal  with  a  question  of  great 
difficulty  submitted  to  us  all,  and  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  if  he 
would  not  hare  read  a  more  solemn  lesson 
to  nations  at  large  if  he  had  affirmed  the 
proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend  than  by  en- 
deaTouring  to  evade  it  as  he  has  done  ?     I 
appeal  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  ask  him 
whether  it  would  not  be  much  wiser,  more 
beneficent,  much  bolder,  and  therefore  the 
much  easier  course,  to  affirm  the  resolu- 
tion?    That  is  my  belief.     I  believe  he 
would  have  given  to  mankind  a  good  les- 
son, and  it  is  on  that  ground  that  I  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding.     I  have  no 
bdief  that  war  is  immediately  to  cease.     I 
have  no  Utopian  notions  that  mankind  is 
immediatdy  to  assemble  together,  and  all 
be  rational  beings.     Why,  Sir,  my  deal- 
ings with  this  House  cannot  lead  nie  to 
that  conclusion.     I   do   not    expect  that 
mankind  are  about  to  cease  from  war.     I 
do  not  expect  that  the  passions  of  unedu- 
cated men  will  at  once  be  submitted  to 
reason,  but  I  do  say  that  most  educated 
classes  in  the  country  have  laid  down  a 
rule  for  themselves,  and  have  asked  others, 
the   most   educated  of  other  nations,  to 
adopt  that  rule.     We  take  the  best  means 
which  our  imperfect  nature  permits  us  to 
adopt  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  those 
dire  evils  to  which  our  imperfect  nature 
subjects   us.      What   is   the  proposition? 
The  hon.   Member  for  the  West  Riding 
says  there  are  many  difficulties,  many  dis- 
putes that   anse  between  nations.     Now 
let  us,  standing  on  the  very  vanguard  of 
civilised  nations,  say  to  the  rest  of  man- 
kind, we  are  willing  to  forego  all  the  ad- 
vantages which  our  great  strength  gives 
us;  we  are  willing  to  forego  all  the  great 
and  necessary  superiority  which  our  power 
and  skill  confer  upon  us;  we,  who  of  all 


the  nations  on  the  earth,  m  ^ha 
state  of  the  knowledge  of  mnalrTii,  maj 
be  considered  to  be  most  free  fiooi  ■wewlt^ 
with  all  our  strength  aad  power,  aie  the 
first  to  forego  all  tbew  aivaatagjBe,  and 
to  ask  mankind  to  lettle  l^  mm  eppeel  fte 
reason,  and  to  cntirdy  Asieftanstad  yer- 
ties,  any  question  that  ni^  ame  betwettt 
us  and'other  nations.  That  is  the  tela 
proposition  of  mj  boa.  Piieod.  And  jitt 
see  how  that  is  met  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  says,  **  I  fed  the  strength  of  yoor  pra- 
positi<Ni.  I  acknowledge  the  Tsliie  of  the 
principle  which  yon  support,  bnt  I  think 
there  is  danger  with  respect  to  our  interests, 
and  therefore  I  do  not  negative  joor  propo- 
sition ;*' and  then  the  noUe  Loidproceedea  to 
do  that  which  he  wiQ  permit  me  to  saj  I  have 
never  seen  done  in  this  Hoose,  and  nerer 
known  done  in  the  history  of  this  Hoose, 
but  under  circumstances  in  which  pefaons 
who  have  moved  the  previous  qnestimi  have 
been  ashamed  of  putting  the  qaasliun, 
[Lord  PALXKasTOS :  *'Xo  !**]  What  ia  the 
meaning  of  the  previoos  qaestion?  It  says 
to  the  House,  this  question  in  reality  is 
true,  the  principle  which  you  affirm  is  true, 
(and  the  noble  Lord  felt  this  difficult  when 
he  made  the  explanalioB,)  but  this  is  haidly 
applicable,  and  I  _  * 

previous  question.  The  prerifNB  i_ 
admits  the  principle,  but  says  this  is  not 
the  proper  time  to  affirm  it;  and  that  is  the 
meaning  of  the  previous  question.  Now, 
I  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  this  b  not  jost  the 
time  to  affirm  the  proposition  of  mj  hon. 
Friend  ?  Let  us  look  at  the  sUte  of  the 
world,  and  see  if  this  is  not  just  the  time 
to  affirm  the  proposition.  ReooUeet  that 
the  noble  Lord  admits  the  principle,  and 
all  that  he  asks  the  House  to  determine  is 
that  this  is  not  the  time  to  affirm  this  true 
principle;  but  he  never  states  why  it  is  not 
the  time.  I  am  about  to  discuss  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord  himself.  I  am 
not  about  to  discuss  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  accept  the  truth  of  the 
principle,  as  he  has  done,  and  I  am  about 
to  fix  the  noble  Lord  to  the  point  he  has 
raised,  by  moving  the  previous  question, 
whether  or  not  this  is  a  good  time  to  admit 
a  principle  which  he  has  acknowledged  to 
be  true.  Recollect,  I  am  not  to  be  arivea 
from  the  proposition,  and  I  fix  the*  noUe 
Lord  to  that.  I  see  that  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London,  feds 
the  force  of  what  I  am  saying;  he  riiakes 
his  head;  he  objects  to  placing  it  on  that 
ground,  but  I  want  to  know  how  the  noUe 
Lord  will  get  out  of  the  difficulty!  He  feela 
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it  as  well  as  I  do  at  this  moment.  I  can 
see  the  side  play  as  well  as  the  open  plaj, 
and  I  know  that  the  noble  Lord,  from  his 
knowledge  of  Parliamentary  tactics,  is  the 
first  clearly  to  understand  the  position  in 
which  he  is  placed.  1  want  to  know  if 
this  be  not  the  time  to  afBrm  the  general 
proposition?  What  is  the  proposition? 
We  acknowledge,  as  I  have  already  said, 
the  evils  of  war;  we  acknowledge  the  ten- 
dencies of  mankind,  their  ignorance,  their 
prejudices,  their  passions,  their  desire  to  go 
to  violence  and  force  rather  than  to  arbi- 
tration. We  know  that  every  now  and 
then  nations  and  individuals  lose  their  tem- 
per and  appeal  to  arms,  instead  of  common 
sense,  to  decide  their  differences.  I  will 
take  a  case  which  the  noble  Lord  is  fami- 
liar with;  he  has  mentioned  it  particularly 
to-day;  let  us  take  for  example  the  instance 
of  the  Caroline,  which  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  wisely  took,  in  support  of  the  propo- 
sition. The  case  of  the  Caroline  was  pe- 
culiarly the  case  of  a  nation,  or  part  of  a 
nation,  losing  its  temper.  The  Government 
of  the  United  States  never  lost  its  temper. 
The  Government  was  in  unison  with  our 
country,  and  both  Governments  knew  com- 
pletely that  this  was  just  one  of  those  diffi- 
culties  arising  between  two  sections  of  their 
own  nations;  but  the  two  Governments,  if 
left  to  themselves,  would  have  no  difficulty 
in  arranging  the  matter.  Then,  says  the 
noble  Lord,  that  is  peculiarly  the  case 
which  shows  that  the  arbitration  of  appeal 
to  a  third  party  would  have  been  exceed- 
ingly unwise.  1  do  not  say  that  you  did 
not  arrive  at  the  proper  conclusion  by  di- 
plomacy, but  I  do  say  this,  that  that  is  not 
a  case  to  be  brought  against  my  hon.  Friend 
as  a  proof  that  diplomacy  was  right  and 
that  arbitration  was  wrong.  That  was 
peculiarly  a  case  in  which  you  would  have 
had  no  difficulty  if  you  could  have  submit- 
ted it  to  a  third  party.  But  then,  says 
the  noble  Lord,  arbitration  has  been  em- 
ployed between  England  and  that  nation 
which  is  at  this  moment  exhibiting  to  the 
world  the  wonderful  phenomenon  of  a  self- 
governed  people.  Now,  as  that  country 
had  a  dispute  with  us,  it  was  referred  to 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  who  gave  his 
decision  in  our  favour.  I  am  delighted  to 
see  the  movements  of  the  noble  Lord — the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord's  hat,  like  Lord 
Burleigh's  nod,  expresses  a  great  deal. 
What  was  the  result  of  the  decision  of  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  ?  America  ob- 
jected to  it,  and  so  did  we.  They  neither 
of  them  liked  the  decision;  but  the  Ame- 


ricans took  the  initiative  in  the  objection, 
and  now  the  noble  Lord  threw  out  as  an 
objection  to  them,  that  they  rendered  the 
arbitration  null.  We  both  of  us  were  ready 
to  repudiate  it. 

Lord  PALMERSTON:    No,    we  ac- 
cepted the  decision. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  Yes,  but  I  do  not 
say  why  we  accepted  it;  I  rather  suspect 
we  did  it  because  the  United  States  said 
they  would  not.  Is  that  any  objection  to 
arbitration?  Not  at  all.  It  is  an  objec- 
tion to  the  conduct  of  nations  that  will  not 
submit  themselves  to  arbitration.  I  know 
that  the  sword  is  the  last  resort  of  all  na- 
tions, and  there  is  no  possibility  to  avoid 
the  necessity,  if  the  necessity  comes;  but 
what  I  want  is  to  set  the  example  of  the 
proposition  to  all  nations,  that  we  shall  as 
much  as  possible  avoid  the  necessity  of  war. 
It  is  nonsense  to  tell  trs  this  is  foolish  Uto- 
pian expectation.  I  do  not  believe  wars  are 
to  cease  at  all,  and  if  the  noble  Lord  were 
to  admit  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  do  not  believe  we  should  have  any 
less  chance  of  war  amongst  less  instructed 
people;  but  I  do  believe  that  by  the  gra- 
dual influence  of  the  instructed  and  more 
civilised  mode  of  settling  disputes,  we 
should  induce  other  nations  to  come  into 
our  views  of  the  policy  of  mankind.  But 
let  us  appeal  to  what  mankind  have  done 
among  the  nations  of  old.  In  Greece  it 
was  the  practice  to  kill  their  prisoners  of 
war.  If  any  one  went  in  those  days  to  an 
Archon  of  Athens,  or  an  Ephor  of  Sparta, 
and  have  asked  him  to  spare  his  prison- 
er's life,  he  would  have  been  met  by  the 
clamour  of  the  whole  Athenian  Demos,  or 
the  indignation  of  the  Laconian  people. 
But  there  was  an  improvement  in  that  re- 
spect. The  nations  had  arrived  at  a  fur- 
ther stage  of  civilisation — without  arbitra- 
tion, as  an  hon.  Member  observed,  cer- 
tainly,— ^but  was  that  any  reason  why  they 
should  not  take  the  next  step  ?  When  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  ad- 
duced the  horrors  of  the  Indian  war  as 
proof  or  authority  on  this  question,  he 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  laughed  at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument.  It  could  not  pro- 
duce any  effect  on  the  mind  of  any  one  in 
the  House,  and  it  ought  not  to  produce 
any  effect  on  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Would  it  not  be  well,  instead  of  dwell- 
ing on  such  topics  as  these,  to  see  whe- 
ther they  could  not  make  the  reason  of 
mankind  its  arbiter  instead  of  its  force  ? 
Why,  did  we  laugh  or  lament  that  Vattell 
and  Puffendorf  and  Grotius  had  no  influ^ 
E2 
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checking  the  means  of  doing  that  good 
which  he  himself  had  taken  pride  in  having 
done.  Whether  it  was  to  he  effected  hy 
mediation  or  arhitration,  all  his  hon.  Friend 
wanted  was  to  prevent  war,  and  which, 
seeing  the  influence  we  possessed  amongst 
nations,  he  thought  we  might  occasionally 
do.  His  noble  Friend,  in  reply  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding, 
said,  that  of  late  years  great  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  art  of  settling  quarrels 
without  war;  that  during  the  last  twenty 
years  many  quarrels  had  been  settled  by 
mediation,  which  would  formerly  have  had 
to  be  settled  by  force  of  arms.  If  his  noble 
Friend  was  correct  in  that,  as  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  believed  him  to  be,  how  did  he  and 
his  Colleagues  reconcile  with  it  the  keeping 
up  now  of  a  larger  military  establishment 
than  when  nothing  short  of  war  would  have 
settled  the  disputes  to  which  he  referred  ? 
Either  they  did  not  speak  honestly  what 
they  thought,  or  they  were  acting  incon- 
sistently with  their  opinions  and  declara- 
tions. He  was  very  glad  to  hear  that  Europe 
and  the  rulers  of  Europe  were  now  more 
disposed  to  listen  to  reason  and  the  princi- 
ples of  justice  than  in  former  days.  The 
inference  he  drew  from  that  was,  that, 
standing  as  we  did  in  the  enviable  position 
of  being  in  no  danger  from  invasion,  we 
were  the  very  country  that  ought  to  set 
the  example  of  lessening  the  incentives  to 
war,  by  lessening  our  war  establishment. 
He  would  exemplify  his  idea  upon  that 
point.  In  1844,  when  a  trifling  dispute 
arose  between  an  Englishman  holding  the 
joint  situation  of  missionary  and  consul, 
and  a  French  naval  officer,  instead  of  set- 
tling it  by  a  commission  of  arbitration,  or 
by  mediation  as  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend's  resolution — instead  of  English  and 
French  meeting  cordially  and  quietly  set- 
tling the  dispute,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  came  down  to  that  House,  and 
declared  that  it  was  necessary  to  increase 
our  naval  force  because  the  French  had  in- 
creased theirs;  and  accordingly  an  expense 
of  nearly  1,000,000?.  was  incurred  in  order 
to  fortify  the  whole  south-eastern  coast  of 
England  through  fear  of  that  dispute  not 
being  amicably  settled.  If  his  hon.  Friend's 
resolution  had  been  passed  before  that  time, 
they  might  have  avoided  all  that  expense. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  too,  upon 
that  occasion,  defended  the  amount  of  the 
estimates,  upon  the  erroneous  ground  of 
being  prepared  for  war.  We  had  actually 
prepared  for  war,  and  by  that  preparation 
risked  a  war;  which  risk,  and  the  expense 


it  incurred,  might  have  been  ayoided  if  the 
system  proposed  by  his  hon*  Friend  lud 
then  been  in  operation.  Take  the  ease  4d 
the  United  Spates.  Ahout  l»000,000t.  mm 
added  to  the  naval  expense  in  eonaoycB 
of  the  threats  held  out  on  the  aubject  qKIImi 
disputed  boundary*  During  a  long  Par- 
liamentary life  that  was  the  only  oecaaion 
upon  which  he  ever  approved  of  the  pre- 
posterous armament  required  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  and  then  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth.  He  did  so,  be- 
cause he  conceived  there  was  a  dispontion 
on  the  part  of  America  to  bnllj  and  tram- 
ple on  us;  and  that  the  only  way  to  meet 
that  disposition  was  by  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  But  when  Lord  Ash- 
burton  was  sent  out  as  a  commissioner,  he» 
with  Mr.  Webster,  settled  the  dispute; 
and  so  praiseworthy  did  he  think  his  o(Hi- 
duct,  that,  in  opposition  to  the  o{»nion  of 
the  Minister  of  the  day,  he  moved  that  the 
thanks  of  the  House  be  given  to  him,  be- 
cause he  thought  they  should  honour  those 
who  promoted  peace  as  well  as  those  who 
successfully  conducted  a  war.  Lord  Ash- 
burton  told  him  that  he  had  exercised  his 
own  discretion  upon  some  points  where  he 
thought  the  interests  of  the  country  re- 
quired it;  and  he  believed  that  no  man  in 
the  country  could  have  effected  a  settle- 
ment of  that  dispute,  unless  he  had  exer- 
cised a  discretion.  Just  see  what  were 
the  consequences  of  war.  Whenerer  re- 
ference was  made  in  the  House  to  the 
enormous  load  of  taxation,  the  noble  Lord 
asked,  would  they  meddle  with  the  national 
debt  ? — would  they,  by  reducing  taxation, 
risk  the  public  credit?  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  never  let  fall  a  phrase  that  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  national  honour  and  the  na- 
tional faith.  He  believed  that  a  breach  of 
the  national  faith  would  be  attended  with 
the  most  disastrous  consequences.  He 
looked  to  other  modes  of  relieving  the 
taxation  of  the  country.  He  bdieved  that 
timely  concession  on  the  principle  of  com- 
mon justice  to  our  fellow-countrymen  in 
our  American  colonies  might  have  pre- 
vented the  whole  of  the  differences  which 
took  place  between  those  colonies  and  the 
mother  country.  There  was  an  addition 
of  120,000,000^.  to  the  national  debt  on 
account  of  the  American  war,  which 
would  be  a  millstone  about  our  neck  as 
long  as  we  retained  our  national  honour* 
20,000,000^.  were  added  on  account  d 
the  French  war.  At  this  moment  we 
were  paying  between  28»000,0(X)L 
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29,000,000Z.  of  interest  on  a  debt  con- 
tracted solely  for  the  support  of  unneces- 
ear  J  wars.  This  was  a  source  of  suffering 
to  every  individual  in  the  community. 
Hence  every  step  that  could  be  taken  to 
diminish  the  possibility  of  war  ought  to  be 
readily  taken  by  the  Government  of  this 
country.  In  the  course  of  this  debate  there 
had  been  no  argument  whatever  against 
the  Motion;  and  he  conceived  the  argu- 
ment in  its  favour  would  convince  the 
public  at  large  of  the  immense  evil  in- 
flicted on  the  country  by  war. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  had  hoped 
that  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  been  so  clear  and  explicit  on  this  sub- 
ject that  he  would  not  have  been  liable  to 
misconstruction  as  to  the  sentiments  which 
he  expressed  to  the  House.  But  I  find, 
Sir,  that  those  who  have  followed  him,  in- 
stead of  answering  his  arguments,  instead 
of  addressing  themselves  to  his  objections, 
have  totally  misconceived  the  nature  of 
those  objections,  and,  as  I  think,  also  the 
purpose  of  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
My  right  hon.  Fridnd  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester has  thought  it  necessary  to  state 
his  opinions  at  large  with  respect  to  the 
evils  of  war.  With  respect  to  these  evils 
there  is  no  question  whatever  in  this 
House.  No  party  in  this  House  will  stand 
up  and  say  that  war  is  a  good  in  itself — 
that  the  bloodshed  which  it  causes  is  a 
blessing  to  the  country,  or  that  the  taxes 
which  it  imposes  produce  wealth  or  con- 
tent. No  party  maintains  any  such  para- 
doxes; and,  therefore,  the  greater  part  of 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was 
inapplicable  to  the  present  debate.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last,  miscon- 
ceiving likewise,  as  I  imagine,  the  question 
before  us,  says  that  the  question  before  us 
18,  whether  by  arbitration  or  by  negotia- 
tion we  ought  not  to  prevent  war  ?  Now, 
Sir,  that  is  not  the  question  before  the 
House,  because  on  that  point  likewise  we 
are  all  agreed.  Whether  by  negotiation,^ 
or  whether  in  certain  cases,  if  arbitration 
be  advisable,  that  means  should  be  taken 
to  prevent  war — on  that  point  we  are  all 
entirely  as  one.  And  I  think  we  may 
point  to  the  history  of  the  present  genera- 
tion in  proof  of  the  assertion  that  we  have 
assiduously  endeavoured  to  prevent  war, 
and  that  chiefly  by  negotiation  ;  which, 
however,  is  not  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding,  or  the  question  before  us.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex, 


indeed,  charges  certain  Members  of  this 
House  with  instigating  the  war  of  1793; 
and  I  am  not  quite  sure  if  he  would  not 
accuse  some  part  of  us  with  fomenting  the 
American  war.  But  the  real  fact  is  with 
regard  to  the  present  generation.  I  think, 
taking  the  different  Governments  that  have 
succeeded  each  other,  that  we  have  been 
remarkably  free  from  blame  on  the  ground 
of  forwardness  in  promoting  the  evils  of 
war.  Consider  the  various  questions  that 
we  have  had  pending  with  great  and 
powerful  nations  of  the  world  —  ques- 
tions that  have  been  alluded  to  in  the 
course  of  this  night  —  the  question  of 
the  Vixen,  with  respect  to  Russia  — 
the  questions  of  the  Maine  boundary,  of 
Oregon,  of  the  Caroline,  and  Mr.  M'Leod, 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  of 
America  —  the  question  with  respect  to 
Syria,  and  the  Pritchard  indemnity,  with 
respect  to  France.  All  these  were  ques- 
tions exciting  in  themselves,  and  provoked 
at  the  time  great  popular  feeling  both  in 
this  country  and  in  the  nations  that  had 
to  settle  and  arrange  these  questions  con- 
jointly with  us.  And  yet,  under  the  diffe- 
rent Governments  that  had  succeeded  each 
other — withoiit  saying  that  the  one  was 
more  pacific  or  more  inclined  for  war  than  the 
other — all  these  separate  questions  have 
been  met  and  discussed,  and  decided;  the 
danger  of  war  has  passed  over,  and  with 
the  nations  then  in  contest  with  us  amity 
was  restored.  That  is  a  proof,  then,  that 
we  do  not  require  any  lesson  from  this 
House  with  regard  to  the  necessity,  the 
humanity,  and  the  policy  of  preserving 
peace.  But,  in  the  next  place,  I  say  that 
it  so  happens  that  in  almost  every  case,  if 
not,  indeed,  in  every  one  of  these  cases, 
peace  has  been  preserved,  not  by  the 
method  of  arbitration,  but  by  the  old 
method  of  negotiation  directly  between 
the  Powers  concerned.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  spoke  last  adverts  to  the  case  of  Lord 
Ashburton  and  Mr.  Webster.  Lord  Ash- 
burton  was  not  a  commissioner  according 
to  the  mode  of  arbitration,  but  a  negotiator 
sent  with  powers  from  this  country,  in  the 
ordinary  way,  to  treat  with  Mr.  Webster; 
and  by  regular  treaty,  signed  by  them, 
with  full  powers,  without  the  appointment 
of  an  umpire  or  arbitrator,  the  matter  in 
dispute  was  settled  amicably.  It  is  not 
necessary,  therefore,  to  come  to  any  deci- 
sion with  respect  to  a  new  mode  of  settling 
quarrels  between  this  and  other  nations, 
because  by  the  methods  already  in  force 
we  have  been  successfully  arranging  many 
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checking  the  means  of  doing  that  good 
which  he  himself  had  taken  pride  in  having 
done.  Whether  it  was  to  he  effected  hy 
mediation  or  arhitration,  all  his  hon.  Friend 
wanted  was  to  prevent  war,  and  which, 
seeing  the  influence  we  possessed  amongst 
nations,  he  thought  we  might  occasionally 
do.  His  noble  Friend,  in  reply  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding, 
said,  that  of  late  years  great  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  art  of  settling  quarrels 
without  war;  that  during  the  last  twenty 
years  many  quarrels  had  been  settled  by 
mediation,  which  would  formerly  have  had 
to  be  settled  by  force  of  arms.  If  his  noble 
Friend  was  correct  in  that,  as  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  believed  him  to  be,  how  did  he  and 
his  Colleagues  reconcile  with  it  the  keeping 
up  now  of  a  larger  military  establishment 
than  when  nothing  short  of  war  would  have 
settled  the  disputes  to  which  he  referred  ? 
Either  they  did  not  speak  honestly  what 
they  thought,  or  they  were  acting  incon- 
sistently with  their  opinions  and  declara- 
tions. He  was  very  glad  to  hear  that  Europe 
and  the  rulers  of  Europe  were  now  more 
disposed  to  listen  to  reason  and  the  princi- 
ples of  justice  than  in  former  days.  The 
inference  he  drew  from  that  was,  that, 
standing  as  we  did  in  the  enviable  position 
of  being  in  no  danger  from  invasion,  we 
were  the  very  country  that  ought  to  set 
the  example  of  lessening  the  incentives  to 
war,  by  lessening  our  war  establishment. 
He  would  exemplify  his  idea  upon  that 
point.  In  1844,  when  a  trifling  dispute 
arose  between  an  Englishman  holding  the 
joint  situation  of  missionary  and  consul, 
and  a  French  naval  officer,  instead  of  set- 
tling it  by  a  commission  of  arbitration,  or 
by  mediation  as  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend's  resolution — instead  of  English  and 
French  meeting  cordially  and  quietly  set- 
tling the  dispute,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  came  down  to  that  House,  and 
declared  that  it  was  necessary  to  increase 
our  naval  force  because  the  French  had  in- 
creased theirs;  and  accordingly  an  expense 
of  nearly  1,000,000?.  was  incurred  in  order 
to  fortify  the  whole  south-eastern  coast  of 
England  through  fear  of  that  dispute  not 
being  amicably  settled.  If  his  hon.  Friend's 
resolution  had  been  passed  before  that  time, 
they  might  have  avoided  all  that  expense. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  too,  upon 
that  occasion,  defended  the  amount  of  the 
estimates,  upon  the  erroneous  ground  of 
being  prepared  for  war.  We  had  actually 
prepared  for  war,  and  by  that  preparation 
risked  a  war;  which  risk»  and  the  expense 


it  incurred,  might  have  been  avoided  if  the 
system  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  liad 
then  been  in  operation.  Take  ihe  euBbJoi 
the  United  Stotes.  Ahout  1,000,0001.  ^ 
added  to  the  naval  expense  in  con 
of  the  threats  held  out  on  the  Bubjectl 
disputed  boundary.  During  a  long  Paiv 
liamentary  life  that  was  the  only  oecauon 
upon  which  he  ever  approved  of  the  pre* 
posterous  armament  required  bj  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country,  and  then  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth.  He  did  so,  be- 
cause he  conceived  there  was  a  dieposition 
on  the  part  of  America  to  bnllj  and  tram- 
ple on  us;  and  that  the  only  way  to  meet 
that  disposition  was  by  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  But  when  L<ffd  Ash- 
burton  was  sent  out  as  a  commissioner,  he, 
with  Mr.  Webster,  settled  the  dispute; 
and  so  praiseworthy  did  he  think  Ins  con^ 
duct,  that,  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Minister  of  the  day,  he  moored  that  the 
thanks  of  the  House  be  given  to  him,  be- 
cause he  thought  they  should  honour  those 
who  promoted  peace  as  well  as  those  who 
successfully  conducted  a  war.  Lord  Ash- 
burton  told  him  that  he  had  exercised  his 
own  discretion  upon  some  points  where  he 
thought  the  interests  of  the  country  re- 
quired it;  and  he  believed  that  no  man  in 
the  country  could  have  effected  a  settle- 
ment of  that  dispute,  unless  he  had  exer- 
cised a  discretion.  Just  see  what  were 
the  consequences  of  war.  Whenever  re- 
ference was  made  in  the  House  to  the 
enormous  load  of  taxation,  the  noble  Lord 
asked,  would  they  meddle  with  the  national 
debt  ? — would  they,  by  reducing  taxation, 
risk  the  public  credit?  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  never  let  fall  a  phrase  that  was  not  ia 
favour  of  the  national  honour  and  the  na- 
tional faith.  He  believed  that  a  breseh  o£ 
the  national  faith  would  he  attended  wiA 
the  most  disastrous  consequenoes.  He 
looked  to  other  modes  of  relierinff  the 
taxation  of  the  country.  He  belieTed  tiist 
timely  concession  on  the  principle  of  com- 
mon justice  to  our  feUow^countrymen  in 
our  American  colonies  might  haye  pre- 
vented the  whole  of  the  differences  imA 
took  place  between  those  colonies  and  the 
mother  country.  There  was  an  additioK 
of  120,000,000^.  to  the  national  debt  on 
account  of  the  American  war,  whidi 
would  be  a  millstone  about  our  neck  as 
long  as  we  retained  our  national  honour. 
20,000,000^  were  added  on  account  of 
the  French  war.  At  this  moment  we 
were  paying  between  28,000,0001.  JUid 
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29,000,000Z.  of  interest  on  a  debt  con- 
tracted  solely  for  the  support  of  unneces- 
sary wars.  This  was  a  source  of  suffering 
to  every  individual  in  the  community. 
Hence  every  step  that  could  be  taken  to 
diminish  the  possibility  of  war  ought  to  be 
readily  taken  by  the  Government  of  this 
country.  In  the  course  of  this  debate  there 
had  been  no  argument  whatever  against 
the  Motion;  and  he  conceived  the  argu- 
ment in  its  favour  would  convince  the 
public  at  large  of  the  immense  evil  in- 
flicted on  the  country  by  war. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  had  hoped 
that  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  been  so  clear  and  explicit  on  this  sub- 
ject that  he  would  not  have  been  liable  to 
misconstruction  as  to  the  sentiments  which 
he  expressed  to  the  House.  But  I  find, 
Sir,  that  those  who  have  followed  him,  in- 
stead of  answering  his  arguments,  instead 
of  addressing  themselves  to  his  objections, 
have  totally  misconceived  the  nature  of 
those  objections,  and,  as  I  think,  also  the 

Surpose  of  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
[y  right  hon.  Fridnd  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester has  thought  it  necessary  to  state 
his  opinions  at  large  with  respect  to  the 
evils  of  war.  With  respect  to  these  evils 
there  is  no  question  whatever  in  this 
House.  No  party  in  this  House  will  stand 
up  and  say  that  war  is  a  good  in  itself — 
that  the  bloodshed  which  it  causes  is  a 
blessing  to  the  country,  or  that  the  taxes 
which  it  imposes  produce  wealth  or  con- 
tent. No  party  maintains  any  such  para- 
doxes; and,  therefore,  the  greater  part  of 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was 
inapplicable  to  the  present  debate.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last,  miscon- 
ceiving likewise,  as  I  imagine,  the  question 
before  us,  says  that  the  question  before  us 
is,  whether  by  arbitration  or  by  negotia- 
tion we  ought  not  to  prevent  war  ?  Now, 
Sir,  that  is  not  the  question  before  the 
House,  because  on  that  point  likewise  we 
are  all  agreed.  Whether  by  negotiation,^ 
or  whether  in  certain  cases,  if  arbitration 
be  advisable,  that  means  should  be  taken 
to  prevent  war — on  that  point  we  are  all 
entirely  as  one.  And  I  think  we  may 
point  to  the  history  of  the  present  genera- 
tion in  proof  of  the  assertion  that  we  have 
assiduously  endeavoured  to  prevent  war, 
and  that  chiefly  by  negotiation  ;  which, 
however,  is  not  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding,  or  the  question  before  us.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex, 


indeed,  charges  certain  Members  of  this 
House  with  instigating  the  war  of  1793; 
and  I  am  not  quite  sure  if  he  would  not 
accuse  some  part  of  us  with  fomenting  the 
American  war.  But  the  real  fact  is  with 
regard  to  the  present  generation.  I  think, 
taking  the  different  Governments  that  have 
succeeded  each  other,  that  we  have  been 
remarkably  free  from  blame  on  the  ground 
of  forwardness  in  promoting  the  evils  of 
war.  Consider  the  various  questions  that 
we  have  had  pending  with  great  and 
powerful  nations  of  the  world  —  ques- 
tions that  have  been  alluded  to  in  the 
course  of  this  night  —  the  question  of 
the  Vixen,  with  respect  to  Russia  — 
the  questions  of  the  Maine  boundary,  of 
Oregon,  of  the  Caroline,  and  Mr.  M'Leod, 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  of 
America  —  the  question  with  respect  to 
Syria,  and  the  Pritchard  indemnity,  with 
respect  to  France.  All  these  were  ques- 
tions exciting  in  themselves,  and  provoked 
at  the  time  great  popular  feeling  both  in 
this  country  and  in  the  nations  that  had 
to  settle  and  arrange  these  questions  con- 
jointly with  us.  And  yet,  under  the  diffe- 
rent Governments  that  had  succeeded  each 
other — witho^t  saying  that  the  one  was 
more  pacific  or  more  inclined  for  war  than  the 
other — all  these  separate  questions  have 
been  met  and  discussed,  and  decided;  the 
danger  of  war  has  passed  over,  and  with 
the  nations  then  in  contest  with  us  amity 
was  restored.  That  is  a  proof,  then,  that 
we  do  not  require  any  lesson  from  this 
House  with  regard  to  the  necessity,  the 
humanity,  and  the  policy  of  preserving 
peace.  But,  in  the  next  place,  I  say  that 
it  so  happens  that  in  almost  every  case,  if 
not,  indeed,  in  every  one  of  these  cases, 
peace  has  been  preserved,  not  by  the 
method  of  arbitration,  but  by  the  old 
method  of  negotiation  directly  between 
the  Powers  concerned.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  spoke  last  adverts  to  the  case  of  Lord 
Ashburton  and  Mr.  Webster.  Lord  Ash- 
burton  was  not  a  commissioner  according 
to  the  mode  of  arbitration,  but  a  negotiator 
sent  with  powers  from  this  country,  in  the 
ordinary  way,  to  treat  with  Mr.  Webster; 
and  by  regular  treaty,  signed  by  them, 
with  full  powers,  without  the  appointment 
of  an  umpire  or  arbitrator,  the  matter  in 
dispute  was  settled  amicably.  It  is  not 
necessary,  therefore,  to  come  to  any  deci- 
sion with  respect  to  a  new  mode  of  settling 
quarrels  between  this  and  other  nations, 
because  by  the  methods  already  in  force 
we  have  been  successfully  arranging  many 
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anns — I  cannot  see  why  in  future  times, 
if  Prussia  and  Denmark,  for  instance, 
have  a  dispute  between  them,  that  they 
will  yet  come  to  think  that  it  is  as  unna- 
tural and  as  barbarous  to  resort  to  arms, 
as  it  was  for  the  town  of  Brussels  to  at- 
tack  Liege,  or  for  the  barons  of  old  to 
wage  their  deadly  feuds  against  each  other. 
I  believe.  Sir,  that  such  results  may  be 
achieved  in  the  gradual  progress  of  civili- 
sation; and  I  believe  that  the  influence  of 
Governments  may  have  much  to  do  in 
bringing  about  such  changes.  I  do  not 
expect  that  that  will  be  rapid  or  immedi- 
ate. What  we  have  seen  last  year  tends 
to  make  us  less  sanguine  as  to  its  coming 
soon.  But  I  do  not  see  why  these  changes 
should  not  be  in  progress.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  influence  of  the  more  powerful 
Governments  should  not  be  used  to  dis- 
courage war  and  to  mediate  between  Powers 
in  the  case  of  disputes,  which,  though 
they  may  have  some  foundation  as  consti- 
tuting a  fair  difference  of  opinion,  are 
really  no  sufficient  cause  to  induce  these 
Powers  to  make  war.  I  am  the  more  con- 
firmed in  that  view,  because,  looking  back 
not  only  upon  the  two  wars  which  had 
been  alluded  to — the  American  and  the 
French  wars — but  looking  back  to  all  the 
wars  that  took  place  during  the  last  cen- 
tury, and  examining  into  the  causes  of 
disputes,  I  do  not  see  any  one  war  which, 
if  tbere  had  been  enough  of  temper  be- 
tween the  different  parties — if  there  had 
been  time  for  consideration  of  the  question 
in  dispute — might  not  have  been  settled 
without  recourse  to  arms,  and  to  those 
wars  from  the  effects  of  which  we  are  still 
suffering.  These  being  my  opinions,  1  do 
not  differ  from  the  general  objects  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding,  nor  do 
I  regret  that  he  has  thought  proper  to 
bring  this  question  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  I  certainly  differ  from  him, 
however  practically  he  may  have  put  the 
question,  when  he  allowed  that,  with  re- 
gard to  pirates  and  barbarous  nations,  it 
could  not  be  adopted.  I  differ  from  him 
as  to  the  policy  of  placing  in  every  treaty 
with  foreign  powers  an  arbitration  clause, 
because  I  believe  that  such  a  clause  would 
not  tend  to  promote  the  object  which  the 
House  has  in  view.  But  with  regard  to 
the  general  object  —  the  maintenance  of 
peace — the  propriety  of  not  even  defend- 
ing our  rights  where  it  is  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  defend  them,  and  where  a 
regard  to  our  honour  is  concerned,  to  seek 
for  reparation  in  an  amicable  spirit,  so  that 


other  nations,  as  proud  and  as  haughty  at 
ourselves,  may  find  it  their  interest  to 
grant  it — so  far  I  agree  with  the  spirit  of 
the  Motion  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made.  I  shall  only  further  refer  to  an 
allegation  made  by  the  hon.  Memher  who 
spoke  last  with  respect  to  the  part  which 
he  supposed  me  to  have  taken  with  regard 
to  the  differences  with  the  United  States 
in  1844.  So  far  from  wishing  to  promote 
differences  on  that  occasion — so  far  from 
wishing  to  carry  these  differences  to  the 
arbitrament  of  war,  I  then  informed  the 
noble  Earl  who  was  at  that  time  Secretaiy 
for  Foreign  Affairs — a  noble  Friend  of 
mme — that  I  was  ready  either  to  attend  m 
the  House,  or  to  abstain  from  attending 
the  House — that  I  was  ready  to  take  any 
part  which  he  might  point  out  to  me  whin 
was  likely  to  prevent  the  then  existing  dis- 
pute from  ending  in  hostilities  hetween  ths 
two  nations.  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  when  he  says  ^t  the  more  se- 
curity we  have  for  peace  the  more  we  in- 
crease our  forces.  I  say  that  is  totally 
different  from  the  fact,  because  in  the  last 
twelve  or  eighteen  months  we  have  reduced 
16,000  men  in  the  Navy,  and  10,000  in 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  colonies  in 
the  Army;  so  that,  instead  of  increasing, 
we  have  been  diminishing  our  forces.  But 
still  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  who  said,  earij  in 
the  debate,  that  he  was  of  opinion,  d 
pacem  velis  para  helium,  I  fully  agree 
with  that  old  maxim.  I  think  we  shoold 
not  lower  our  power  so  as  to  offer  tempta- 
tions to  foreign  Powers  to  attack  us,  but  I 
believe  that,  in  keeping  up  such  a  force  u 
is  absolutely  necessary,  and  not  heyond* 
for  the  purpose  of  our  own  defence,  we 
shall  best  preserve  peace  between  thif 
country  and  other  nations. 

Captain  HARRIS,  at  that  late  hour, 
would  only  observe,  that  he  did  not  tlunk 
the  House  had  done  justice  to  the  practi- 
cal good  sense  of  the  country  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  entertained  this  ICotJoa. 
The  whole  drift  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  and  his  friends,  was  to 
reduce  the  national  defences  to  a  scale  in- 
consistent with  security  for  the  country. 
With  this  object  in  view,  they  had,  for  the 
time,  adopted  the  impracticable  theories  of 
a  few  well-meaning  and  sincere  men,  and 
commenced  an  agitation  which  found  no 
sympathy  in  the  country.  By  whom  was  it 
conducted  ?  Mr.  Elihu  Burritt,  the  apostle 
of  the  peace  movement,  came  down  to 
Christchurch,  the  place  which  he  (GaptaMi 
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entered  into  the  disoussion,  seeing  that  the 
question  involved,  in  the  first  place,  the 
right  of  impressing  on  board  of  American 
sUps,  and  then  came  the  question  whether 
we  could  exercise  the  right  on  board  of 
English  ships,  because  British  subjects 
would  go  on  board  of  American  ships  to 
escape  impressment,  supposing  America  to 
be  a  neutral  country.  The  next  point  in- 
volved in  the  same  question  was,  whether 
this  country  would  abandon  her  claim  to 
call  on  all  her  subjects  in  time  of  war  to 
defend  her  coasts,  and  guard  her  safety 
in  the  hour  of  danger.  These  were  grave 
and  serious  questions,  which,  if  they  ever 
were  to  be  brought  into  a  dispute  again, 
might  be  arranged  by  arbitration.  I  be- 
lieve there  would  be  that  temper,  both  on 
our  part  and  on  the  part  of  any  person 
deputed  by  the  United  States,  which 
would  effect  a  satisfactory  adjustment  of 
such  an  important  matter ;  but  I  think 
that  any  person,  furnished  with  full  powers 
on  our  part,  should  have  his  instructions  so 
drawn  up  as  carefully  to  guard  against  any- 
thing necessary  for  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try being  abandoned  by  any  negotiator 
whom  we  might  appoint.  But  could  we 
allow  a  person  presimied  to  be  indifferent 
to  the  safety  and  independence  of  this 
country,  and  equally  indifferent  to  the  wel- 
fare of  America— could  we  suffer  such  an 
indifferent  and  impartial  person  to  decide 
questions  vitally  affecting  our  safety  and 
position  as  a  nation  ?  Why,  then,  if  that 
be  so,  it  would  be  dangerous  to  have  a 
general  treaty  requiring  all  disputes  with 
America  to  be  settled  by  arbitration. 
Take  another  case.  A  few  years  ago 
Charles  X.  of  France  sent  an  expedition 
to  Algiers.  The  French  Government  was 
asked  whether  it  had  any  intention  of 
making  conquests  there,  and  the  Ambas- 
sador answered  that  certainly  it  had  not  ; 
that  after  they  had  procured  redress  for 
their  injuries,  the  French,  if  they  acquired 
any  territory,  meant  to  have  the  possession 
of  it  decided  by  a  Congress  of  Powers,  and 
not  by  France  alone.  Why,  suppose  we 
had  disputed  the  French  possession  of 
Algiers,  and  had  had  a  treaty  of  arbitra- 
tion with  France  at  the  time  ;  the  arbitra- 
tor, seeing  what  bad  been  the  professions 
of  France,  might  have  decided  that  the 
territory  ought  to  be  given  up,  and  the 
French  army  to  be  withdrawn  from  Al- 
giers. But  does  any  one  believe  that  the 
French  Government,  immediately  on  the 
decision  of  the  arbitrator,  would  have 
abandoned  Algiers,    aod  withdrawn  her 


armies  ?  For  my  part,  I  believe  she  would 
have  done  no  such  thing ;  and  I  believe 
their  Government  would  not  have  been  able, 
on  account  of  the  strong  popular  feeling 
the  step  would  have  excited,  to  adopt  any 
such  course.  And  if  this  country  had 
had  that  question  referred  to  an  arbitra- 
tion, and  had  got  a  decision  in  her  fa- 
vour, that  Algiers  should  be  abandoned  by 
the  French,  would  peace  have  been  thereby 
facilitated  ?  Would  we  not  rather  have 
been  bound  to  see  respect  paid  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  arbitrators,  and  would  we 
have  been  content,  as  we  have  been,  silently 
to  acquiesce  in  the  establishment  of  the 
French  in  that  position  ?  So  that  it  ap- 
pears to  me  far  from  clear  that  the  method 
of  arbitration  would  be  as  efEcacious  in  se- 
curing peace  as  the  system  already  in 
practice.  I  must  also  say  that,  connected 
as  the  nations  of  Europe  are,  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  we  are  destined  to  see  a  con- 
tinuance, a  revival  of  those  wars  which  I 
think  have  been  a  disgrace  to  civilisation, 
to  humanity,  and  to  that  Christianity 
which  the  nations  of  Europe  profess.  In 
looking  back  at  the  history  of  past  times 
in  Europe,  I  perceive  that  there  was  a  time 
when  individuals  sallied  forth  from  their 
castles  and  made  war  on  some  other  chief 
living  some  ten  or  more  miles  distant  from 
the  residence  of  the  assailant  himself.  I 
perceive  that  in  somewhat  later  times  the 
plains  of  Flanders  were  devastated  by  ra« 
pine  and  bloodshed  by  the  frequent  quar- 
rels between  different  small  towns,  and 
that  many  villages,  and  many  cities  even, 
were  destroyed  by  fire  as  the  result  of 
these  contests.  Such  was  the  ancient 
condition  of  Europe;  but  these  hostilities 
have  entirely  ceased  long  ago.  And  if  we 
look  now  to  the  peace  that  has  prevailed 
from  1815  to  184o,  we  shall  find  with  re- 
gard to  those  wars  of  the  middle  ages — of 
the  barons  amongst  themselves — of  chiefs 
and  sovereigns  against  peaceful  cities — 
that  all  these  broils  and  barbarities  have 
disappeared,  and  the  artisan  and  husband- 
man pursue  their  peculiar  trades  and  in- 
dustry in  happy  progress  and  peace.  Sir, 
if  that  change  has  taken  place,  I  cannot 
see  for  myself  why  other  changes  of  a  kin- 
dred character  should  not  occur,  or  that, 
in  consequence  of  similar  progress  in  civi- 
lisation— in  consequence  of  the  growth  of 
the  feeling  that  men  are  bound  to  make 
almost  every  sacrifice  for  the  sake  of 
peace — and  with  a  temper  and  desire  to 
arrange  disputes  by  one  mode  or  another, 
without  having  recourse  to  the  force  of 
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Arms — I  cannot  see  why  in  future  times, 
if  Prussia  and  Denmark,  for  instance, 
have  a  dispute  between  them,  that  they 
will  yet  come  to  think  that  it  is  as  unna- 
tural and  as  barbarous  to  resort  to  arms, 
as  it  was  for  the  town  of  Brussels  to  at- 
tack Liege,  or  for  the  barons  of  old  to 
wage  their  deadly  feuds  against  each  other. 
I  believe,  Sir,  that  such  results  may  be 
achieved  in  the  gradual  progress  of  civili- 
sation; and  I  believe  that  the  influence  of 
Governments  may  have  much  to  do  in 
bringing  about  such  changes.  I  do  not 
expect  that  that  will  be  rapid  or  immedi- 
ate. What  we  have  seen  last  year  tends 
to  make  us  less  sanguine  as  to  its  coming 
soon.  But  I  do  not  see  why  these  changes 
should  not  be  in  progress.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  influence  of  the  more  powerful 
Governments  should  not  be  used  to  dis- 
courage war  and  to  mediate  between  Powers 
in  the  case  of  disputes,  which,  though 
they  may  have  some  foundation  as  consti- 
tuting a  fair  difference  of  opinion,  are 
really  no  sufficient  cause  to  induce  these 
Powers  to  make  war.  I  am  the  more  con- 
firmed in  that  view,  because,  looking  back 
not  only  upon  the  two  wars  which  had 
been  alluded  to — the  American  and  the 
French  wars — but  looking  back  to  all  the 
wars  that  took  place  during  the  last  cen- 
tury, and  examining  into  the  causes  of 
disputes,  I  do  not  see  any  one  war  which, 
if  there  had  been  enough  of  temper  be- 
tween the  different  parties — if  there  had 
been  time  for  consideration  of  the  question 
in  dispute — might  not  have  been  settled 
without  recourse  to  arms,  and  to  those 
wars  from  the  effects  of  which  we  are  still 
suffering.  These  being  my  opinions,  1  do 
not  differ  from  the  general  objects  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding,  nor  do 
I  regret  that  he  has  thought  proper  to 
bring  this  question  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  I  certainly  differ  from  him, 
however  practically  he  may  have  put  the 
question,  when  he  allowed  that,  with  re- 
gard to  pirates  and  barbarous  nations,  it 
could  not  be  adopted.  I  differ  from  him 
as  to  the  policy  of  placing  in  every  treaty 
with  foreign  powers  an  arbitration  clause, 
because  I  believe  that  such  a  clause  would 
not  tend  to  promote  the  object  which  the 
House  has  in  view.  But  with  regard  to 
the  general  object  —  the  maintenance  of 
peace — the  propriety  of  not  even  defend- 
ing our  rights  where  it  is  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  defend  them,  and  where  a 
regard  to  our  honour  is  concerned,  to  seek 
for  reparation  in  an  amicable  spirit,  so  that 


other  nations,  as  proud  and  as  haughty  as 
ourselves,  may  find  it  their  interest  to 
grant  it — so  far  I  agree  with  the  spirit  of 
the  Motion  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made.  I  shall  only  further  refer  to  an 
allegation  made  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  last  with  respect  to  the  part  which 
he  supposed  me  to  have  taken  with  regard 
to  the  differences  with  the  United  States 
in  1844.  So  far  from  wishing  to  promote 
differences  on  that  occasion — so  far  from 
wishing  to  carry  these  differences  to  the 
arbitrament  of  war,  I  then  informed  the 
noble  Earl  who  was  at  that  time  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs — a  noble  Friend  of 
mine — that  I  was  ready  either  to  attend  in 
the  House,  or  to  abstain  from  attending 
the  House — that  I  was  ready  to  take  any 
part  which  he  might  point  out  to  me  which 
was  likely  to  prevent  the  then  existing  dis- 
pute from  ending  in  hostilities  between  the 
two  nations.  1  do  not  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  when  he  says  that  the  more  se- 
curity we  have  for  peace  the  more  we  in- 
crease our  forces,  I  say  that  is  totally 
different  from  the  fact,  because  in  the  last 
twelve  or  eighteen  months  we  have  reduced 
16,000  men  in  the  Navy,  and  10,000  in 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  colonies  in 
the  Army;  so  that,  instead  of  increasing, 
we  have  been  diminishing  our  forces.  But 
still  1  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  who  said,  early  in 
the  debate,  that  he  was  of  opinion,  m 
pacem  velis  para  bellum.  I  fully  agree 
with  that  old  maxim.  1  think  we  should 
not  lower  our  power  so  as  to  offer  tempta- 
tions to  foreign  Powers  to  attack  us,  but  I 
believe  that,  in  keeping  up  such  a  force  as 
is  absolutely  necessary,  and  not  beyond, 
for  the  purpose  of  our  own  defence,  we 
shall  best  preserve  peace  between  this 
country  and  other  nations. 

Captain  HARRIS,  at  that  late  hour, 
would  only  observe,  that  he  did  not  think 
the  House  had  done  justice  to  the  practi- 
cal good  sense  of  the  country  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  entertained  this  Motion. 
The  whole  drift  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  and  his  friends,  was  to 
reduce  the  national  defences  to  a  scale  in- 
consistent with  security  for  the  country. 
With  this  object  in  view,  they  had,  for  the 
time,  adopted  the  impracticable  theories  of 
a  few  well-meaning  and  sincere  men,  and 
commenced  an  agitation  which  found  no 
sympathy  in  the  country.  By  whom  was  it 
conducted  ?  Mr.  EUhu  Burritt,  the  apostle 
of  the  peace  movement,  came  down  to 
Christchurch,  the  place  which  he  (CaptMn 
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HftiTis)  jmroBented — and  bj  whom  ftt- 
~  1  f  Bj  Yinfient,  the  Chartist,  whose 
I  in  the  hills  advertising  the 
l!WiBeliiig  and  sound  sense  of 
fte  -peopkt  of  tins  eonntrj  were  in  fiavonr  of 
peaee,  and  paUie  opinion  would  exercise 
Its  just  influence  to  maintain  it;  but  it  de- 
spised an  agitation  carried  on  under  false 
e<^oiirs  and  entailing  most  miscbieyous  re- 
sults. 

Mb.  GOBDEN  rose  to  reply.  He 
supposed  that  no  one  would  be  in  fa- 
vour of  keeping  up  their  present  estab- 
'HshnentB  for  their  own  sake  in  time  of 
peace.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  who  spoke  last,  that 
the  country  generally  would  not  keep 
a  ship  afloat  more  than  was  absolutely 
necessaiy.  What  he  sought  by  his  pre- 
sent Motion  was  to  render  ships  of  war, 
to  a  great  extent,  altogether  unnecessary. 
He  Old  not  mean  to  render  the  country 
defenceless,  but  he  proposed  to  take  other 
means  for  her  defence.  He  could  assure 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  any 
one  who  looked  at  the  question  otherwise 
than  through  a  strictly  professional  medium 
— that  was  to  say,  keeping  up  their  present 
establishments  by  land  and  sea  for  them- 
selves alone^-  [*'  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Yes,  any 
one  who  looked  at  this  question  otherwise 
than  through  the  medium  be  had  de- 
scribed, would  see  that  the  description 
given  by  the  French  President  of  the  em- 
barassed  and  almost  bankrupt  state  of  the 
finances,  far  more  than  compensated  for 
the  large  force  which  was  there  kept  up; 
and  d^  man  of  sense  would  consider  that 
the  French  Republic  was  at  all  the 
stronger  for  keeping  up  an  army  which 
was  ruinous  to  their  finances.  He  must 
say  he  thought  that  those  persons,  whe- 
iker  Chartists  or  Quakers,  or  hon.  Gentle- 
men sitting  near  him,  took  a  rational 
course  to  reduce  the  Army,  by  finding 
other  means  to  defend  the  country;  they 
took  the  wisest  and  the  best  course  not  to 
establiBh  a  republic,  but  to  maintain  the 
institutions  of  the  country,  which  were 
never  in  danger,  till  they  reached  that 
stage  —  the  last  stage  in  every  Govern- 
ment in  Europe — of  financial  difficulty  and 
embarrassment.  He  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  scarcely  dealt  with  the  question 
as  a  statesman  should  do.  He  told  them 
that  the  disputes  during  the  last  fifteen 
years  had  been  settled  by  negotiation 
nnder  the'  present  system.  He  admitted 
that;  but  look  at  what  had  been  going  on. 
yndle.  the  <lisputes  were  settling,  the  es- 


tabHshments  had  been  increased,  and 
ndien  they  were  settied,  tiiose  establish- 
ments were  not  reduced.  The  noble  Lord, 
also,  the  Member  for  Tiverton,  said  there 
was  one  danger  in  adopting  this  resolu- 
tion, that  the  people  of  tiiis  country  would 
be  thought  to  have  lost  their  ancient  spi- 
rit, and  that  they  would  be  ready  to  sub- 
mit to  unjust  encroachments  for  the  sake 
of  preserving  peace.  If  the  noble  Lord 
had  any  apprehensions  of  this  nature,  he 
would  advise  him  to  take  the  present  mo- 
ment to  hold  out  to  other  countries  an  ar- 
rangement for  preserving  peace;  for  there 
never  was  a  period  when  this  country,  so 
far  as  the  materiel  of  war  was  concerned, 
was  more  prepared  than  at  present  for 
hostilities  with  any  existing  country;  and 
he  might  almost  say  with  the  whole  world. 
If  he  did  not  do  this,  he  was  not  sure  that 
the  noble  Lord's  apprehensions  might  not 
be  realised.  There  were  at  present  two 
movements  going  on  in  this  country.  The 
one  was  a  movement  in  favour  of  peace, 
carried  on  by  a  religious  body  who  had 
pursued  their  object  as  a  matter  of  ab- 
stract principle  for  the  last  twenty  years. 
There  was  another  party  in  the  country 
which  was  anxious,  pressing,  and  impor- 
tunate for  the  reduction  of  expenditure. 
These  parties  were  now  in  alliance,  be- 
cause the  financial  reformers  knew  that 
seven-eighths  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  was  either  for  past  wars  or  for  the 
present  warlike  establishments.  They 
could  not  touch  the  interest  of  the  debt, 
and  it  would  give  no  relief  to  the  country 
if  the  whole  of  it  was  sponged  out  to-mor- 
row, for  the  money  had  already  been  spent 
and  gone;  but  if  they  struck  at  the  five  or 
six  millions  of  current  expenditure  on  our 
existing  establishments,  that  would  be  a 
real  relief  to  all  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. He  would  take  an  opportunity  next 
Session  of  coupling  with  this  Motion  an 
Address  '*  to  the  Crown  '* — for  after  the 
result  of  the  Motion  for  the  ballot,  it  would 
be  useless  to  do  so  this  year — that  a  com- 
munication be  entered  into  with  foreign 
Powers  proposing  to  them  to  cease  this 
increased  waste  of  building  line-of-battle 
ships,  and  multiplying  steamers,  and  in- 
creasing the  number  of  their  armed  men — 
he  would  move  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
to  ask  those  foreign  Powers  to  join  with 
this  country  in  stopping  that  waste;  and  in 
efTecting  a  gradual  dimijiution  of  their 
force.  He  would  propose  also,  that  as  a 
proof  of  their  sincerity  they  should  dimin- 
ish this  barbarous  waste  that  is  going  on 
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indieir  establishments.  The  noUe  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  GoTemment  spoke  of 
the  presenraUon  of  peace;  but  the  present 
state  of  things  is  not  a  peace;  bnt  an 
armed  truce.  He  (Mr.  Gobden)  did  not 
call  it  a  peace  at  all ;  and  when  the  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  the  progress  of  oivilisation, 
he  looked  around  him  and  saw  great  States 
manifesting  a  display  of  force  that  in  his 
mind  was  far  more  wasteful  than  anything 
that  existed  in  the  feudal  ages.  Before 
the  revolutions  broke  out,  there  were 
2»000,000  of  armed  men  living  on  the 
productiye  industry  of  Europe,  and  he  be- 
lieved 200,000,000{.  annually  was  not  too 
high  a  calculation  of  the  waste  that  took 
place  for  the  support  of  this  unproductive 
class;  to  say,  therefore,  while  this  is  going 
on,  that  England  is  in  a  state  of  peace,  is 
a  misnomer;  it  is,  he  repeated,  an  armed 
truce.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  had  led  him  to  suppose  that  there 
was  much  not  difference  in  their  views,  yet 
he  had  proposed  an  Amendment  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  him  from  taking  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  his  proposition;  but 
be  (Mr.  Oobden)  wanted  the  House  to  ex- 
press its  oninion  on  the  question;  he  want- 
ed the  noble  Lord  to  let  them  have  a  divi- 
sion on  the  merits,  and  he  would  like  to 
see  if  the  noble  Lord  would  go  out  against 
him  after  his  speech.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  was  op- 
posed to  his  Motion ;  he  had  found  faiUt 
with  it,  and  yet  at  the  same  time  he  said 
that  he  thought  that  he  (Mr.  Oobden)  had 
done  good  by  bringing  it  iforward.  He  did 
not  understand  such  compliments  when 
they  carried  such  comments  with  them. 
He  was  resolved  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  question.  He  was  quite 
sure  of  this,  that  the  question  would  be 
kept  alive  in  the  country,  and  to  the  coun- 
try he  would  coDunit  it. 

Previous  Question  put,  **  That  that 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  79;  Noes 
176:   Majority  97. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionbj,  H.  A. 
Aloock,  T. 
Anderson,  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Blcwitt,  11.  J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  £.  I 
Bright,  J. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 


Bunbury,  E.  H. 

CUy,  J. 

Cowan,  0. 

Crowder,  R.  B, 

D*Eyncourt,rt.lion.C.T. 

Duncan,  G. 

Ellis,  J. 

Evans,  Sir  De  L. 

Fagan,  W. 

Fox,  W.  J. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 

Glyn,  G.  C. 


Grtenmll,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  P« 
GroBvenor,  Lord  R. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
HeadUm,  T,  £. 
Henry,  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hindley,  0. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Horsman,  £. 
Hume,  J. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Luflhington,  0. 
M'Cullagh,  W,  T. 
Marsha]],  J.  G. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Mofiktt,  G. 
Moody,  0.  A. 
Morris,  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Osborne,  R. 
Pearson,  C. 


PedMU,OMA. 
Perfect,  R. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
PIfott,  P. 
Prtoe,  P. 
PiUdagton,  J. 
EeyncSdi.  J. 
Rioardo,  0. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Soholefteld,  W. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Spearman,  H.  J,' 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Tbompsoii,  O. 
Thonily,  X.       "^ 
Trelawny,  J.  6. 
ViUiers,  hon.  0. 
Walmaley,  Sir  J. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Weothead,  J.  P. 
Willooz,  B.M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wyld,  J. 

TILLIM. 

vobdsB,  R. 
Ew»rt,W, 


LiitcfthelXoEU. 


Abdy,  E.  N. 
Aoland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Archdali,  Capt.  M. 
Arundel   and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Biddock,  E.  H. 
Baring,rt.  hon.  SirF.  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinok,  Lord  H. 
Beresfbrd,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Braokley,  Viact. 
Bramaton,  T.  W. 
Brand,  T. 
Brisco,  M. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  0. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  B.  W. 
Bunbury,  W,  M. 
Burke,  Sir  T,  J. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  hon.  0,  C. 
Charteris,  hon.  F, 
CWlders,  J.  W. 
Christy,  S. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Clive,  H.  B. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Oolville,  0.  R. 


H.  0. 
Oony,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cowper,  hon,  W.  F. 
Crate,  W.  G. 
Paliym^f ,  Capt, 
Bavies,  D.  A.  SL 
Deniaon,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dodd,G. 

Dnunlanrig,  Visoi* 
Duncuft,  JT 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dondas,  Sir  D, 
Dunne,  F,  P.      / 
Da  Pre,  0.  G. 
Ebringtoiv,  Visot* 
Euiton,  Earl  of 
Evans,  W. 
Eamham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitipatriok,re.boilJ.W. 
Forster,  M. 
Froestun,  Col. 
Frswen*  0.  £L 
Galway,  Visot. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
GodsonJR. 
Gooeh,  E.  8. 
Gore,  W.  A.  0. 
Granby,  Mar^uMS  cC 
Greene,  T. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
€hrey,  R.  W. 
Groivsnor,  l£a»l 
Guernsey,  LoH 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
HaggiU,  F.  E.  ■ 
Hale,  R.  B. 
HaUytartsa»te4<.l^ 


lax  B$ceif^hCinwUofCfhaneery{3vml2}       and  Exchequer  {Ireland).      122 


M^bHif,  T.  P. 

Battle,  A. 
Bairai,B» 
JBbj^LordJ. 
Bitter,  rt.lion.W.  0. 
BMlhcoftt,  J. 
BMthootd,  GL  J. 
Htttea^,  0.  H.  W. 
fitneagt,  E. 

H«m7,.Lord  A. 
Hm,L0rd£. 
BobhouM,  H.  lum.Siir  J. 
BodgM,  T.  L. 
BoUmmI,IU 
flope,  A. 
Howard,  LordE. 
Boward,  boa.  0.  W.  G. 
lnglii,8irR.a 

]Upptl»  bom  a.  T. 
Knox,  CoL 

Labovobere,  rt.  bon.  H. 
LaaoellM,  boa.  W.  S. 
LomM,  SirO. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Liiwia»irt.biiii,SkT.F. 
Lewis,  G.  0. 
M'Gregor.  J. 
Maboo,  ViMt. 
Maitland,T. 
Blartin,  C.  W. 
Maii]#,rt.boa.F. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Moetyn,  bon.  E.  M.-  L. 
MttlgraTO,  Earl  of 
Mailings,  J.  R. 
Newdegale.  0.  N, 
Newport,  Visot. 
Nioboll»  rt  boii»  J. 
Nttmt^if  P. 
O^GottMu,  M» 
O'Flabttiy,  A. 
0^,8.  C.B. 
Oirao,  Sir  J. 
PagH,LordA. 
Pagtt»LMfda 


Pabnerston,  Viact. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pugb,D. 
Raphael,  A. 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
Rich,  H. 
Richards,  R. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
St.  George,  0. 
Sandars,  J. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Simeon,  J. 
Slanej,  R.  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Talbot.  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Tenison,  E.  E. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemaohe,  J. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Urqnhart,  D. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 
WytiU,  M. 

TXLUIBS. 

TafiieU,  H. 
Hill«LordM. 


ItECElVESS,  COURTS  OF  OHANOERT  AND 
EXOHEaUER  (IRELAND). 

Kft.  B.  OSBORNB  mored— 

'*  That  the  IbUowing  Members  be  nominated 
ihm  Salset  Committee  on  Receivers,  Courts  of 
ObaiMBory  and  Exobeqiier  (Irebind):  —  Mr.  Os- 
bOTMi  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Sir  J.  Graham,  Sir  Wil- 
Uftm  Sottsrtille,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Na- 
ttier, Mr.  MoBsell,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Henley,  Mr. 
&Fbib«rt;y,  Mr.  George  Alexander  Hamilton,  and 
Mr.  TwuiMit." 

OoMKA  DUNNB  hoped  that  the  hon. 
tud  giJhnt  Member  would  not  proceed 
with  Iqt  Motion  to-night.  There  were 
onlj  two  Members  on  the  Committee  who 
were  lamlj  connected  with  landed  pro- 
perty in  Indand. 

JUL  B«  OSBORNB  wished  to  know  if 
ikb  hon*  and  gallant  Member  wanted  to 
afpofail  Mmpihwk  oa  the  Committee  whose 


estates  were  in  Chancery.  There  were 
seveu  gentlemen  connected  with  Ireland  of 
the  highest  respectability  on  the  list,  and 
he  would  take  tne  sense  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  every  one  of  the  names  he  had 
selected. 

Major  BLACEALL  said,  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  did  not  object  to  the  re- 
spectability of  the  names  selected,  but  he 
merely  thought  that  Gentlemen  would  be 
most  useful  on  the  Committee  who  had  a 
knowledge  of  the  management  of  property 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  thought  that 
Members  conversant  with  the  practice  of 
equity  courts  in  Ireland  should  be  appoint^ 
ed  on  the  Committee.  He  should  suggest 
that  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Athlone  be  added  to  the  Com-> 
mittee. 

Mr.  MONSELL  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  have  the  Committee  appointed  at 
once,  if  it  were  intended  to  have  a  proper 
inquiry  this  Session.  He  would  recom« 
mend  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Portarlington  to  object  to  par- 
ticular names,  if  he  thought  proper. 

VisoouNT  BARRINGTON  said,  he  had 
often  objected  to  the  mode  of  appointing 
Select  Committees  in  that  House,  but  he 
supposed  that  it  was  now  too  late  in  the 
Session  to  effect  an  alteration.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  take  the  matter 
into  their  consideration,  and  try  whether 
some  such  mode  as  that  adopted  in  the 
case  of  Committees  on  Private  Bills  might 
not  be  substituted  for  the  present  most  un* 
satisfactory  system. 

Mr.  B.  Osborne  to  be  a  Member  of  the 
Committee. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Sir  Robert  Peel  be  one  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee." 

Debate  arising;  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion put,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed.*' 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  13;  Noes 
58 :  Majority  45. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Bereiford,  W. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 


HUl,  Lord  £. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
0'Connell,M. 
St.  George,  C. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 

TKLLBB8. 

Dunne,  Col. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 


Arundel     and 
Earl  of 


Listofthel^OEs 
Surrey, 


Baring,  rt.  bon.  SlrF.T. 
Barrington,  Viiot. 
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Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christy,  S. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dodd,  G. 

Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Forster,  M. 
Frewen,  0.  H. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Greene,  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  L.  £. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Knox,  Col. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 


Mahon,  Visct. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  C. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rutherfdrd,  A. 
SheU,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 

Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLERS. 

Osborne,  R.  B. 
Monsell,  W. 


On  the  Question  that  Mr.  Bright  he  one 
other  Memher  of  the  Committee, 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  moved,  "That 
the  name  of  Mr.  Keogh  he  suhstitutcd." 

Mr.  speaker  informed  the  hon. 
Memher  that  notice  should  have  heen 
given  of  the  Amendment. 

Major  BLACKALL  said,  that  the 
names  had  only  heen  puhlished  that  morn- 
ing, and  no  opportunity  had,  therefore, 
heen  afforded  of  giving  notice  of  Amend- 
ment. He  thought  this  an  additional  rea- 
son why  the  appointment  of  the  Commit- 
tee should  he  postponed. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  there  were 
two,  if  not  three.  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee who  would  he  unable  to  serve,  and  hon. 
Members  could  substitute  any  names  they 
liked  for  them  hereafter. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  was  most 
anxious  that  a  proper  inquiry  should  take 
place;  and  he  wished,  on  that  account, 
that  the  best  names  should  he  selected. 
He  did  not  see  why  Mr.  Bright  should  be 
appointed  on  such  a  Committee,  as  he 
knew  nothing  about  Ireland. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  appointment  of  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  might  be  post- 
poned. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  was  of  vital  impor- 
tance. He  believed  that  a  more  useful 
Member  than  Mr.  Bright  was  not  in  the 
House.  There  were  men  upon  this  Com- 
mittee who,  for  practice  at  the  bar  and  in- 


dependence in  politics,  stood  as  high  as  any 
person  in  that  House.  He  had  no  wish  to 
serve  upon  the  Committee  himself;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  serve,  he 
should  be  heartily  welcome  to  take  bis 
place.  There  were  three  Gentlemen  whom 
he  had  proposed — Mr.  Page  Wood,  Mr« 
Turner,  and  Mr.  Torrens  M'Cnllagh — ^who 
had  informed  him  that  they  would  not  be 
able  to  serve  on  the  Committee,  and  the 
hon.  Member  might  nominate  any  three 
others  in  their  place;  but  he  would  cer* 
tainly  insist  upon  retaining  the  name  of 
Mr.  Bright  on  the  Committee.  *'' 

Sir  W.  SOMERYILLE  suggestcid',  that 
the  names  of  the  Committee  should  be 
agreed  to  as  they  at  present  stood ;  and  if 
it  were  found  that  any  of  the  Members 
could  not  serve,  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  for  moving  the  addition  of  any 
other  names  that  hon.  Members  might 
think  proper. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  withdrew  his  Mo- 
tion. 

The  name  of  Mr.  Bright  and  of  the 
other  Members  of  the  Committee  were 
then  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half-after  Twelve 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  13,  1849. 

MiNiTTCB.]    Public  Bills.— 9^  Cnidty  to  Animali. 

Pktitionb  Pbbbcntbo.  By  Mr.  Cowm,  ftom  Ediiitai|hi 
■gainit  the  Marriages,  Public  Health  (Sootlaad),  and  n»- 
lice  of  Towns  (Scotland),  BiUs.~By  Mr.  Loshinstoii,  ftom 
certain  Fishmongers  and  Poulterers,  fb^  aa  Alfecaftew  of 
the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  BilU— By  Sir  J.  PaUm- 
ton,  {torn.  Droitwich,  for  Repeal  of  the  Doty  on  Attor- 
neys' Certificates.— By  Mr.  Heywood,  ftom  several  Vfatem, 
respecting  the  Laneadiire  County  Ezpenditure.<— By  Mr. 
Frewen,  fhnn  a  Number  of  Places  in  Sussex,  for  Repeal 
of  the  Duty  on  Hops.— By  Mr.  William  Biowiw  ftom  tbe 
Manchester  Commercial  Association,  ftw  the  Bankivpt 
Laws  Consolidation  BilL— By  Mr.  Aglionby,  flrom  Aipa* 
tria,  for  the  Copyholds  EafhuidiisemeBt  BIIL— By  the 
Marquess  of  Douro,  fh>m  Norwich,  for  the  Cmrity  to 
Animals  BilL— By  Mr.  Hutt,  from  lUntove,  agdm^  the 
Lunatics  (Scotland)  Bill— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  ftom  LHti^ 
pool,  for  an  AlteraUon  of  the  Act  9  and  10  VleL,«.  100, 
relating  to  Master  Porters  ( Li  verpool)^~-By  Mr.  Plumping 
Arom  the  Milton  Union,  tcac  a  Supenrnwietion  Fond  foe 
Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Mr.  Packe,  iVom  Ashby-da4a- 
Zouch,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  IMila  Actn-By 
Mr.  Reynolds,  Arom  several  Pkoes,  for  an  Altecmtion  Jt 
the  Law  respecting  Spirits  (Ireland)^— By  Lord  Hany 
Vane,  from  Stockton-upon-Tees,  for  the  I 
tween  the  British  Ctovemment  and  < 
the  World  respectively,  of  Treaties  by  wliieh 
tional  Disputes  may  be  decided  by  AibltntioB. 

CRUELTY  TO  ANIMALS  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Marquess  of  WORCESTER,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  BiBf 
said,  that  it  was  not  a  new  BID,  1ml  m 
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improTement  on  the  Bill  of  1835,  tlie  prin- 
WftA  alterations  being  to  fine  the  owner 
inttead  of  the  servant  in  case  of  over- 
dfiTing  horses  in  private  vehicles,  and  to 
enable  magistrates  to  inflict  a  fine  of  51,, 
which  had  hitherto  been  limited  to  405., 
an  alteration  which  the  police  magistrates 
of  the  metropolis,  and  of  several  large 
towns,  strongly  recommended. 

Mb.  HUmB  fully  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill;  but  he  wished  to  know 
if  the  existing  laws  were  not  sufficient. 
No  man  waa  more  anxious  to  prevent  un- 
necessary emelty  to  animals  or  to  men 
than  be  was;  but  he  feared  that  the  multi- 
plieation  of  Acts  might  render  the  matter 
difficult  instead  of  simple. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sm  G.  GREY  said,  that,  as  observed  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  it  was  not  a  new  Bill, 
bnt  repealed  the  existing  law,  and  re-en- 
acted it  with  amendments,  in  some  cases 
mibstituting  imprisonment  for  a  pecuniary 
penalty.  He  had  not  the  least  objection 
to  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  that  in  Com- 
mittee it  wonld  require  a  most  careful  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  henry  inquired  if  there  was  any 
clause  in  it  against  steeple  chasing. 

Mb.  MACKINNON  said,  there  was  no 
clanse  to  that  specific  effect;  but  there 
was  a  power  given  by  it  to  magistrates  to 
inflict  a  penalty  where  animals  were  over- 
driven. 

Sib  G.  STRICKLAND  said,  that  as  no 
one  could  object  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  they  had  better  not  discuss  its  details 
mitil  they  went  into  Committee. 

Mb.  W.  brown  inquired  if  it  was  to 
extend  to  Ireland  and  Scotland. 

Mb.  home  DRUMMOND  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  principle  of  the  Bill;  but 
when  in  Committee  he  would  move  that  it 
ahall  not  extend  to  Scotland. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  next. 

COUNTY  RATES  AND  EXPENDITURE 
BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  he  should  not  have 
fdt  it  necessary  to  address  the  House  in 
moving  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time,  hot  for  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net ihe  Member  for  Droitwich  to  oppose  it 
im  limine.  In  consequence  of  a  general 
demand  made  through  petitions,  her  Ma- 
jea^  wia  pleased  to  appoint  a  Commbsion 


to  inquire  into  the  general  management  of 
the  county  funds — the  result  of  which  was 
a  preliminary  report,  presented  11th  Au- 
gust, 1835,  showing  a  careful  inquiry  into 
the  different  taxes,  the  amount  collected, 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  ap- 
plied; and  a  second  report,  presented  2nd 
June,  1836,  containing  the  evidence  of 
many  of  the  best-informed  magistrates, 
who  admitted  the  necessity  of  a  change. 
He  was  examined,  and  stated  that  he  con- 
sidered that  the  fiscal  reform  which  had 
been  effected  in  the  management  of  the 
borough  rates  had  been  approved  of;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  why  that  reform  should 
not  be  carried  to  the  counties.  After  that 
report  was  presented,  he  introduced  a  Bill, 
called  the  County  Boards  Bill,  separating 
the  whole  financial  affaii-s  of  the  counties 
from  the  judicial.  It  was  read  a  first  time 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Government;  but 
on  the  second  reading  was  lost  through 
the  opposition  of  the  county  Members. 
Since  then  he  had  had  numerous  applica- 
tions to  re-introduce  the  Bill,  but  he  had 
declined,  thinking  it  the  duty  of  the  Min- 
isters to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House.  But,  in  the  early  part  of  this 
Session,  he  had  been  waited  on  by  a  depu- 
tation from  Lancashire,  and,  at  their 
pressing  request,  he  had  introduced  the 
present  Bill,  which  materially  differed  from 
that  of  1837.  Since  that  time  the  coun- 
try had  been  divided  into  poor-law  unions, 
and  the  guardians  were  a  representative 
body.  Two  or  three  public  meetings  in 
Lancashire  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  an  independent  county  financial  board, 
as  provided  by  the  Bill  of  1837,  would  be 
unnecessary,  and  that  certain  elected  guar- 
dians might  form  such  board.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  each  union  should  elect  one  of 
its  guardians  to  form  the  county  board,  to 
which  one  magistrate  would  be  added  for 
every  two  guardians  so  elected.  But  if 
the  House  thought  any  other  proposition 
more  desirable,  he  should  not  object.  It 
was  his  intention  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  the  alteration  might 
then  be  made.  He  conceived  such  altera- 
tion would  be  an  injury  to  the  measure; 
but  he  was  disposed  to  submit  to  it,  rather 
than  risk  the  loss  of  the  Bill  altogether. 
In  the  Commissioners'  report  already  re- 
ferred to,  the  Commissioners  justly  com- 
plained of  the  county  rate  being  the  only 
tax  of  so  large  an  amount  levied  without 
representation ;  and,  on  this  ground,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  consent  to  the 
alteration  proposed,  which  was  anxiously 
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desired  in  very  many  counties.  The  Com* 
missioners  had  recommended  the  formation 
of  county  financial  hoards,  on  the  ground 
that  hy  no  other  means  could  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  county  rates  he  properly  con- 
trolled. In  the  40  years  between  1792 
and  1832,  the  cost  of  maintaining  bridges 
in  the  several  counties  had  risen  from 
42,000^.  to  74,000?.,  an  increase  of  76 
per  cent;  the  expenses  of  gaols,  from 
92,000/.  to  177,000/.— 92  per  cent;  the 
maintenance  of  prisoners,  from  45,000/.  to 
127,000/.— 178  per  cent;  cost  of  prosecu- 
tions, from  34,000/.  to  167,000/.— 359 
per  cent  ;  constables,  from  659/.  to 
•  26,680/.  —  4,300  per  cent.  On  other 
items  there  was  also  a  marked  increase, 
averaging  148  per  cent,  all  showing  the 
necessity  of  steps  to  control  the  county 
expenditure.  In  1835,  the  total  county 
expenditure  of  England  and  Wales  was 
693,000/.;  in  1847,  it  was  1,100,000/., 
being  an  increase  of  74  per  cent  in  12 
years;  and  the  increase  in  Lancashire 
alone  had  been  137  per  cent.  Though 
this  increase  was  large,  it  would  have  been 
still  larger  had  Parliament  not  stepped  in 
to  the  relief  of  the  counties.  In  1835, 
the  expenses  of  prosecutions  at  sessions 
and  assizes  had  been  thrown  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  which,  with  other  items, 
relieved  the  county  rates  to  the  amount  of 
152,000/.;  and  these  payments  had  gone 
on  increasing  till,  in  1847,  they  amounted 
to  533,000/.,  and  in  1848  to  542,000/., 
forming  in  all  an  aggregate  of  3,532,000/. 
of  expenditure,  from  which  the  county 
rates  had  been  relieved,  although  these 
rates  had  nevertheless  increased  74  per 
cent.  The  measure  before  the  House  had 
necessarily  been  framed  so  as  to  avoid  the 
more  prominent  objections  raised  to  the 
former  measure;  and  he  believed  most 
county  Members  were  now  disposed  to 
assent  to  the  principle  of  county  financial 
boards.  Some  hon.  Members  hod  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  the  Bill  should  give 
power  for  assessing  owners  of  property  to 
the  cost  of  gaols  and  other  new  buildings; 
but  he  did  not  think  such  a  provision  could 
be  conveniently  included  in  the  Bill.  It 
might  farm  the  subject  of  a  separate  en- 
actment, and  it  was  one  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  House.  With  the  view 
of  applying  some  remedy  to  the  evils  exist- 
ing in  the  county  management,  ho  solicited 
the  House  to  give  this  Bill  a  second  read- 
ing, referring  the  consideration  of  the  de- 
tails to  a  Select  Committee. 
Ma.  DRUMMOND  stated  that  he  would 


second  the  Motion.  He  understood  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was,  that  there  should 
be  a  board  for  the  management  of  the 
financial  affairs  of  counties,  separate  from 
the  county  board.  To  that  principle  he 
was  decidedly  a  friend,  but  he  thought 
there  was  great  misapprehension  as  to  the 
powers  of  magistrates  in  these  matters. 
He  had  never  known  the  magistrates  of 
the  county  where  he  resided  hold  a  meet- 
ing which  had  not  for  its  object  to  reduee 
the  expenditure  to  its  lowest  possible 
amount.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  <^ 
the  last  treasurer's  accounts,  and  he  wiaa 
satisfied  that  there  was  not  one  fardking 
entered  which  had  not  been  properly  ex- 
pended. It  was  impossible  that  boards 
chosen  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
proposed  could  know  what  offieers  or  sa- 
laries were  necessary.  What  had  been 
the  course  taken  by  boards  of  guardians  ? 
They  had  reduced  expenditure  which  they 
ought  least  of  all  to  have  reduced— the 
salaries  of  medical  officers  and  medical  as- 
sistants. It  had  been  his  fate  to  see  three 
gaols  built  in  the  county  where  he  reuded^ 
not  by  the  will  of  the  magistrates,  bnt  by 
the  will  of  the  hon.  Member  and  those 
who  supported  him  in  that  House.  What 
was  done  was  not  in  aocordanoe  with  what 
the  magistrates  thought  most  adTisable, 
but  in  accordance  with  some  philanthrqiic 
crotchet  of  the  Home  Secretary  for  the 
time  being ;  and  they  were  now  going  to 
an  enormous  expense  in  building  another 
county  gaol.  Then  considerable  expense 
had  been  incurred  for  lunatics.  About 
thirty  years  ago  he  had  been  the  first  per- 
son to  move  in  the  county  hoard  for  a 
return  of  lunatics  and  fatuous  povons.  It 
was  discovered  that  there  were  upwaida  of 
300  in  the  county ;  and  thou  it  beoame 
necessary  to  have  a  lunatic  asyhmu  In 
some  of  the  representations  made  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill,  the  magistrates 
were  accused  of  building  splendid  esta- 
blishments at  the  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers. They  had  no  power  in  the  matters 
it  was  the  Home  Secretary  who  required 
that  such  accommodation  should  be  pro- 
vided. And  when  the  building  of  these 
places  was  ascribed,  as  in  a  remonstraace 
from  Birmingham » to  a  "  magisterial  mo- 
nomania," it  was  evident  that  the  remoo* 
strants  laboured  under  a  total  miaapwe- 
hcnsion,  and  that  great  delusion  ensted  en 
the  subject.  He  was  of  opnion  that  the 
rate-payers  ought  to  have  a  Toioe  in  the 
administration  of  counties. 
Motion  made,  and  Queatiott  propoaodi 
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''that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sm  J.  PAKINGTON  thought  it  would 
be  unfortunate  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  did  not  receive  a  little  warmer 
support  to  his  Bill  than  had  been  offered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  principle  of  the  Bill,  as  he 
(Sir  J.  Pakington)  understood  it,  was, 
that  those  who  contributed  to  the  county 
rate  should  have  a  control  over  its  expendi- 
ture. To  that  principle  he  did  not  object ; 
but  he  thought  that  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  although  it  might  suit  the  theories 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  those  who 
supported  him,  would  not  be  found  to  ef- 
fect the  object  in  view.  He  held  the  Bill 
to  be  a  most  objectionable,  and  a  most  im- 
practicable, Bill.  With  respect  to'  county 
expenditure,  he  believed  there  never  was  a 
time  when  it  was  watched  with  more  jea- 
lous care,  and  subjected  to  more  rigid  eco- 
nomy, than  at  the  present  moment.  [Mr. 
Hume:  By  whom?]  By  the  county  ma- 
gistrates. He  could  answer  with  respect 
to  his  own  county,  that  the  accounts  of  no 
mercantile  establishment  in  the  kingdom 
were  subjected  to  a  more  rigid  scrutiny 
than  were  the  accounts  of  that  county. 
As  chairman  of  the  board  of  magistrates 
of  that  eountj,  he  arrogated  to  himself  no 
merit  for  instituting  that  scrutiny.  It  was 
the  merit  of  the  finance  committee  under 
the  control  of  the  magistrates  at  large.  If 
any  counties  there  were  in  which  this 
economy  was  not  practised,  he  should  not 
object  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
which  should  inquire  into  the  county  ex- 
penditure. So  strong  was  his  feeling  on 
the  subject  of  economy  in  these  matters, 
that  be  had  abandoned  his  intention  of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  present  mea- 
sure, and  had  substituted  an  Amendment, 
which  he  would  move  in  concluding  his 
observations.  He  regarded  the  present 
Bill  as  an  unnecessary  affront  to  the 
House,  and  to  those  county  gentlemen 
whom,  in  the  discharge  of  most  important 
duties,  it  was  attempted  to  supersede, 
without  alleging  malpractices  against 
them — almost  without  alleging  complaint 
of  any  kind.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose rested  his  case  on  the  recent  expen- 
diture of  the  county  of  Lancaster.  The 
expenditure  of  Lancaster  had  been  made 
the  very  foundation  of  the  Bill ;  but  a 
case  less  in  point,  he  thought,  could  not 
hare  been  adduced.  The  hon.  Member 
was  eorrect  in  his  figures,  but  had  not 
made  a  fair  application  of  them.     True,  in 
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1824,  the  expenditure  of  the  county  of 
Lancaster  was  80,000^.,  and  in  1848, 
179,000L,  showing  an  increase,  within 
twenty-four  years,  of  100,000^.  But  this 
increase  in  1848  was  to  be  accounted  for 
by  the  additions  which  had  been  made  to 
two  gaols,  and  the  building  or  additions 
to  three  lunatic  asylums.  Those  items  of 
expenditure  amounted  to  53,000^.  Again, 
in  1848,  a  large  sum  had  to  be  paid  for 
police  establishments  not  in  existence  in 
1824,  the  cost  of  maintaining  which  was 
39,000^.  These  two  sums  amounted  to- 
gether to  92,000Z.,  which,  deducted  from 
179,000Z.,  left  87,000/.  as  the  expendi- 
ture of  1848,  as  compared  with  80,000^. 
in  1824;  that  was  to  say,  7,000^.  had 
been  added  to  the  county  expenditure, 
whilst  the  population  had  increased  one- 
third,  and  the  value  of  the  rateable  pro- 
perty also  one-third  in  the  interval.  But 
that  was  not  the  whole  case  ;  for  he  had  a 
right  to  deduct  27,000^.  from  that  87,000?., 
for  the  maintenance  of  prisoners,  and  other 
expenses  connected  with  the  gaols.  If, 
then,  he  merely  took  the  same  items  in 
1848  which  he  took  in  1824,  the  matter 
would  stand  thus,  that  in  the  former  year 
the  expenditure  was  60,0002.  as  compared 
with  80,0002.  in  the  latter.  The  Govern- 
ment,  again,  of  late  years  had  taken  on 
themselves  the  cost  of  maintenance  and 
prosecution  of  prisoners,  and  that  consti- 
tuted an  item  of  expense.  He  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  when  the  Lan- 
cashire magistrates  were  charged  with  ex- 
travagance, would  explain  that  15,0002. 
or  16,0002.  had  been  expended  to  carry 
out  the  system  of  separate  imprisonment, 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  an 
advocate.  He  trusted,  also,  that  the  ma- 
gistrates of  Lancashire  would  not  be  cen- 
sured for  the  erection  of  lunatic  asylums, 
without  which  the  necessary  accommoda- 
tion could  not  have  been  afforded.  The 
total  number  of  pauper  lunatics  in  Lanca- 
shire was  1,600.  He  believed  that  it  was 
owing  to  some  local  squabble  about  the 
erection  of  these  lunatic  asylums  that  this 
most  absurd  Bill  had  found  its  way  to  the 
House.  [Mr.  Hume  :  No,  no.]  He  had 
been  so  informed.  But  with  respect  to 
accommodation,  it  would  appear  that  after 
the  asylums  had  been  erected  they  would 
only  accommodate  1 ,500  persons  ;  so  fall- 
ing short  of  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
Denying  that  the  case  of  Lancashire  was 
one  which  could  be  brought  by  the  rate- 
payers against  the  magistrates,  he  could 
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not.  *t  all  ovonts,  consent  that  the  whole 
kingdom  should  he  dosed  because  some- 
thing wrong  might  he  detected  in  a  single 
eounty.  His  hroad  ohjection  to  the  Bill 
was,  however,  that  it  would  not  effect  its 
object.  The  practical  effect  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  e?ery  board  of  guardians  should 
Bend  a  representative  to  the  county  board, 
and  that  the  county  magistrates  should 
elect  one  out  of  their  own  body,  to  a  num- 
ber not  exceeding  one  half  the  guardians 
ao  elected.  Now,  the  working  of  this  prin- 
ciple in  Lancashire  would  be  this  :  tiiere 
were  twenty-seven  boards  of  guardians  in 
Lancashire*  and  there  would  consequently 
be  fourteen  elected  magistrates,  in  the 
town  of  Lancaster  the  board  consisted  of 
fiNTty-one,  and  the  magistrates  of  the 
eouAty  numbered  450;  and  here  he 
IbcMght  he  could  point  out  the  fallacy  wi 
which  the  Bill  rested.  The  commissioners 
in  Iv^^  said,  in  their  report,  that,  although 
the  magistrates  were  unwilling  to  concede 
the  whole  of  the  control  to  the  ratepayers, 
they  would  not  object  to  a  comeurrent 
control  on  the  part  of  the  ratepayers 
with  themselves.  Now,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand this  distinction  drawn  between 
the  magistrates  and  the  ratepayers,  and 
W  did  Biot  think  that  the  four  gen- 
tieiaeBi  who  had  appended  their  namea  to 
the  report  of  the  coBmussion  woold,  on 
coasideration*  havi»  persevered  in  their  hi- 
hisvi}9&  and  most  erroneous  disttnetien. 
[«>^  Hear«  hear!"*!  Let  him  ask  those 
hott.  GentLemen  who  cheered  him,  whether 
the  4oO  magistrates^  or  their  tenants, 
which  was  the  samie  thing,  did  not  pay 
the  great — the  enormous  proportion  of  the 
rases  ^  He  denied  that  the  tenants  paid 
the  rates.  Rates  were  local  charges  on 
^  land:  they  l^tind  their  level  in  rents, 
and  were  all  taken  into  account  when  a 
tenant  took  his  iuna.  The  rates,  in  fact, 
were  paid  by  eke  Landowner,  and  not  by 
the  tenant.  Tenants  might  be  liable  &r 
acciikutal  expenditure  for  public  buildings, 
bufi  as  a  rceneral  rule  the  tandLord  paid  the 
races,  fio  was  tiuice  willing  that  the  land- 
lords should  take  the  rates  on  themselves: 
but  he  was  averse  *to  transfer  the  control 
of  this  expenditxffe  from  the  county  ma- 
tiptstratfv  into  the  hands  of  persons,  $mali 
tanners  and  ^shopkeepers,  who  either  paid 
very  Uttie  or  no  rates  at  alL  In  the  county 
of  Worcester  there  were  two  hundred  qm^ 
gisttrates,  of  whom  forty  were  clergymen, 
whose  incomes  w<^re  highly  taxed  in  pro- 
portion to  their  means.  The  u:reat  bulk 
^  tba  ratepayers  couiiist!L>d  of  (Kur^MUS  of 
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landed  property.  The  advantage  derived 
from  reposing  this  trust  in  the  hands  of 
such  persons  was,  that  they  bad  an  in- 
terest, a  personal  interest,  in  keening  down 
the  expenditure  to  which  they  UiemaelTes 
contributed.  He  denied  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  boards  of  guardians  were  eligible  per- 
sons to  whom  to  entrust  the  duty  of  ma^ 
nagbg  these  affairs.  He  would  remind 
the  House  of  what  had  occorred  in  the 
case  of  the  Roads  BilL  The  Boada  BiD 
gave  the  management  oi  the  roads  into  the 
hands  of  the  boards  of  gnardiana,  A  de* 
putation  had  waited  on  him  from  Lanca- 
shire, to  say  that  the  boards  of  guardians 
were  composed  princqially  of  small  tradea- 
men  and  manufacturers,  and  tiie  deputa* 
tion  were  afraid  to  intrust  the  management 
of  the  roads  to  such  hands.  Now,  he  wonld 
put  it  fairiy  to  the  House,  whether  it  was 
expedient  to  transfer  the  eonnty  expendi- 
ture from  a  large  body  c^  goatiemen,  to 
persons  who  could  not  be  intrusted  with 
the  management  of  the  roada.  So  he  be* 
lieved  with  respect  to  Laaeaaliire,  that 
there  was  a  great  indisposition  Ut  to  as> 
sign  such  duties  to  houds  of  gwardians 
When  the  county-rate  commiaskaera,  in 
1836,  recommended  a  plan  similar  to  that 
now  before  the  House,  they  had  not  had 
any  ex^rwnce  of  the  workioi^  of  the  poor- 
law,  and  the  digibiltty  ef  hoards  of  guar- 
dians for  the  offee  now  proposed  to  be  aa* 
signed  to  thess.  The<i 
to  call  the  magistrates  a  ** 
body,''  and  to  assign  that  as  a  icason  why 
their  duties  should  he  iluyred  in  bj  othen. 
But  if  any  body  of  men  cedd  he  pointed 
to  as  suggestuxg  (excepting*  ef  OMBse^  the 
casualty  of  life)  the  idea  of  peraMaenej,  be 
thought  they  were  the  cevstj  ■Mj^isiialii 
of  this  country.  At  all  e^r«nts».  bo  eonU 
not  coneeive  a  less  peraianent  bodty  than 
boards  of  raurdians^  He  appealed  to  tibe 
right  hoo.  bendeman  the  Hooas  Seeretary, 
not  to  sanction  this  aifront  to  tbe  gei^le- 
men  of  England.  The  Bill  was  esse  di»WB 
by  somebody  who  had  evident^  bo  ptOD- 
tice  or  experience  in  the  matter,  and  was 
founded  in  entire  ignorance  ef  the  working 
of  the  present  sysaom.  He  woold  ask 
whether  the  judicial  and  ^"*'*'^  dttdea  of 
the  magistrates  were  not  so  ejLtiouiely  in- 
cerwov<»L  that  they  could  not  wdl  bo  sepa- 
rated i  And  let  not  the  House  tai^por  with 
a  svstem  tiliat  had  Umg  wo^ed  woD,  aad 
would  still  continue  to  do  so^  if  tibi  g<iBlKT 
of  England  only  did  tbdr  doty.  Tbit 
property  had  its  duties  as  well  «s  riai  i^biB 
wiki  a  &vottrisa  ntajusa  utttb  vntf  bs  tbit 
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House;  and  be  beld  that  one  of  the  first 
dnties  of  those  who  were  blessed  with  pro- 
perty was  to  attend  to  the  administration 
of  the  local  affairs  of  their  district.  In  the 
performance  of  that  duty  they  might  de- 
pend upon  ity  that  whatever  was  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  rich  man  was  also  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  poor  man  in  these  local  af- 
fairs; and  his  only  fear  was,  that  the  gen- 
try of  the  counties  of  England  would  be- 
come less  inclined  to  discharge  those  func- 
tions of  local  administration  with  which 
the  consUtntion  had  so  long  entrusted  them. 
So- long,  howeyer,  as  the  county  magis- 
trates performed  their  duty  faithfully,  he 
Mw  no  reason  why  they  should  be  super- 
seded in  the  way  that  this  Bill  proposed. 
Under  such  a  Bill  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
possible, with  the  body  to  which  it  sought 
to  transfer  the  powers  of  the  magistrates, 
that  the  present  system  of  managing  the 
gaols  under  the  magistrates  could  be  con- 
tinued. The  gaols  would  have  to  be  taken 
nnder  the  management  of  the  Government; 
for  how  could  a  body  like  the  board  pro- 
posed deal  with  the  periodical  reports  of 
the  visiting  justices  ?  Let  it  be  shown  that 
the  justices  had  neglected  their  duty,  and 
he  was  quite  ready  to  agree  to  an  inquiry 
before  a  Committee. 

Mb.  ROBERT  PALMER  rose  to  se- 
cond the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  he  did  so  with  great  satisfaction.  He 
thought  that  the  general  principle  that 
those  who  paid  the  largest  amount  of 
rates  should  have  some  voice  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  funds  to  which  they  con- 
tributed, was  altogether  lost  sight  of  in  this 
BilL  It  would  appear  from  a  perusal  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
that  he  considered  the  magistrates  of  this 
country  to  be  incompetent,  or  not  of  suffi- 
dent  character,  to  be  intrusted  with  the 
administration  of  local  affairs.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  believed,  had  no  intention 
to  convey  such  an  imputation  on  the  county 
magistracy;  but  he  proposed  by  law  to  ex- 
dude  from  all  management  or  control  over 
the  county  rates  every  magistrate  of  a 
oonn^,  however  largely  interested  he 
night  be  in  the  economical  administration 
of  the  local  rates.  He  could  not  admit 
that  in  any  county  he  knew  of  the  funds 
cf  the  county  had  been  mal-administered, 
and  he  doubted  whether  more  economy 
wonld  be  effected  by  the  mode  proposed  to 
he  adopted  by  this  Bill.  For  himself  he 
luid  great  experience  at  quarter-sessions, 
^od  he  kuew  the  practical  working  of  the 
jjjstem.     A  finance  committee  was  ap- 


pointed, who  supervised  and  checked  every 
kind  of  bill  that  was  brought  before  them; 
and  he  thought,  with  the  hon.  Baronet, 
who  had  moved  the  Amendment,  that  if 
there  was  anything  which  the  magistrates 
watched  with  extreme  jealousy,  it  was  the 
proceedings  of  their  own  body  in  respect 
to  all  matters  of  expenditure.  On  inquiry 
he  was  sure  it  would  not  be  found  that  the 
county-rate  funds  had  been  in  any  case 
extravagantly  or  thoughtlessly  dealt  with. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
must  imagine  that  a  much  larger  amount 
of  funds  was  under  the  control  of  the  ma- 
gistracy than  there  really  was.  Now, 
there  were  in  his  county  150  magistrates; 
and  all  but  those  who  might  be  elected 
under  this  Bill  would  be  excluded  from 
having  any  voice  in  the  administration  or 
management  of  the  county  rates.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  feeling,  on  the 
part  of  the  public  generally,  against  the 
present  mode  of  dealing  with  the  county 
rates  and  the  county  expenditiu*e.  He  was 
not  opposed  to,  but  on  tie  contrary  wished 
for,  a  full  inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee 
or  otherwise,  in  order  to  see  whether  a 
better  mode  might  not  be  adopted  by  which 
the  county  expenditure  might  be  reduced; 
and  he  was,  therefore,  prepared  to  second 
the  Amendment  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  for  this  reason  especially,  that 
if  this  Bill  were  read  a  second  time  and 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  they 
could  not  take  evidence  before  that  Com- 
mittee. If  the  House  shoidd  adopt  the 
proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend,  they  could 
then  elucidate  any  facts  which  might  be 
stated  as  to  the  causes  of  mismanagement 
of  these  funds. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That  *  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  present  mode  of  levying  and  expending  the 
County  Rate  in  England  and  Wales,  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  whether  any  more  satisfactory  mode  of 
levying  tho  said  Rates,  and  more  effectual  and 
economical  control  over  their  expenditure  can  be 
adopted."  , 

Mr.  HEYWOOB  thought  the  people  of 
England  were  very  much  indebted  to  the 
magistracy  for  the  trouble  they  had  taken 
in  collecting  and  administering  the  rates 
and  expenditure  of  tho  counties;  but  a 
great  body  of  ratepayers  considered  it  very 
vexatious  that  they  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  without  in  any  way  being  allowed 
to  interfere.  He  did  not  think,  however, 
F2 
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iSkMl  so  large  %  reduction  in  the  expendi- 
tere  vonld  be  effected  bj  amixed  board  of 
gaarfims  and  magistzates  as  the  adTo> 
caies  of  this  measure  supposed,  and  it 
voald  not  be  fair  to  eall  on  the  repesent- 
atires  of  the  pec^ile  to  pass  a  general  mea- 
sore  on  this  sabject  viiboot  inqnirr.  It  ap- 
peared tbat,  as  we  became  more  civilised, 
die  expeoditore  of  the  eoonties  increased. 
The  Seoteh  were  more  economical  in  the 
management  of  their  gaols,  for  thej  made 
the  pfiioiierB  wotk  for  their  maintenance, 
and  a  similar  plan  might  be  adc^ited  here. 
The  prisoners  were  much  too  comfortable; 
and  in  Laneashire,  where  some  of  the  peo- 
ple were  in  a  wretched  eoodidon,  trifling 
offienees  were  often  committed  so  that  the 
offenders  might  get  into  the  gac^.  The 
principle  of  this  Bill,  which  established  a 
feianrial  board  in  which  the  ratepajers 
herood  the  magistrates,  such  as  the  tenant 
fiumen  and  others,  would  be  represented, 
wms  one  to  which  no  po-son  coold  object. 
It  was  a  principle  that  was  in  operation  in 
the  reign  of  Henrr  Till.,  and  it  was  one 
whidi  he  was  readr  to  support. 

SiE  G.  grey'  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Droitwich  had 
persevered  in  the  Motion  of  which  he  gare 
Botiee,  and  asked  the  House  to  reject  this 
Bin  altogether  bj  proposing  **  that  the 
Bin  be  read  a  second  time  this  daj  six 
months,"  thereby  objectbg  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  BiU,  he  would  hare  no  hesitation 
in  the  eourse  he  should  pursue.  He  would 
rote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
against  such  an  Amendment,  on  this 
groond,  that  he  was  farourable  to  a  plan  for 
the  creation  of  a  countr  financial  board  for 
the  assessment  of  county  rates  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  expenditure,  into  which 
the  principle  of  representation  should  be  in- 
troduced. He  need  not,  he  was  sure,  de- 
clare that  he  was  not  actuated  by  any  feel- 
ing of  the  kind  that  was  attributed  to  the 
proposer  of  this  Bill,  nor  did  he  thiuk  that 
bj  him  it  was  intended  as  an  affront  to  the 
magistracy  of  this  country.  He  beliered 
that  nothing  could  be  further  from  the  in- 
tention of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montrose,  than  to  offer  any  affront  to  them; 
and  on  looking  to  the  principles  he  found 
embodied  in  the  report  that  had  been  al- 
luded to  that  day,  the  report  of  the  com- 
missioners of  county  rates  in  England  and 
Wales,  he  was  satisfied  that  by  no  possi- 
Inlity,  in  making  their  recommendations, 
did  they  intend  any  affront  to  the  magis- 
tracy. He  would  not  base  his  support  of 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  in  the  case 


he  had  mcotioDed,  on  any  bdef  diat  the 
magistrates  of  Engknd,  in  the  exerdae  of 
thcv  fanctioDS,  had  been  wantiBg  in  a  doe 
regard  to  economy  and  to  those  other  eon- 
aderations  that  ought  to  gmde  those  who 
were  entrusted  with  the  duties  thej  had  to 
perform.  On  the  cootrarr,  he  befiered 
that  the  magistrates  of  England,  being 
themselyes  large  contributors,  have  a  great 
interest  in  keeping  down  county  expendi- 
ture. He  was  satisfied  that  it  was  their 
deare  to  keep  down  such  expen£tnre; 
and  where  there  had  been  cases  of  larish 
expenditure,  it  was  only  when  they  had 
obeyed  the  statutory  enactments  with  re- 
spect to  gaols  and  lunatic  asylums.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  his  hon.  Friend 
seemed  totally  to  mis^prdiend  the  por- 
tion in  wluch*  the  Seoetery  of  Stale  was 
placed  when  he  consdered  that  he  could 
call  upon  the  magistrates  to  Tsry  the  ex- 
penditure, or  that  they  were  bound  to  yaiy 
it  according  to  the  yaiying  whims  of  each 
succeeding  Home  Secretary.  By  the  Act 
of  Ge<»ge  IV.  certain  obGgatioiis  were 
placed  upon  the  magistrates  to  proride 
efficient  gaols — ga<^  that  would  eontain 
all  arrangements  for  clasafieati<m,  and 
sleeping  places  for  prisoners.  He  wms  not 
prepared  to  say  that  in  eyerj  ease  the 
amount  of  expenditure  fn-  erery  particular 
gaol  or  lunatic  asylum  (orer  whodi  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  has  no  disereCioD,  exeept 
so  far  as  his  approbation  of  the  plan  is  con- 
cerned) had  been  limited  within  tiie  nar- 
rowest amount;  neither  wms  he  awmre  of 
any  case  whoie  there  had  been  an  extraya- 
gant  expenditure;  but  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  m^ely  to  approye  of  ihe  plan, 
and  when  he  did  approye  of  it,  the  ques- 
tion of  expenditure  was  out  ol  his  control. 
The  plan  might  be  executed  for  diilmnt 
amounts  of  money,  which  nught  be  in- 
creased by  the  amount  giyen  for  the  site, 
or  expended  upon  architectural  embdlish- 
ments,  which  might  be  carried  on  at  a 
greater  expense  than  was  necessary.  He 
was  not,  howeyer,  aware  of  any  case  of 
the  kind.  He  thought  the  magistrates  had 
exercised  a  watchful  care  in  county  expen- 
diture, and  in  his  intercourse  with  tiiem  he 
had  always  found  them  most  ready  to  at- 
tend to  eyery  suggestion  conung  mMn  ihe 
Secretary  of  State.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  they  were  ready  senrildy  to  adopt 
any  suggestion  coming  from  him,  hut  they 
were  ready  to  giye  it  conadermtioii,  and 
either  adopt  it  or  giye  good  reason  fimr  dif> 
feriog  from  the  Secretary  of  State.  He 
was  not  aware  of  any  case  in  wludi  a  dif* 
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ference  of  opinion  existed  between  them, 
where  there  was  not  a  fair  ground  for  it. 
He  did  not,  however,  agree  with  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite,  that  the  whole  expendi- 
ture of  the  county  rates  should  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  any  one  class  of  persons  to 
the  exclusion  of  all  others;  and  if  that  were 
the  only  question  they  had  to  decide,  he 
would  Tote  for  the  second  reading;  but 
when  he  came  to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  he 
must  agree  in  nearly  everything  that  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Fnend  opposite.  But 
to  the  details  of  the  Bil^  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  did  not  attach  much  impor- 
tance, and  he  was  willing  to  have  them 
considered  in  Conmiittee.  Those  details 
were  objectionable,  and  the  Bill  at  present 
was  one  to  which  he  could  not  give  his  as- 
sent. In  many  cases  it  would,  he  thought, 
be  found  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  would  sub- 
stitute worse  boards  than  those  now  exist- 
ing. With  regard  to  the  proportion  in 
which  the  elected  bodies  were  to  stand  to 
the  magistrates,  he  thought  that  propor- 
tion was  altogether  wrong;  and,  looking 
to  the  interest  which  the  magistrates  have 
in  the  payment  of  rates,  the  preponder- 
ance, he  conceived,  ought  to  be  directly  the 
reverse  to  that  proposed.  He  wished,  how- 
eyer»  to  ffuard  himself  against  expressing 
any  opimon  beyond  this — that  the  princi- 
ple of  representation  was  one  to  which  he 
gave  his  assent.     With  regard  to  the  alle- 

fation  that  the  present  magistracy  was  a 
nctnating  body,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  did  not  dead  quite  fairly 
with  tiie  conmiissioners  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  stated  it  to  be  a  fluctuating 
body.  It  was  impossible  for  any  person 
conversant  with  public  business  not  to 
know  there  are  some  magistrates  who  give 
their  constant  attendance  to  the  county 
buMness,  but  there  are  occasions  on  which 
fluetuaUons  take  place.  There  are  cases 
on  which  a  very  few  only  attend,  but  some- 
times a  greater  number  are  present;  and  it 
happens  that  occasionally  the  opinions  of 
thoae  who  constantly  attend  are  overnilcd 
b  J  magistrates  who  take  a  very  small  share 
in  pablic  business.    Then  there  are  four 

^rter-8e8Bions  in  the  course  of  the  year, 
aenily  held,  as  in  the  county  he  repre- 
sented (the  county  of  Northumberland),  at 
different  places.  He  would  not  say  that, 
under  soch  circumstances,  some  of  the 
magiatrates  did  not  always  attend,  but  all 
of  them  did  not  always  attend;  and  the 
eonseqnence  is,  that  the  magistracy  is  a 
flnetoalbg  body.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
lipponte.  WM  willing  to  have  the  whole 


question  referred  to  a  Select  Committee; 
and  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  must  say,  that  before 
they  carried  out  this  principle,  further  in- 
quiry was  necessary;  and  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Montrose  should 
carry  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
if  the  subject  then  were  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  he  thought  the  powers  of 
the  Committee  should  be  enlarged,  and 
that  they  should  enter  into  a  wider  inquiry 
co-extensive  with  that  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite.  In  fact,  there  was  very  little 
practical  difference  in  the  two  proposals 
before  the  House;  and  when  inquiry  was 
made,  the  Committee  could  come  to  a  de- 
cision unfettered  by  any  plan.  As  to  the 
county  rates,  he  found,  by  a  return  lately 
presented  to  the  House,  giving  an  abstract 
of  accounts  from  county  treasurers  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  in  reference  to  the  pay- 
ments in  1847  and  1848,  that  the  pay- 
ments made  by  the  Treasury  in  1848 
amounted  to  133,000?.  more  than  the  pay- 
ments in  1847. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  begged  to  set 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  right  as  to  the 
true  cause  of  the  difference,  as  it  was  very 
important  that  there  should  be  no  misun- 
derstanding on  the  subject.  The  difference 
arose  in  this  way — the  new  regulation  only 
commenced  in  1846,  and,  therefore,  in  the 
first  half  year  of  1847  it  was  not  in  actual 
operation. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  subject  by  one  of 
the  Judges  of  assize,  at  the  close  of  one 
of  their  largest  circuits.  He  had,  there- 
fore, called  for  information  on  the  subject, 
and  that  information  might  form  the 
groundwork  for  putting  some  effective 
check  on  this  expenditure.  He  had  got 
returns  of  the  expenditure  at  the  assizes 
and  quarter-sessions,  which  could  be  re- 
ferred to  a  commission,  consisting  of  a 
few  gentlemen  possessing  knowledge  on 
the  subject,  in  order  that  some  control 
might  in  future  be  applied  to  it. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  better  considered 
the  question  with  regard  to  the  increase  of 
some  items  of  county  expenses  before  he 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it,  and 
he  might  have  contrasted,  somewhat  more 
favourably  for  the  county  magistrates,  the 
expenses  of  assize  and  the  expenses  of 
sessions  prosecutions.  With  regard  to 
assize  prosecutions,  the  magistrates  had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  pay  the  bill.  [The 
Attorney  General  :  The  committing  ma- 
gistrate has.]    The  committing  magistrate 
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v.ft  'y«:«;r*  -raLiin.  riaii  9€«i  can  on  those 
v^'-.r.-T  rjLT^'vv.^A  irii:.  Lftving  property, 
-:..:  -rr.  Ml^ciiHidj  dli€flarze  their  duties ; 
',.*  \.h  rr.ijtc  >AT  iLac  choee  with  whom  he 
V4A  'i'/ni<=i:«r>i:d  were  not  open  to  that 
'■y.xr'j'i.  fie  ould  not  nnderstftnd  how 
i\.*:  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  who  pro* 
f«:iiv:d  to  Fie  the  advocate  of  popolar  repro- 
«ieriUtiori,  had  introduced  a  measure  in 
which  the  principle  of  representation  was 
not  efficiently  carried  out.  His  (Mr.  Fat- 
ten'h)  constituents  were  anxious  to  obtain 
n  hhfire  in  the  management  of  the  county 
riitoH,  and  ho  did  not  see  why  the  rate- 
pfiy<>rH  Hhould  not  elect  the  magistrates  for 
\\\{\  county  board.  He  agreed  with  the 
lion.  Hiirunct  tho  Member  for  Droitwich  in 
tliinkinf^  that  tho  county  rates  ought  to  be 
ontin«ly  thrown  upon  the  landlords,  and 
not  upon  tho  occupiers,  who,  not  haying  a 
norninnont  interest  in  improTements,  would 
iio  porfiH'tly  justified  in  refusing  to  TOte 
11I0U0Y  for  that  purpose.  He  eonaidered 
tho  pr\'50ut  law  altogether  inadequate  for 
o^ivting  a  nNa««o»ment  of  the  eoonty 
r,\co«,  Mxd  thou^t  il  deisiraUe  that  a 
ivwvT  ^ould  bo  given  for  enforeixig  audi 
'  r\^^:Ht^*dk!^iioRC.  Should  ih«  BcU  be  irfmcd 
'  w  A  Sotsv:  Ooc£sim?e«  thai  and  Many 
OsNs'r  -vty^vKia:  rctiw  szi^t  be  Mir  eoa- 
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.'vvitxir.  irv  XT    je    .-JosiinsKii  W  sack  a 

x'   Mi.T!    t*^.V. 

\  ;.  "i  .'  V?V  ;v  «nu  :tM  Jim- 
t  *•>    Ktvt    tiv«'\*«t  ~ht*  JuntfoiOttinK  ^ 
n  ;<.\i    \j    n\f    nfrrhunmun   it  "ita 

i-  v.^-    A.«.nivtt:*»    12V  -ff?n«!CMr.  w«il  aad 

V  ...      ^i.-     .irxj^     ^ 
».  ^    ^     ^     :>.      ^.'snftuSX^fK.   IV    -«■»  JB   a 
>«  '  •<•,*-' 'r      «t:«:r^£4r"     Oe     l^MMV  A^ 
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any  man  who  acquired  property  took  a 
eerCaiii  Btanding  in  a  connty,  and  was  in  a 
position  to  become  a  magistrate,  and  not 
only  to  become  a  magistrate,  but  to  tax 
the  people.  Now,  it  was  an  acknowledged 
principle  that  the  people  ought  to  hare  a 
voice  in  their  taxation.  In  towns,  the 
great  principle  of  representation  had  been 
introduced,  and  he  wished  to  extend  to 
counties  the  rights    enjoyed   by  munici- 

SJities.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
ontrose  did  not  ask  the  House,  at  the 
present  moment,  to  agree  upon  any  mode 
of  carrying  out  his  plan,  but  merely  to 
take  the  smgle  step  of  affirming  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure ;  and  he  trustea  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary, 
haring  acknowledged  the  principle,  would 
not  sdfer  a  resolution  to  pass  which,  by  a 
side  wind*  would  get  rid  of  that  principle. 
A  Gorermnent  ought  to  be  able  to  avow  a 
policy,  and  stick  bjr  it.  They  ought  not 
to  keep  their  places  by  avoiding  ail  great 
qneations  that  might  arise,  but  when  they 
agreed  upon  a  principle,  it  was  their  duty 
to  fttand  by  it.  They  ought  to  govern  the 
country  upon  a  settled,  clear,  understand- 
able policy,  and  not  to  go  on  avoiding  dif- 
ficulties by  referring  them  to  Commissions 
or  Committees.  He  hoped  the  time  was 
coming  when  such  a  Government  would 
not  be  the  Government  of  the  country,  and 
he  tmsted  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  lend  his  support  to  such  a  weak,  vacil- 
lating mode  of  proceedmg.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  having  admitted  the  prin- 
ciple»  ought  to  act  as  the  general  of  the 
party  on  this  occasion,  and  allow  them  to 
fight  under  his  banner.  He  trusted  the 
ri|^t  hon.  Baronet  would  negative  the  Mo- 
tion df  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich, 
who  was  opposed  to  the  principles  which 
he  (the  right  hon.  Baronet)  had  enunci- 
»ted. 

Sir  0.  GRBT  wished  to  state  distinctly 
ihe  eourse  which,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to 
be  taken,  in  order  that  hon.  Members 
might  be  under  no  misapprehension.  If 
the  bon.  Member  for  Droitwich  had  per- 
seirered  in  his  original  Motion,  *'  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months/'  the  question  at  issue  would  have 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield — namely,  shall  we  admit 
the  principle  of  representation  into  the 
financial  board  for  assessing  the  county 
imtea  and  administering  the  county  expen- 
dhure^  or  reject  that  principle  ?  If  that 
irae  the  ppint  at  issue,  he  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
ibeldd  hate  no  hentation  in  voting  for  the 


second  reading  of  the  Bill,  greatly  as  ho 
disapproved  of  many  of  its  details.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich  had  waived 
that  Motion,  and  came  forward  with  a  pro- 
position which  appeared  practically  to  lead 
to  the  same  result — namely,  that  a  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  consider  the  whole 
question  of  levying,  administering,  and 
assessing  the  county  rates.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  jiot  ask  the  House  to  reject  the 
principle  altogether.  If  ho  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
was  to  be  bound  by  the  speech  of  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment,  he  had  a  right 
to  appeal  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
by  whom  it  was  seconded,  who  was  fa- 
vourable to  the  principle  of  representa- 
tion, as  was  also  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lancashire.  If  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich  should  be 
adopted,  the  House  would  not  have  ad- 
mitted the  principle  of  the  Bill,  nor  woiild 
they  have  rejected  it.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  said  it  was  a 
weak  and  vacillating  policy  to  refer  ques- 
tioDS  of  this  kind  to  Committees.  But  that 
was  not  his  (Sir  G.  Grey's)  proposition, 
but  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,, 
who  admitted  that  he  was  not  prepared  to 
defend  all  the  details  of  the  measure.  If 
the  BiU  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee, 
the  province  of  that  Committee  must  bo 
enlarged,  and  they  must  institute  such  an 
inquiry  as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwich;  and  as  the  BDI 
could  not  be  passed  during  the  present 
Session,  the  practical  result  would  be  the 
same. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  said,  that  his 
argument  had  been  misrepresented  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sheffield,  and  he,  therefore,  wished  to 
say  a  word  in  explanation.  He  had  not 
said  one  word  as  to  whether  he  approved 
or  disapproved  of  the  principle  of  repre- 
sentation. He  had  expressed  his  doubts 
whether,  considering  the  extent  to  which 
the  judicial  and  financial  duties  of  the 
county  magistrates  were  interwoven,  it 
would  be  possible  to  adopt  that  principle 
in  the  administration  of  the  county  finances. 

Mr.  PACKE  said,  that  he  felt  much 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
by  whom  the  present  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced; and  for  this,  amongst  other  rea- 
sons, he  felt  obliged  to  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man— that  the  discussion  to  which  the  Bill 
had  given  rise  had  had  the  effect  of  dis- 
pelling any  impression  that  might  have 
existed  as  to  unfairness  respecting  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  rates.     It  must  now  be 
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8ccn  how  little  discretion  the  magistrates 
really  possessed,  and  therefore  he  trusted 
it  would  ho  evident  to  the  House  that  the 
Bill  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  di- 
rect affront  to  the  magistracy  of  England. 
He  admitted  that  it  would  he  highly  de- 
sirahlo  to  estahlish  the  principle  of  repre- 
sentation in  all  county  matters,  hut  he 
douhted  the  practicahility  of  any  attempt 
having  such  an  object  in  view. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  he 
understood  that  the  hon.  Memher  for  Mon- 
trose had  proposed  that  the  question  now 
hefore  the  House  should  he  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  HUME  observed  that  that  was  a 
mistake.  What  he  said  was,  that  he 
wished  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  he  first 
acknowledged,  and  then  he  should  have  no 
objection  to  its  being  sent  before  a  Select 
Committee. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  replied, 
that  the  effect  of  sending  it  before  a  Select 
Committee  would  be  to  refer  the  whole 
question  to  that  Committee.  As  to  the 
principle  of  representation  in  the  manage- 
ment of  county  matters,  he  had  only  to 
say,  that  he  had  often  heard  it  stated  that 
those  rates  were  imposed  by  persons  not 
necessarily  having  a  direct  interest  in  the 
matter.  Although  it  was,  generally  speak- 
ing, true  that  county  magistrates  were 
persons  possessing  estates  in  the  counties 
for  which  they  were  in  the  commission, 
yet,  as  was  well  known,  there  existed  no 
absolute  necessity  for  their  possessing 
more  than  a  residence  within  the  county. 
When  they  were  told  that  the  rates  were 
not  imposed  by  the  ratepayers,  they  were 
told  that  which  was  perfectly  true,  but  it 
would  be  only  fair  at  the  same  time  to 
state  that  the  principle  of  representation 
had  never  been  fully  introduced  into  the 
system  of  our  local  taxation.  In  the  case 
of  the  poor-rates,  and  in  that  also  of  the 
road-rates,  the  ratepayers  never  had  pos- 
sessed any  choice  with  respect  to  the  per- 
sons by  whom  those  rates  were  to  be  im- 
posed. Until  the  year  1834  the  ratepayers 
had  no  choice  whatever.  As  to  the  roads, 
as  great  a  sum  as  3,000,000?.  annually 
was  collected  from  the  people  of  England 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  those  roads, 
but  no  portion  of  that  sum  had  ever  been 
levied  with  the  consent  of  the  parties  who 
paid  it.  The  money  paid  for  roads  might 
be  regarded  as  consisting  of  two  portions 
— ^hat  which  was  paid  to  trustees,  and  that 
"^^«ch  was  paid  on  account  of  highways, 
trustees,  as  was  well  known,  were  not 


chosen  upon  any  principle  of  popular  re- 
presentation, and  it  was  not  even  asserted 
that  they  were  under  any  control,  while 
the  highway  rate  was  made  by  the  sur- 
veyor on  his  own  authority.  Now,  if  tiie 
present  Bill  and  the  question  which  it 
raised  were  to  be  referred  t^a  Select  Com- 
mittee, it  would  be  for  them  to  determine 
how  far  and  in  what  manner  the  principle 
of  representation  was  to  be  carried  out.  It 
was  also  an  important  question  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  whole  should  be  paid  by 
the  owners  or  the  occupiers  of  the  land. 
For  his  own  part  he  certainly  thought  that 
the  principle  of  deducting  rates  paid  by 
tenants  from  rents  due  to  landlords  might 
bo  carried  out  further  than  it  had  been; 
and,  in  conclusion,  he  strongly  advised  the 
House,  if  they  referred  the  matter  to  a 
Select  Committee,  to  refer  to  that  Com- 
mittee also  the  incidents  of  the  tax  as  well 
as  the  expenditure  of  the  rates.  He  qni^ 
agreed  with  those  who  thought  that  ihe 
time  had  arrived  when  the  whole  subjeofr 
ought  to  be  examined  by  a  Committee, 
with  the  view  of  determining  the  course  of 
legislation  that  ought  to  be  pursued. 

Mr.  W.  miles  said,  he  came  down  to 
the  House  determined  to  oppose  the  BHi 
and  the  principle  upon  which  it  was  founded, 
because  it  manifestly  cast  a  slur  and  an  in- 
dignity on  the  magistrates  of  England. 
Since  the  discussion  commenced,  hia  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Droitwich  had  al- 
tered his  Amendment;  and  if  he  (Mr.  W. 
Miles)  were  called  upon  to  say  whether  in 
the  event  of  a  Committee  being  appointed* 
the  subject  of  repres^itation  ought  to  he 
referred  to  them,  he  should  answer  in  the 
affirmative.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
they  ought  to  let  the  whole  question^  'in 
all  its  parts  come  before  a  Commit- 
tee ;  local  taxation  and  local  expendi- 
ture alike.  From  the  examination  whieA 
would  probably  be  instituted  by  meh 
a  Committee,  he  conceived  that  many 
advantages  were  likely  to  accrue,  and 
amongst  others  this,  that  such  a  Commit- 
tee would  have  the  means  and  opportunity 
to  compare  the  expenditure  of  one  county 
with  that  of  another,  for  the  purpose  m 
seeing  which  was  the  most  economical, 
and  on  the  whole  most  advantageoos. 
While  upon  this  point  he  thought  it  right 
to  inform  the  House  that  of  late  years  a 
very  strict  economy  had  in  many  countiea 
been  practised,  and  that  most  of  them  had 
permanent  committees  for  promoting  eco- 
nomy; to  such  committees  no  should  have 
no  objection  to  see  ratepayers  added,  if 
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practicable.  If  they  took  the  poor-law 
unions  as  the  basis  of  legislation,  ho  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  iu  nine  cases  out 
of  ten  the  magistrates  would  he  elected. 
With  respect  to  the  vote  which  he  was 
about  to  give,  he  should  say,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  so  mixed  up  with  the 
details  that  he  must  vote  against  it,  not 
because  he  objected  to  the  principle  of  re- 
presentation, but  because  he  thought  the 
Bill  cast  a  slur  on  the  magistracy. 

Mb.  EVELYN  DENISON  observed, 
that  unlike  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  spoke 
last,  he  came  down  to  support  the  Bill. 
He  regretted  some  expressions  which  had 
been  dropped  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  tiie  Amendment,  and  he  regretted 
also  to  hear  it  said  that  the  gentlemen  of 
En^nd  did  not  do  their  duty.  He  like- 
wise regretted  the  necessity  which  he  felt 
himself  under  of  differing  from  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  that  they  should 
go  into  Committee  on  the  whole  measure 
without  h&ng  prejudiced  by  any  vote  at 
which  the  House  might  arrive.  As  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  expressed  himself  favourable  to 
the  principle  of  representation,  he  should 
support  the  proposition  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  SPOONER  regarded  the  Bill  as 
one,  not  of  admission,  but  of  exclusion. 
He  was  favourable  to  the  principle  of  re- 
presentation; but  he  looked  at  the  Bill,  and, 
so  far  from  seeing  in  it  anything  of  repre- 
sentation, he  found  it  to  be  a  Bill  of  exclu- 
sion. He  should  therefore  object  to  its 
going  before  a  Committee,  even  supposing 
it  should  pass  the  second  reading. 

LoBD  BROOKE  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
make  any  observations  on  the  Bill  gene- 
rally; but  the  measure  appeared  to  him  to 
be  most  important,  and  he  conceived  it 
would  be  wrong  to  create,  by  any  vote  of 
the  House,  a  prejudice  in  the  minds  of  a 
Select  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  objected  to  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  on  the  ground 
that  the  principle  of  the  measure  had  not 
been  previously  acknowledged.  Now,  if 
the  House  felt  disposed  to  grant  the  Com- 
mittee, he  hoped  they  would  do  so  without 
aekiiowledging  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  rather  leave  the  Committee  perfectly 
free  and  unshackled. 

Mb.  SLANEY  recommended  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  to  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  in  the 
'  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 


net the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Ho  did  so  as  a  sincere  Friend  of 
the  principle  of  representation,  which  in- 
deed had  been  assented  to  by  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  HUME,  in  reply,  said,  he  desired 
to  state  to  the  House,  before  they  divided, 
the  object  which  he  had  in  view.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Droitwich  said 
he  objected  to  the  Bill  because  it  cast  a 
slur  upon  country  gentlemen;  but,  for  his 
part,  he  saw  no  slur  cast  upon  any  one. 
The  object  which  he  desired  to  carry  out 
by  the  Bill  was  the  representation  of  the 
ratepayers  at  the  county  boards;  and  he 
had  already  said  to  the  House,  if  the  de- 
tails were  defective,  he  had  no  objection  it 
should  go  before  a  Committee;  but  he  ask- 
ed them  now  to  affirm  the  principle  of  re- 
presentation by  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time.  If  the  House  wished  to  enlarge  the 
powers  of  the  Committee  to  embrace  the 
whole  question,  ho  concurred,  and  only  de- 
sired that  the  Committee  should  conduct 
their  investigation  with  the  principle  of  re- 
presentation steadily  before  them.  He 
must  say,  he  was  extremely  sorry  he  was 
deceived  by  the  Government;  indeed,  to  use 
a  common  word,  he  was  sold.  Ho  had  sent 
to  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
to  ask  him  to  introduce  the  Bill;  but  the 
answer  which  he  got  was,  that  he  approved 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  could  not 
introduce  it.  He  then  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  returned  him  a  similar  an- 
swer. He  therefore  expected,  when  the 
Bill  was  introduced,  to  have  got  the  sup- 
port of  the  Government,  and  he  never 
looked  to  be  sold  in  this  way.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  concurred  with  him  in  the  princi- 
ple of  representation  would  vote  for  the  se- 
cond reading. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  96;  Noes 
154:  Majority  58. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adair,  II.  E. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Anson,  Visct. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bennet,  P. 
Berkeley,  hon.  II.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  1^.  P. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 

Bulkeley,  SirR.  B.W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 


BusfeUd,  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooko,  Sir  T,  E. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Cowan,  C. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
D'Eyncourt,rt.hn.C.T. 
Duncan,  6. 
Ellis,  J. 
Evans,  Sir  Do  L. 
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{comcoifS} 


l^r«lM,  w. 
>:tr%rt.  W. 

K-r^iu,  ,1. 
K^'Ttuann,  C*ol. 
Kot<T.  J.  II.  II. 
Ki»^'W.  J. 
Prvwra.  i\  II. 
Gtbww.  rt.  \wn,  T.  M. 
Graater.  T.  C. 

GrvoM.  C.  P. 
Hankartie,  J.  .U 

Hancie.  A. 
SaM2»,A. 
Htfinam.  T.  E. 
utmTT«  A. 
H«r**M»d.  J. 
ELeyvorth*  L- 
HindLey.  C. 


K^rthav,  J. 
KIa;r.  boo.  P.  J.  L. 
FjieiLi».  J. 
LiMhmi^a,  C 
MM.uaipfa,  W.  T. 
MtuMfhtfr.  T. 
Marutt,  :^. 
MauiK.  n.  hoQ.  F. 
Mitefiml,  T.  A. 

MtMCvii,  htm.  £.  M.  L. 
Motratt,  F. 
O'Bnen,  J. 

Lin  of 

Ai*lafu<.  Mr  T.  D. 

A.iMi*.  a.  h,  s. 

ArfiWUty.  r.  B. 

\n«fj-3r.  T.  C. 
Ark vrr »(hr.  *>. 

\rTnrtmnif,  ^ir  .1. 

RjUl#fT.  i. 

lUinmi,  >r.  T. 
IUi<k)AK,  R.  II. 
Ilamnijtnn,  Vlam^ 
Brllfttr,  ft.  M. 
B*»nbow.   f. 
B«TKitArri  W. 

iilair.  S. 

■Inunaton.  T.  W. 

immie"'.  -I. 
li"V>Re.    wrri 
>IC!L.    -.-  "^ 
JniLer,    ::r  •.  T. 
T'lrr^niL'^et.    1-   ^. 
:.j:-w    ^     I.    \ 
.T:arr«:rr».   Jin.    ^ 

ril'"^ori»nr.     L    k* 


O'ConiMll,  J. 
O'Flahftrty,  A. 
roamon,  C 
Pofihoti,  Capt. 
r»crfect,  ft. 
Phili|M,  Sir  G.  a. 
I'ilkington,  J. 
IteyiiolfU,  J. 
lUcardo,  J.  L. 
lUco,  E.  R. 
Oobartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebook,  J.  A. 
Scbolufteld,  \¥. 
ScuUy,  F. 
Sbafto,  R.  D. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Speamuu,  II.  J. 
Stanafteld,  W.  R.  0. 
Stricklami.  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  LordD. 
Talfourd,  Seij. 
Thickneflse,  R.  A. 
ThompMn,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Toliemachtf,  turn.  F.  J. 
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tbeir  inqnirj  into  the  whole  subject.  But 
while  he  said  so,  he,  for  one,  could  not 
oome  to  the  conclusion  that  representation 
should  form  a  part  of  the  system,  until  he 
eould  aee  that  it  would  work.  His  doubt 
was,  whether  a  plan  could  be  devised 
whereby  representation  coidd  be  carried 
out  in  county  boards  with  any  satbfaction 
to  the  Membisni  themselyes,  or  those  whom 
they  represented.  If  such  a  plan  could  be 
devised,  it  had  his  concurrence  with  all  his 
heart.  He  would  only  detain  the  House 
while  he  adverted  to  the  case  of  the  West 
Ridmg  of  Yorkshire,  which  had  been  al- 
luded to  in  the  debate  as  an  illustration. 
He  had  a  statement  by  him  of  the  expen- 
diture since  1841,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire  alluded  as  show- 
ing the  increase  that  had  taken  place  up 
to  1848;  and  he  covld  explain  the  reason 
of  that  increase  if  he  felt  at  liberty  to 
trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House.  He 
would  only  remind  them  of  the  increase 
since  1841  in  the  number  of  prisoners,  the 
enlargement  of  the  prisons,  the  enlarge- 
ment of  Wakefield  prison  for  instance,  to 
hold  400  convicts,  and  the  building  of  an 
asylum.  These  extra  expenses,  he  hoped, 
would  soon  come  to  an  end;  but  in  the 
meantime  they  were  necessary.  The  Go- 
vernment had  now  undertaken  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  county  prosecutions,  which, 
with  the  completion  of  the  necessary  build- 
ingSy  would  soon  reduce  the  expenditure 
of  the  West  Biding  within  a  small  com- 
pass. 

Mr.  HUME  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  concurrence  in  the  principle 
6f  representation.  Whether  the  plan  now 
submitted  to  the  House  were  the  best  or 
nat»  it  was  not  for  him  to  say,  now  that  the 
plan  which  he  had  laid  before  them  had 
been  negatived. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  question  be- 
fore ihsm  now  was,  whether  the  principle 
ot  representation  should  be  referred  to  a 
Committee.  He  must  express  his  opinion 
that  no  settlement  of  that  question  could 
give  satisfaction  but  that  which  should 
take  diace  in  that  House.  The  popular 
asaembhr  was  the  only  arena  for  that  ques- 
tion. Hd  objected,  therefore,  to  that  ques- 
tion being  referred  to  a  Committee.  They 
mi^^  direct  the  labours  of  the  Committee. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Droitwich  would  di- 
raei  them  to  subjects  which  might  be  most 
banefieially  and  satisfactorily  discussed 
there;  but  no  settlement  of  the  question 
tf  representation  for  our  rural  districts 
•odd  be  satisfactory,  and  that  House  was 


as  competent  now  as  ever  to  take  it  into 
their  consideration.  The  representative 
system  in  the  counties  depended  on  a  prin- 
ciple of  which  they  could  not  weigh  the 
importance  —  of  which  they  must  well 
weigh  the  consequences,  and  which  they 
must  first  accurately  consider.  It  was  a 
slur — ^they  had  heard  a  great  deal  that  day 
about  a  slur — it  was  a  slur  upon  the  House 
of  Commons  to  suppose  that  they  were  in- 
competent to  enter  upon  this  great  consti- 
tutional question,  for  such  it  was,  without 
the  preliminary  labours  and  the  advantage 
of  the  researches  of  a  Select  Committee. 
As  the  House  had  resolved  that  a  Select 
Committee  should  investigate  other  sub- 
jects, ho  had  nothing  to  say  to  that;  he 
addressed  himself  to  the  question  whether 
that  principle  should  be  referred  to  that 
Committee.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  would  not  persist  in  his 
proposition ;  it  would  be  but  a  waste  of 
their  time,  and  the  labours  of  the  Commit- 
tee were  unnecessary. 

Mr.  roebuck  rose  to  explain  that 
what  he  had  said  before,  and  what  he  re- 
peated now,  was  not  that  they  shoidd  send 
the  principle  of  representation  before  the 
Committee,  but  that,  being  appointed  by 
the  House,  the  Committee  should  investi- 
gate the  management  and  working  details 
of  the  principle.  They  assumed  the  prin- 
ciple, and  only  proposed  to  send  the  details 
for  the  practical  carrying  out  of  it  before 
the  Committee.  He  believed  that,  during 
the  whole  Session,  they  had  not  had  so  im- 
portant a  Bill  before  them  as  the  one  they 
had  been  discussing  that  day.  He  expected 
then  to  have  seen  such  a  Bill,  on  so  large, 
so  grave,  so  important  a  subject,  brought 
in  and  advanced  by  the  Government;  but 
instead  of  that  it  was  left  to  a  private 
Member,  whose  industry  was  always  ready 
for  a  great  object,  and  left  to  him,  little 
countenanced  or  supported  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Government,  or  that  pursued  by  him- 
self in  the  course  of  the  deb&te.  If  he 
complained  of  the  first,  he  must  inform 
him  that  it  was  not  many  weeks  since  a 
deputation  from  Manchester,  where  the 
Bill,  he  believed,  originated,  waited  on  him, 
and  wished  the  Government  to  introduce 
the  Bill  this  Session.  He  said,  he  refused 
to  pledge  the  Government  to  the  Bill  for 
the  present  Session.  He  did  not  think 
any  hon.  Gentleman  was  bound  to  oppose 
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%  Bill  trbScb  oontajned  prineiples  in  wbidi 
be  eonciuTed.  At  the  same  time,  if  the 
qoestJon  had  been  plainlj  vheiher  or  not 
he  approved  of  the  reprefientaiiTe  priDciple, 
as  a|^>Iied  u>  financia]  bonds,  he  should 
bare  Toted  in  faroiir  of  the  second  reading, 
in  order  to  affirm  that  principle.  Bat  that 
ifisoe  was  not  taken.  He  objected,  how- 
erer,  to  the  praetioe  of  reading  Bills  im- 
perfeetljiraxDed  the  second  time,  and  then 
referring  them  to  a  Select  Cconmittee. 

Ur.  bright  rem'mded  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  thai  he  had  not  stated  his  <^»in- 
ion  as  to  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House. 

Sis  G.  GBEY  had  not  the  slightest  ob- 
jection to  it,  except  that  the  voids  limited 
the  control  to  the  rateparers,  whereas  the 
control  of  the  Treasurr  orer  their  very 
large  expenditure  would  be  essentiaL 

Ms.  BRIGHT  said,  that  ererj  Member 
who  had  spoken  in  the  debate  had  more  or 
less  supported  the  principle  of  representa- 
tioo.  It  most  be  admitted  bj  ererj  per- 
son that  it  was  monstrous  and  intolerable 
for  the  sum  of  1,500,000/.  to  be  annuaDj 
spent  wiUiout  anj  control  bj  those  who 
contnbuted  to  it.  In  all  constituencies, 
rural  as  well  as  urban,  there  was  a  growing 
feeling  upon  this  subject  which  it  was  de- 
sirable to  satisfr.  If,  then,  all  or  nearlj 
all  were  agreed  upon  this  princ^le  being 
introduced  in  some  shape  or  other,  no  hon. 
Gentleman  could  object  to  the  introduction 
of  words  which  gare  merely  the  general 
sanction  of  the  House  to  the  principle  of 
representation  and  the  control  of  the  rate- 
payers. I 

Sm  J.  PAKIXGTON  would  sUte  his ' 
riew  upon  the  addition  proposed  by  the  | 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the    Member   for  j 
Manchester.     After  maturely  considering  | 
the  words,  he  could  not  find  himself  at 
liberty  to  accede  to  their  insertion  into  the 
Motion  quite  so  readily  as  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  disposed  to  expect.     He  had 
endearoured  to  meet  the  question  as  faiHy 
as  he  possibly  could  ;   he  had  waived  his 
original  Amendment,  which  went  to  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  altogether,  and  moved 
for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  subject;   and  he  appealed  to  the 
House  whether  that  was  not  a  fair  mode  of 
meeting  the  question.     But  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  would 
be  equivalent  to  affirming  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  for  they  ran  as  follows  : — 

"  And  this  Committee  shall  inquire,  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  the  best  mode  of  arranging  an  effec- 


'  tire  eoBtTDl,  <m  iht  put  of  the  nitpijui,  over 
iheeomitj  expenditure.^ 


That  was  to  say,  the  Aaieadmcul  masnmed 
that  the  eontiel  of  the  latcpayeia  over 
county  expenditure  had  bees  eoneeded  by 
the  House.  Sodi,  however,  was  not  the 
case.  It  was  the  ol^eet  of  tlie  inquiry 
he  proposed,  to  aaceftain  vhether  that 
should  be  done,  and  not  to  aBsmne  it.  He 
had  expressed  no  opiiuon  against  the  adop- 
tion of  the  principle  of  ifjWfiii'nliiiiin  l%e 
question  was  not  whether  the  Hooae  approv- 
ed of  the  abstract  principle,  bat  idiether  it 
was  consistent  with  the  present  mode  of 
:  administering  the  affairs  ol  eounties.  The 
j  practicalMlitT  of  it  might  be  refctied  pco- 
peri  J  to  a  Committee.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  prejudge  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  he  repealed  that  diese  woids 
assumed  the  priiiieiple,  and  oolj  left  the 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  best  mode  of 
carrying  it  out.  For  these  reMons.  he 
could  not  eonsent  to  their  adoptioa  wilhoot 
taking  the  sense  of  the  Hooae  imoii  thesiL 
Mr.  WILSON  PATTEN  aaid,  those 
Members  who  agreed  with  the  prine^le  of 
represenUtion  wooUL  not  ol^eet  to  the 
words  hang  introdoecd;  but  those  who 
wished  for  inquiring  whether  it  eoold  be 
carried  out,  would  Tofte  against  diem.  He 
had  made  up  his  mind  as  to  die  ] 
of  representation,  and  had  _ 

the  second  readmg  of  the  BOl;  bntlMhsd 
no  objection  to  the  inaartion  of  tiie  wdds* 
because  he  thought  the  Committee  might 
usefully  inquire  into  the  whole  sabjeet^-to 
see  how  far  the  principle  could  be  earried 
out. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  agreed 
that  those  who  were  desirous  of  bariiig 
the  dectiTo  ajslem  would  Tote  for  the 
words;  but  he  also  thought  that  timae  who 
were  not  prepared  to  agree  to  it  migiit 
equally  rote  for  them,  beeasse  thej  weot 
to  giro  an  effeetiye  control  on  the  part  of 
the  ratepayers  orerthe  expenditure.  Sena 
would  say  the  best  control  was  by  anditdn 
elected  by  the  ratepayers;  some  by  the 
magistrates  themselTes.  That  was  the 
subject  for  eonsiderstion.  His  right  Iwil 
Friend,  as  he  understood,  only  wanted  it 
considered,  and  that,  it  iqipeared  to  lim, 
was  the  real  question. 

Mr.  W.  MILES  suggerted  that  tiie  m- 
quiry  should  be  to  ascertain  "whether  aay 
or  what  control  orer  the  ezpenditmre 
the  part  of  the  ratepaTers  eoold  be  i 
tageously  introduced. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  said,  the  woHs  of 
the    Amendmoit  no 
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question  of  representation  than  the  origi- 
nal proposition.  The  only  douht  he  had 
was,  whether  representation  would  secure 
good  management  and  economy;  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  make  the  whole  question 
before  the  Committee  as  open  as  possible. 
The  present  system  was  as  economical, 
though  it  might  not  be  so  satisfactory  in 
some  other  respects,  as  any  we  were  ever 
likely  to  enjoy.  Representation  had  been 
introdaced  into  the  administration  of  the 
poor-law,  but  he  denied  that  it  had  effect- 
ed economy.  On  the  contrary,  it  had 
made  it  more  expensive  than  before.  He 
assured  the  House  that  in  the  metropolitan 
county  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be 
a  magistrate,  that  more  inquiry  was  made 
into  the  expenditure  of  a  penny  than  that 
House  made  into  the  expenditure  of  a 
pound. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  considered  that  the 
discussion  on  this  question  was  owing  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  proposed  the  Amendment.  He 
had  not  recommended  it  as  involving  the 
assertion  of  an  important  principle  for  the 
first  time,  but  as  a  means  of  enlarging  the 
field  of  inquiry  in  Committee.  If  hon. 
Members  voted  for  it,  they  ought  to  con- 
sider that  it  involved  the  assei*tion  of  a 
most  important  principle,  and  in  this  re- 
spect he  differed  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General.  It 
was  impossible,  he  thought,  for  any 
Member  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  who 
had  not  made  up  his  mind  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  control  by  the  ratepayers,  for  that 
was  what  the  words  involved.  He  was 
himself  disposed  to  adopt  the  principle  as 
far  as  he  comprehended  the  question  ;  but 
the  House  ought  to  understand  that  in 
adopting  the  Amendment  it  would  not  be 
open  to  argument  or  question  in  Commit- 
tee, whether  there  ought  to  be  an  elective 
system  or  not.  That  there  ought  to  be 
an  elective  system,  would  be  carried  if  the 
Amendment  were  adopted  ;  and  the  only 
question  in  Committee  would  be  how  to 
carry  it  out.  If  the  object  only  was  to 
enlaige  the  field  of  inquiry,  the  words  sug- 
gested by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Somersetshire  would  best  accomplish  it. 

[House  cleared  for  a  division ;  but  an 
hon.  Member  having  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  by  way  of  Amendment 
to  the  question  of  division,] 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  there  had 
been  an  attempt  to  obtain  success,  which 
Sd  not  appear  to  be  frank  and  straight- 
Ibrward.    The  Attorney  General  had  made 


a  speech  which  seemed  to  carry  conviction 
to  those  around  him;  yet  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral had  made  misrepresentations  of  a 
very  flagrant  character.  He  had  said, 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Manchester  merely 
called  upon  this  House  to  sanction  the 
principle  that  there  should  be  an  effective 
control  of  the  expenditure  of  the  county 
rates;  and  he  appealed  to  all  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  whether  that  was  a  principle 
to  which  they  could  object.  But  the  words 
*'  on  the  part  of  the  ratepayers"  were 
omitted. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  begged 
to  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was 
mistaken.     The  words  were  not  omitted. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  His  impression  was 
not  a  solitary  impression,  but  was  shared 
in  by  every  Gentleman  who  sat  near  him. 
He  would,  however,  take  the  word  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  he  fairly 
stated  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  as  proposing  an 
effective  control  on  county  expenditure  on 
the  part  of  ratepayers :  how  could  he  con- 
tend at  the  same  time  that  that  was  not  an 
admission  of  the  representative  principle  ? 
He  gave  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  choice  of  either  of  these  circumstances, 
and  the  result  would  be,  in  either  case, 
highly  unsatisfactory  to  the  impression 
which  he  wished  to  convey.  He  recurred 
to  the  point  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
impress  upon  the  House.  He  said  that 
this  important  principle  ought  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  ample,  public,  and  frank  discus- 
sion. It  had  not  been  submitted  to  that 
ordeal.  He  did  not  believe  that  half  the 
Members  in  the  House  during  the  discus- 
sion were  aware  of  what  was  at  stake,  and 
he  was  convinced  that  their  views  had  been 
altered  on  the  question  as  the  discussion 
was  going  on.  This  was  not  a  settlement 
of  a  great  principle  which  ought  to  be  sa- 
tisfactory even  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. He  gave  no  opinion  on  the  merits 
of  the  principle.  He  had  said  nothing  for 
or  against  the  introduction  of  the  represen- 
tative principle  in  the  administration  of 
county  rates.  He  was  prepared  on  the 
proper  occasion  to  enter  into  that  discus- 
sion. He  thought  the  discussion  ought  to 
take  place  in  this  House,  and  ought  not 
to  be  trusted  to  the  investigation  of  a  Com- 
mittee, which,  in  his  opinion,  would  be 
useless;  but  he  asked  any  Gentleman  pre- 
sent, had  there  been  a  fair  and  frank  dis- 
cussion of  the  principle  ?  and  if  there  had 
not  been  a  fair  and  frank  discussion,  he 
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Bftid  the  recognition  of  the  principle  as  now 
proposed  would  not  be  siitisfactorj  to  the 
country.  Every  Gentleman  felt  that  it 
would  not  bo  satisfactory.  It  could  not 
be  the  subject  of  legitimate  triumph  even 
to  those  who  were  the  most  ardent  advo* 
cates  of  the  introduction  of  the  represen- 
tative principle  into  the  administration  of 
county  rates.  It  ought  not  to  be  asserted 
as  a  triumph,  if  they  retired  from  the 
House,  and  felt  that  they  had  obtained 
their  purpose  by  a  manoeuvre.  He  should 
oppose,  by  every  constitutional  means,  the 
hasty  and  precipitate  settlement  of  this 
question. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire had  thought  fit  to  accuse  him  of  an 
imintentional  mis-statement.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  now  do  him  the 
favour,  which  he  had  not  accorded  him 
before,  of  attending  to  him.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  either  been  present  whilst 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  was  speaking, 
or  ho  was  absent,  as  indeed  he  was  during 
the  earlier  part  of  the  debate.  And  he 
had  availed  himself  of  his  absence,  and  of 
his  consequent  ignorance  of  what  had  pass- 
ed, to  misrepresent  what  hon.  Members 
had  stated.  What  he  (the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral) had  said  was,  that  those  who  agreed 
in  the  principle  of  representation  and  those 
who  were  opposed  to  it  might  equally  vote 
for  the  Amendment,  and  he  then  read  the 
words,  which  he  would  now  read  again. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  accord- 
ingly again  read  the  words,  and  repeated 
his  comments  upon  them.  He  now  gave 
the  hon.  Gentleman  his  choice  of  a  dilem- 
ma; for  he  had  either  attacked  him  in 
total  ignorance  of  what  had  occurred,  or 
he  had  availed  himself  of  his  absence  from 
the  debate  to  bring  an  unfounded  charge, 
and  was  guilty  of  having  recourse  to  a 
mancBuvre  by  which  he  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain an  advantage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

The  House  divid^ : — Ayes  83 ;  Noes 
131 :  Majority  48. 


AiiBtey,  T.  C. 
Arkwright,  Q. 
Baile7,J. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Baldook,  £.  H. 
lUYfiogton,  Yisct. 

IIIMt.P. 

rd,  W. 
^S.  W. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Bromley,  R. 
Brooke,  liOrd 
Burrell,  Sir  0.  M. 
Burroughos,  II.  N. 
Corew,  W.  H.  P. 
Cholmcley,  Sir  M. 
Christopher,  11.  A. 
Oodrington,  Sir  W. 
Coles,  11.  B. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 


Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  £. 
Dick,  Q. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Dodd,  G. 
Dnimmond,  H. 
Dnimmond,  11.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Frewen,  C.  H, 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Haggitt,  F.  R. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt, 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Jolliflfe,SirW.G.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Legh,  G.  C. 

Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewisham,  Visct. 

List  of 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bhiir,  S. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E,  P, 
Bramston,  T.  W, 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 

Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  B.  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
CampbeU,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Denison,  J.  £. 
D'Eyncourt,rt.hon.C.T. 
Divett,  E. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ellis,  J. 
ETans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  H. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 


Lockhart,  W. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  6. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Miles,  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newport,  ViBet. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon,  J. 
Paoke,  0.  W. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  0. 
Powlett,  LordW. 
Prime,  R. 
Reid,  CoL 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
Richards,  R. 
Staffi)Td,A. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stanley,  hon.  £.  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
l^odehouse,  E. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 

TBUUUtf. 

Sotiieron,  T.  H.  S. 
Henley,  J.  W. 

the  Noss. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grace,  O.  D.  J. 
Granger,  T.  0. 
GreenaU,  Q. 
Greene,  T. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O. 
Grosrenor,  Lord  &. 
HardcasUe,  J.  A. 
Harris,  R, 
Hastie,  A. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon,  W.  0, 
Heald,  J. 
Henry,  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Uindley,  C. 
Hobhonse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  hon.  O.  W.  0« 
Howard,  hon.  £.  Q.  O. 
Jackson,  W. 
Jerris,  Sir  J. 
Keogh,W. 
Kerdukw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
LewiB,  G.  0. 
Locke,  J« 
Lushington,  O. 
M*Giil]agh,W.T. 
M*Taggui,SirJ. 
Meagher.  T, 
MahoB,  The  0*GQnwD 
Mahon,  Tiaot. 
MaitUnd,  T. 
Mangles,  R.DL 
ManhaU^W. 


M.  L. 
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Bay,  '*  We  do  not  wish  for  popular  represent 
tation,  and,  on  (bat  ground,  we  will  use 
every  means  to  defeat  your  plan."  Instead 
of  that  they  meanly  shrunk  from  openly 
avowing  their  opinions.  He  did  not  care 
about  being  beaten,  provided  he  was  fairly 
beaten;  but  he  could  not  submit  to  be  de- 
feated by  an  evasion  inconsistent  with  the 
character  of  the  House,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  high  station  wbich  hon.  Gentlemen  Of^ 
posite  held.  The  hon.  Member  for  Buck<» 
mghamshire  had  truly  stated  that  this 
question  was  second  to  none  that  had  ever 
been  brought  forward.  The  question  was 
whether  the  county  ratepayers  were  to  ho 
put  in  the  situation  in  which  the  rate^ 
payers  of  every  borough  were  put,  namely, 
to  have  a  voice  in  the  election  of  those  who 
taxed  them  for  the  county  expenditure. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  appealed  to  the 
House  whether  or  not  ho  had  met  the 
Motion  as  fairly  and  frankly  as  possible? 
He  thought  they  had  much  more  to  com* 
plain  of  the  course  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester. 

Mr,  BECKETT  DENISONsaidhewas 
in  favour  of  the  principle,  but  he  had  voted 
as  he  had  done,  in  consequence  of  the 
difference  of  opinion  which  existed  rela^ 
tive  to  the  words  of  the  Ameudmcnt  he* 
tween  two  great  authorities  in  that  House. 

And  it  being  Six  o'clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  till  To-morrow,  with- 
out putting  the  Question. 


Martin,  C.W. 
MatheMn,  Col. 
Ifilner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Molefworth,  Sir  W. 
MonieU,W. 
Moms,  D. 
Mofltyn,  hon.  £ 
Mowatt,  F. 
Nngent,  liord 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  B. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peanon,  0. 
Peohell,  Capt. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
Phillpa,  Sir  O.  R. 
Pilkingtoo,  J, 
Portal,  M. 
3Pugh,P. 
Rice,E.  E. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A 
Robinion,  G.  R. 
Boebuok,  J.  A. 
RuaaeU,  F.  C.  H. 
Soholeaeld,W. 


SouUy,F. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C, 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stnart,  Lord  D. 
Thioknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemaohe,  hon.  F.  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
TofheU,  H. 
Vemey,  Sir  II. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Watkins,  Ool.  L. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  J. 
Willyams,  H. 
Wlhjon,  M. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
WyviU,  M. 

TSLLSB8. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.M. 
Hume,  J. 


LoBD  BROOKE  said,  that  as  the 
House  had  affirmed  that  if  thcj  consented 
to  go  into  Committee,  the  principle  was 
established,  and  as  he  felt  that  required 
farther  consideration  he  moyed,  ''  That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mb.  CHRISTOPHER,  as  represen- 
tadve  of  a  large  constituency  interested  in 
the  oountj  rates,  thought  it  advisahle  that 
Government  should  let  the  House  know 
what  the  instructionB  were  for  the  Select 
Committee,  or  else  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manchester 
ahonld  withdraw  the  Amendment  of  which 
be  had  giren  notice.  If  he  refused  to  do 
ffo,  he  would  second  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn. ' 

Mb,  HUME  said,  that  there  could  he 
no  doubt  that  the  course  which  was  taken 
was  intentionally  to  create  delay.  Even 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  admitted  the  prin- 
inple  had  voted  for  the  postponement.  He 
thought  it  would  bo  more  becoming  the 
eharaeter  of  county  Gentlemen  for  them 
lioneitly  to  come  forward  and  say  whether 
they  would  admit,  or  not  admit,  the  priu- 
eifdie  of  control,  by  representation,  over 
toe  expenditure  of  county  rates,  and  not 
to  take  the  course  which  they  now  took 
for  delay.  He  was  prepared  to  consent  to 
any  mode  by  which  the  Committee  might 
thmk  fit  to  carry  out  the  principle  of  re- 
pmentatioiu  Why  did  not  the  county 
CNntlemai  manfully  come   forward  and 
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MiNUTBB.]    PuBUc  BiLLfl.— 1*  Tnosportation  far  Trea- 
son (Ireland) ;  Highways  (Annual  Returns). 
3*  Turnpike  Trusts  Union ;  Protection  of  Women. 

PvrmoNB  Priskntko.  From  Hertfordshire,  and  Bristol* 
for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  for  the  future  Prevention 
of  the  Sale  of  Tithes.~From  Aberystwyth  and  Dolgelly, 
for  Extending  the  Jurisdiction  of  County  Courts.~Froni 
Shropshire,  Bath,  and  other  Places,  against  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Bill. — From  Staines,  tlut  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians may  be  Empowered  to  grant  Superannuation  Al- 
lowances to  Poor  Law  OfBoers.— By  the  Earl  of  Clare,  and 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  ttatn  Places  in  London 
and  several  other  Towns,  for  the  Suppression  of  Seduo- 
tion  and  Prostitution. — From  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, against  any  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Marriage.— 
From  Athlooe,  for  the  Adoption  of  Sanitary  Reform  (Ir»- 
land).~By  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  from  Wisbech,  and 
by  Earl  Stanhope,  firom  other  Places,  for  the  Adoption 
of  such  Measures  as  shall  secure  Protection  to  Agricul- 
ture. 


TRANSPORTATION  FOR  TREASON 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL :  My  Lords,  I  rise 
to  lay  upon  your  Lordshipa'  table  a  Bill,  of 
which,  as  I  have  given  no  notice,  the  ur- 
gency of  the  case  must  plead,  and  will|  I 
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am  confident,  plead  my  excuse  for  asking 
your  Lordships  to  allow  it  to  be  at  once 
read  a  first  time.  Year  Lordships  are  all 
aware,  that  in  the  autumn  of  last  year, 
William  Smith  O'Brien  was  tried  at  Clon- 
mel  for  levying  war  against  Her  Majesty. 
He  was  tried  before  judges  of  profound 
learning  and  unblemished  integrity,  and  I 
believe  there  never  was  a  trial  more  fairly 
or  satisfactorily  conducted.  Upon  clear 
evidence  he  was  found  guilty  of  high  trea- 
son, and  judgment  of  death  was  passed 
upon  him  in  due  form  of  law.  But  it  was 
objected  on  his  behalf  that  there  had  been 
certain  informalities  in  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding and  of  conducting  the  trial,  and 
the  Irish  Attorney  General  without  hesita- 
tion granted  what  was  necessary;  namely, 
his  fiat  for  suing  out  a  writ  of  error,  that 
those  objections  might  be  considered  by  the 
superior  court.  That  writ  of  error  was 
sued  out,  and  the  case  was  brought  before 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  in  Dublin.  It 
was  very  learnedly  argued;  and  the  Judges 
of  that  court,  in  a  judgment  which  has 
called  forth  the  highest  commendations  of 
your  Lordships,  unanimously  agreed  in  the 
conclusion  that  the  trial  had  been  properly 
conducted,  and  that  the  judgment  was  per- 
fectly correct.  Still  an  application  was 
made  that  the  question  might  be  brought 
before  this  august  tribunal,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  of  Ireland  again  granted  his 
fiat,  and  a  writ  of  error  was  su^  out.  The 
case  was  brought  before  your  Lordships* 
bar;  and  after  it  had  been  argued  most 
learnedly  and  ingeniously  by  four  learned 
counsel,  the  Judges  having  been  sum- 
moned to  assist  your  Lordships  with  their 
advice,  the  Judges  were  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  the  conviction  was  vahd,  and 
your  Lordships  unanimously  concurred  in 
that  opinion.  Thus  the  unfortunate  con- 
vict was  clearly  liable  to  suffer  the  full  sen- 
tence of  the  law.  But  upon  a  merciful 
consideration  of  his  case,  although  he  had 
levied  war  against  the  Queen — although 
he  had  intended  to  depose  Her  from  Her 
Royal  State  and  dignity — although  he  had 
endangered  the  commencement  of  a  civil 
war,  and  had  by  his  conduct  led  to  the  loss 
of  life — it  was  thought  that,  consistently 
with  public  safety,  mercy  might  be  extend- 
ed to  him,  and  an  intimation  was  given  him 
that,  upon  the  condition  of  his  being  trans- 
ported beyond  the  seas  for  life,  his  life 
should  be  spared.  It  might  have  been  ex- 
pected that  the  boon  would  have  been 
kfuUy  accepted.  But  an  objection  has 
3  upon  the  part  of  WilUam  Smith 


O'Brien  that  the  Crown  has  no  right  tiliiis 
to  exercise  the  prerogative  of  mercj.  He 
acknowledges  that  his  life  is  forfeited  to 
the  laws  of  his  country,  and  that  he  is 
liable  to  suffer  an  ignominioas  deatL 
But  he  insists  that  there  is  no  power  to 
force  those  conditions  upon  him,  and  those 
conditions  he  rejects.  I  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  all  be  of  opinion  that  dignity  as 
well  as  humanity  justify  our  proceeding  to 
remove  the  doubts  that  he  has  excited  re- 
specting the  power  of  the  Crown  thus  to 
exercise  the  prerogative  of  mercy.  I  have 
looked  very  attentively  into  the  law  npon 
the  subject,  and  I  should  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that,  as  the  law  now  stands,  opon 
the  condition  of  pardon  passing  the  great 
seal,  without  any  legislation  upon  the  sub- 
ject, this  commutation  of  Uie  sentence 
might  be  carried  into  effect.  But  there 
have  been  doubts  excited  in  the  minds  of 
some  whose  opinions  are  entitled  to  great 
respect;  and  I  therefore  propose  to  tout 
Lordships  that  you  should  pass  a  declara- 
tory Bill  to  remove  all  doubt  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  It  ahonld  be  a 
General  Act. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  :  There  is  no  qnes- 
tion  that  in  England  this  power  belongs  to 
the  Crown  in  cases  of  high  treason  just  the 
same  as  in  cases  of  felony;  bat  the  exist- 
ence of  it  is  denied  in  Ireland.  It  ia  as- 
serted that  the  power  existing  in  Ireland 
differs  from  that  which  exists  in  Bnffland, 
and  it  has  been  contended,  that  altfcoogk 
the  power  of  commuting  the  sentence  of 
death  exists  in  Ireland  with  respect  to 
capital  felonies,  it  does  not  extend  to  cases 
of  high  treason;  because  the  Act  which 
gives  that  prerogative  to  the  Crown,  the 
6th  George  III.,  speaks  only  of  felony. 
Now,  with  great  respect,  I  think  high  trea- 
son is  felony.  So  says  Lord  Hale,  so  says 
Blackstone,  and  so  says  every  great  jodge 
of  criminal  law.  But  it  is  said,  that  ia 
Ireland  this  prerogative  does  not  extend  to 
high  treason.  When  I  was  Attomej  Ge- 
neral to  the  Crown,  the  trials  of  Ftati 
and  his  associates  took  place.  They  wers 
convicted,  and  mercy  was  extended  to 
them;  they  were  allowed  to  eeoape  the 
extreme  penalty  of  the  law,  upon  bmng 
transported  for  life.  They  were  trana- 
ported,  and  they  are  still  snfiering  thdr 
sentence,  and  no  doubt  has  ever  been  ex- 
pressed upon  the  subject  of  right  to  so 
commute  their  punishment.  I  think  that 
in  Ireland  no  doubt  conld  exist  TOon  tibc 
subject  either.    But  I  still  ttdnk  ttat  H  il 
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better  to  remove  all  shadov  of  doubt  and 
cavil;  and  therefore  for  that  purpose  I 
pcopoie  to  jour  Lordships  a  Bill  by  which 
it  aoall  be  declared  and  enacted,  that  in  all 
cases  of  high  treason  in  Ireland,  where 
sentence  of  death  shall  be  passed,  the 
Ciown  may  exercise  the  prerogative  of 
mercy,  if  it  shall  think  fit,  by  commuting 
the  sentence  to  transportation  for  life,  or 
under  such  terms  as  may  be  found  fitting. 
I  trust  that  your  Lordships  will  agree  with 
me  in  the  propriety  of  passing  such  a  Bill; 
and  as  there  is  urgency  attending  the  case, 
I  shall  propose  that  the  Bill  shall  be  now 
read  a  first  time,  that  it  shall  be  read  a 
second  time  to-morrow,  and  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  be  suspended,  so  as  that  it  shall 
be  immediately  afterwards  read  a  third  time 
and  passed  into  law. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  declared  that  he 
had  never  seen  a  clearer  case  than  that 
made  out  against  William  Smith  O'Brien. 
Their  Lordi^ps  had  unanimously  afiirmed 
the  judgment  against  that  individual  and 
his  accomplices,  after  hearing  the  opinion 
of  the  Judges  of  England,  and  without 
hearing  the  connsel  for  the  Crown,  because 
they  wished  to  show  the  public  how  clear 
thai  case  was.  Their  Lordships  were  all 
of  one  opinion  upon  the  subject,  and  they 
also  all  entertained  a  very  strong  opinion 
of  the  distinguished  ability,  the  profound 
integrity,  and  the  unimpeachable  impartial- 
ity of  manner,  in  which  the  Judges  in  Ire- 
land had  conducted  the  proceedings  which 
took  place  before  them.  He  agreed  with 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Camp- 
bell), that  although  there  were  no  doubts 
as  to  the  power  of  the  Crown  to  exercise 
its  prerogative  in  commuting  the  sentence 
of  aeath  in  cases  of  high  treason,  the  pass- 
ing of  this  declaratory  act  was  the  better 
course  to  be  pursued.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  Crown  had  the  power,  after  it  had 
tendered  mercy  to  the  convict,  to  carry 
into  effect  the  original  sentence  of  the  court, 
supposing  that  the  convict  was  so  infatua- 
ted as  to  reject  the  terms  on  which  mercy 
was  tendered.  He  had  great  pity  for  the 
leBpectahle  family  of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien, 
and  he  was  not  even  without  compassion 
for  that  unhappy  man  himself.  His  pre- 
aent  conduct  was  in  perfect  keeping  with 
biB  past. 

■  *'  Servfttur  ad  imum 
**  Qnalii  ab  inoepto  prooesserit,  et  sibi  constat." 

He  (Lord  Brougham)  was  of  opinion  that 
tbe  last  act  of  this  unhappy  man,  like  his 
fifst,  arose  from  that  perverted  love  of  dis- 
UmAfm,  and  from  that  absurd  and  prepos- 
VOL.CVI.    {ISS.} 


terous  personal  vanity,  which,  more  than 
any  sense  of  national  grievance,  had  driven 
him  into  the  commission  of  high  treason. 
He  knew  well  enough,  when  he  rejected 
Her  Majesty's  offer  of  mercy,  and  when 
he  said  that  he  preferred  the  execution  of 
his  sentence  to  its  commutation,  that  he 
would  not  be  taken  at  his  word.  If  he  had 
had  the  slightest  idea  that  he  would  have 
been  taken  at  his  word,  he  would  have 
gladly  embraced  the  offer  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  but  he  thought  that  he  must 
make  a  last  flourish  in  the  country  where 
agitation  had  so  long  flourished,  and  there- 
fore he  pretended  that  he  was  ready  to 
meet  a  danger  which  he  well  knew  had  no 
real  existence.  As  to  the  Bill,  ho  (Lord 
Brougham)  would  only  suggest  that  it 
should  be  a  general  one,  and  that  it  should 
provide  for  the  commutation  of  the  sentence 
of  death  to  transportation  for  life,  or  for 
any  lesser  number  of  years,  or  for  any  other 
arrangement  wliich  it  might  be  found  ex- 
pedient to  make,  so  that  transportation 
need  not  take  place  if  not  thought  neces- 
sary; for  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  easily  understand  that  there  might 
be  cases  in  which  a  sentence  of  transpor- 
tation might  not  be  thought  expedient  to 
be  absolutely  enforced. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  that  he  had 
been  present  all  the  time  that  the  trials 
lasted  at  Clonmel,  and  ho  should  bear  tes- 
timony to  the  signal  and  remarkable  pa- 
tience and  impartiality  of  the  Judges  who 
presided.  It  was  requisite  that  in  Ireland 
the  law  should  be  administered  temperately 
but  firmly;  that  it  should  assort  its  pre-emi- 
nence, and  command  respect  by  its  impar- 
tiality. It  would  then  produce  its  efl'ect. 
And  upon  the  late  occasion  of  those  trials 
for  high  treason  it  was  impossible  not  to 
admire  not  only  the  patience  and  impar- 
tiality of  the  Judges,  but  the  singular  tem- 
per and  forbearance  which  they  and  the 
law  ofiicers  of  the  Crown  exhibited. 

Lord  DEN  MAN  said,  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  whatsoever  that  the  Queen 
had  the  power  of  commuting  the  punish- 
ment of  death  for  transportation.  He  had, 
however,  no  objection  to  the  passing  of 
this  declaratory  Act.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  declaration  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Devon)  as  to  the  exemplary  con- 
duct of  the  Irish  Judges;  and  he  begged 
to  add  his  own  testimony,  after  the  full 
consideration  which  he  had  given  to  the 
case,  to  their  great  ability,  patience,  and 
impartiality.  They  had  held  the  balance 
equally  between  the  Crown  and  the  pri- 
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Boner,  and  both  had  had  justice  duly  meted 
out  to  them.  Those  trials  furnished  an 
admirable  proof  of  the  excellence  of  the 
law  of  England  as  it  could  be  administered 
by  Irish  Judges  and  juries. 

Bill  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be 
read  2*  to-morrow ;  and  the  Standing  Or- 
ders, Nos.  26  and  155,  to  be  considered 
in  order  to  their  being  dispensed  with. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  BILL. 
The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  gave  notice 
that  he  would  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill  on  Tues- 
day, the  26th  instant.  The  noble  Earl 
presented  a  petition  in  favour  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Public  Health  Bill  to  Ire- 
land. 

AGRICULTURAL  DISTRESS. 

Earl  STANHOPE  presented  several 
petitions  complaining  of  agricultural  dis- 
tress. Before  proceeding,  however,  to 
comment  upon  those  petitions,  he  begged 
to  inquire  of  the  noble  Marquess  whether, 
after  the  lessons  which  he  and  his  col- 
leagues had  received  of  the  ruinous  effects 
of  their  disastrous  measures  of  free  trade, 
it  was  their  intention  to  retrace  any  por- 
tion of  their  steps  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  he  had  no  hesitation  in  declaring  that 
there  was  no  intention  whatever,  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  pro- 
pose the  repeal  of  any  of  the  Acts  for  pro- 
moting the  freedom  of  trade  and  com- 
merce. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  should  pass 
over  with  silent  contempt  the  means  that 
were  employed  to  obtain  the  passing  of 
those  free-trade  measures.  He  should  not 
dwell  upon  the  unexampled  perfidy  of  the 
Minister  who  had  proposed  these  measures, 
nor  the  shameless  apostacy  of  many  of 
those  who  had  supported  him.  He  was 
convinced  that  free  trade  would  be  the 
ruin  of  the  country.  It  had  been  carried 
by  the  worst  means,  and  he  was  perfectly 
convinced  that  if  the  votes  of  their  Lord- 
ships wore  taken  by  ballot  in  that  House, 
many  of  the  measures  which  had  been 
passed  by  them  would  have  been  rejected. 
Jle  would  make  no  observation  upon  the 
subject-matter  of  the  petitions  which  ho 
held  in  his  hand.  He  would  not  go  into 
their  details.  He  should  confine  himself 
entirely  to  their  prayer.  It  was  not  by  his 
advice  that  those  petitions  had  been  pre- 
pared. He  told  the  petitioners  that  they 
would  be  regarded  as  so  much  waste  paper; 


that  they  would  be  treated  with  the  same 
indifference  as  other  petitionB  had  been  i 
and  he  considered  that  it  was  utterly  use- 
less for  any  portion  of  the  people  to  peti- 
tion either  House  of  Parluunent  again, 
until  either  a  total  change  took  place  in 
the  administration  of  a&irs — ^he  did  not 
mean  a  change  in  the  Cabinet,  bnt  a 
change  in  the  policy  which  all  CabinetB 
had  of  late  pursued— or  until  there  was  a 
dissolution  of  Parliament,  when  they  might 
hope  that  a  House  of  Commons  would  be 
elected  which  really  deserved  the  con- 
fidence of  the  country.  O^he  prayer  of  the 
petition  was  for  full  and  efSaetual  relief  to 
be  granted  not  only  to  thomselYei,  bat  lo 
all  who  were  aggrieved  by  the  recent  Aoti 
of  the  Legislature  in  the  repeal  of  the 
com  laws.  It  was  lately  said  by  Mr, 
Cobden,  that  it  was  as  impossible  to  re- 
store the  com  laws  as  it  was  to  restore 
the  heptarchy.  This  was  very  di£brent 
from  the  language  held  by  that  Gentleman 
when  the  discussion  of  the  oom  laws  was 
in  progress,  and  when  he  said  that  if  the 
law  was  injurious  in  its  operation,  it  might, 
like  any  other  law,  be  repealed.  His 
own  opinion  was,  that  it  mieht  and  moit 
be  repealed,  and  that  at  no  distant  period. 
Was  protection,  he  would  ask,  a  nev 
thing? — ^was  it  an  untried  experiment f 
No ;  on  the  contrary,  those  who  required 
protection,  only  asked  that  Parliament 
should  retrace  its  steps,  and  re-estaUiih 
those  laws  which  had  been  not  long  sinoe 
repealed — ^to  revert  to  that  system  under 
which  the  country  had  acquired  proqpeiitj 
and  power.  That  prosperity  and  power 
were  now  lost — all  the  adrantages  tfaej 
formerly  enjoyed  were  rashly  and  redc- 
lessly  cast  away — beggary  uid  bankn^icf 
stared  them  in  the  face— dangerous  dis- 
content was  everywhere  excited ;  and  for 
what  ?  That  they  might  establish  a  sys- 
tem of  free  trade,  or  rather  of  free  impo^ 
tation — ^for  it  was  nothing  else— and  leaBse 
the  theories  of  some  visionary  politiesl 
economists.  It  had  been  said  taat  the 
opinions  and  the  doctrine  of  free  trade 
were  the  principles  of  common  sense  ;  hot 
Ministers  had  not  the  temerity  to  act  cot 
those  principles  to  their  full  conseqnenees. 
They  did  not  venture  to  withdraw  from 
those  patriotic  individuals,  the  oottoa- 
spinners  of  Lancashire,  the  proteetioo 
which  they  enjoyed.  They  bad  not  dared 
to  include  in  the  repeal  of  the  navigatioa 
laws  the  coasting  trade ;  hut  they  bad  in- 
flicted their  iniquitous  measoree  upon  Ike 
most  peaceful  and  the  most  TahuiUi  men* 
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ben  of  the  commumty — upon  the  agricul- 
tural intorest,  which  was  the  origin  and 
the  foundation  of  every  other — ^upon  the 
colonial  interest,  the  poBsession  of  which 
rendered  England  the  envy  and  the  admi- 
ration of  surrounding  nations — and  last, 
not  least,  the  shipping  interest,  that  pal- 
ladium of  their  national  security.  They 
had  done  more,  and,  if  possible,  they  had 
dcme  worse  than  this — ^they  had  deprived 
of  protection  a  numerous  and  valuable 
class  of  artisans,  by  admitting  foreign  ma- 
nufactured goods  duty  free.  He  denied 
that  Pariiament  had  a  right  to  take  these 
measures*  affectmg  not  only  the  welfare 
but  the  very  existence  of  those  classes  who 
were  not,  as  they  ought  to  he,  represented 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  Parliament 
had  no  such  right— if  it  had  assumed  an 
authority  to  which  it  was  not  justly  en- 
titled, he  asked,  what  were  the  rights 
which,  in  such  a  case,  belonged  to  the 
oppressed  and  injured  people  of  this  ill- 
governed  countiy  ?  If  such  flagrant  and 
intolerable  injustice*— if  this  detestable  and 
destroying  system  of  wholesale  plunder 
and  confiscation  should  much  longer  be 
continued,  he  warned  them  of  the  con- 
sequences which  would  inevitably  re- 
sult. One  consequence  would  be,  that 
ihe  respect  which  used  to  be  enter- 
tained for  the  established  institutions  of 
the  country  would  no  longer  exist.  The 
arguments  in  favour  of  an  organic  change 
in  the  constitution  would  become  unanswer- 
able, and  would  prove  irresistible.  With 
regard  to  its  effect  upon  agriculture,  he 
would  lemind  their  Lordships  that  wheat 
was  now  selling  at  from  4o8.  to  46«.  per 
quarter,  a  price,  by  the  bye,  at  which  it 
could  not  continue  to  be  grown;  and  yet 
those  who  were  conversant  with  agriculture 
luiew  and  admitted  the  fact,  that  even  that 
price  was  not  received  by  the  grower.  The 
market  price  for  good  wheat  in  a  district 
in  Surrey  with  which  he  was  connected, 
was  38$,  per  quarter.  He  was  ready  to 
admit  that  if  wheat  was  at  such  a  low 
price,  then,  as  a  natural  necessary  conse- 
quence, other  commodities,  which  were 
aaid  to  be  regulated  and  controlled  by  the 
price  of  wheat,  ought  to  be  reduced  in  a 
like  proportion.  But  those  who  said  so 
were  not  aware  of  the  consequences  of 
their  admission.  It  was  clear,  that  if  our 
artisans  were  to  be  driven  into  competition 
with  fordgners,  ihey  must  not  only  have 
cheap  brnid  but  cheap  beer,  cheap  tea, 
dieap  cofiee,  cheap  sugar,  and  cheap  to- 
iMoeo;  and  if  the  duties  on  these  articles 


were  reduced,  what  would  become  of  the 
revenue  ?  No  doubt  there  must  be  gene- 
ral reductions  in  the  general  expen£ture 
of  the  country,  and  reductions  must  be 
applied  to  all  dasses,  high  and  low.  As  a 
farther  step,  the  country  would  ask  for 
cheap  government,  which  meant  nothing 
more  or  less  than  a  Government  on  the 
American  model,  or,  in  other  words,  a  Re- 
public. Nothing  less  than  this  would 
satisfy  the  demands  of  those  miserable 
economists  who  were  now  clamouring  for 
reductions  in  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  in 
accordance  with  whose  wishes  700  artisans 
had  been  dismissed  from  Portsmouth  dock- 
yard the  other  day,  all  of  whom  had  since 
gone,  or  were  going,  to  foreign  countries. 
And  under  what  circumstances  were  these 
reductions  taking  place?  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  last  Session,  when  the 
whole  of  Europe  was  in  peace — when 
there  were  neidier  wars  nor  rumours  of 
wars  on  the  Continent — when  no  revolu- 
tions had  taken  place — and  when  no  man 
dreamed  that  the  late  Government  of 
France  would  fall  "from  its  high  estate," 
then  there  was  not  a  word  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  about  a  reduction  in  the 
military  establishments  of  the  coimtry. 
But  at  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Session,  when  war  was  actually  raging  in 
some  parts  of  Europe — when  the  general 
state  of  the  Continent  was  such  that  no 
man  could  tell  one  day  what  was  likely  to 
happen  the  next,  or  how  soon  we  might  be 
involved  in  quarrels  with  our  neighbours — 
that  was  the  time  chosen  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  into  effect  a  disbandment 
of  a  portion  of  the  Army  and  a  portion  of 
the  Navy.  But  the  consequences  he  had 
pointed  out  as  likely  to  flow  from  the  adop- 
tion of  the  theories  of  economists  were 
likely  to  have  a  still  wider  range.  If  they 
reduced  prices  to  any  considerable  extent, 
they  must  in  the  same  proportion  reduce 
salaries.  The  country  had  undoubtedly  a 
right  to  demand  that  this  should  be  done, 
and  the  principle  must  be  applied  without 
qualification  or  reserve;  while  the  national 
debt  itself  would  be  subject  to  the  process 
of  what  was  called  an  equitable  adjust- 
ment. He  had  already  stated  that  the 
price  of  wheat  was  38«.  per  quarter,  which 
was  about  two-thirds  of  what  Sir  Robert 
Peel  in  1842  said  ought  to  be  the  price. 
It  was,  therefore,  fair  that  the  same  reduc- 
tion should  be  applied  to  the  national  debt, 
for  it  could  not  be  said  to  be  just  that  they 
should  now  pay  the  public  creditor  the 
price  of  three  quarters  .  of  wheat  for  that 
G2 
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for  whlcH  the  J  foiinerly  received  tlio  price 
of  onJy  two.  If  that  measure  of  justice 
were  refuBed,  nnd  if  free- trail e  principles 
were  eontinucd,  the  people  were  likely  to 
adopt  a  sjfiteni  of  passive  resistance  to 
taxation*  whicli*  if  it  were  genernlly  acted 
on,  could  not  be  siiccessfally  opposed  by 
any  Goyeniroeut,  whatever  civil  oi"  military 
force  it  might  have  at  its  coiiiraantl,  even 
though  it  were  assisted  by  a  whole  army  of 
tax-gatherers.  It  was  to  avoid  these  evik 
that  he  wished  protection  to  be  restored; 
for  his  anxiety  was  that  the  rights  of  all 
classes  might  be  supported — that  al!  pro- 
perty might  bo  protected — that  the  ancient 
constitution  of  the  country  might  be  pre- 
served. But  whatever  calamities  might 
take  place — whatever  convulsions  might 
ensue  from  tlio  eruption  of  fiee  trade, 
those  who  had  strenuously  and  steadfastly 
opposed  it  were  not  responsible,  and  the 
responsibility  rested  entirely  and  exclu- 
sively upon  the  heads  of  those  who  had 
proposed  and  promoted  this  ruinous  change. 
With  regard  to  the  cause  of  the  distress^  it 
had  been  lately  stated  that  it  arose  from 
the  deficiency  and  the  had  quality  of  last 
year*s  harvest.  Now,  it  had  once  before 
been  argued  hy  a  noble  Lord  that  the  dis- 
tress of  that  time  arose  out  of  the  super- 
abundance of  the  crop,  but  he  had  never 
before  t!ic  present  time  heard  it  maintained 
that  a  deficiency  of  crop  could  cause  dis- 
tress, lie  would  ask  any  man  in  the 
street  whether  when  an  article  was  scarce 
it  would  ever  become  cheap.  General  ex- 
perience showed  that  the  reverse  was  the 
fact.  Then  thcj  were  told,  on  the  same 
authority,  that  if  they  had  an  abundant 
harvest  in  the  course  of  tlic  present  year, 
the  present  distress  would  vanish.  He 
would  venture  to  say,  on  the  contrary, 
tliat  if  they  had  an  average  harvest  durinj^ 
the  present  year,  the  price  of  wheat  would 
fall  eonsiderably  lower  than  it  was  at.  pre* 
sent,  and  howt^ver  low  the  price  of  Eng- 
lish corn  might  be,  foreign  corn  would  still 
continue  to  be  imported*  lie  had  lately  re* 
ceived  information  that  an  English  gentle- 
man had  gone  to  establish  himself  in  Po- 
land, and  had  taken  some  English  agricul- 
turists with  hiui,  whom  he  paid  at  double 
the  prices  that  were  given  there;  and  yet 
lie  was  fully  convinced  that  ho  would  be 
able  to  deliver  wheat  in  the  port  of  Lon- 
don, all  charges  included,  at  25s.  per  quar- 
ter. They  now  found  that  there  was  ge- 
neral distress  all  over  the  country,  every- 
where a  complaint  of  grievances  and  deep- 
rooted  discontent.     If  any  doubt  existed 


upon  this  subject,  let  them  look  at  the 
statements  which  wero  made  and  the  sen- 
timents which  were  expressed  at  the  vari- 
ous public  meetings  which  bad  lately  been 
held,  and  which  ought  forthwith  to  be  held 
all  over  the  country — ^in  every  county,  con- 
vened hy  the  sheriff^in  every  agricultural 
district — in  every  seat  of  manufacturing 
industry — in  every  seaport  town,  by  ship^ 
Wrights  and  sailors^  and  all  who  were  em- 
ployed in  the  equipment  of  ships — all  should 
demand,  with  a  voice  of  thunder,  the  re- 
dress of  their  grievances  and  the  restora- 
tion of  their  rights.  Could  their  Lordships 
contemplate  without  anxiety  and  alarm — he 
would  say  without  dismay — such  a  situa- 
tion of  affairs  ?  And  was  it  not  reasonable 
to  apprehend,  under  such  circumstances, 
and  in  these  revolutionary  times,  vfhen 
everything  seemed  shaken  to  its  founda- 
tion, that  there  would  arise  some  political 
hurricane  which  would  level  in  the  dust  all 
existing  institutions,  and  even  the  monar- 
chy itself?  He  entreated  them  to  consider, 
before  it  was  too  late,  that  patience  had  its 
limits,  beyond  which  it  would  not  and 
ought  not  to  pass.  Tie  solemnly  warned 
them  also  of  the  danger  that  would  arise  i 
hy  driving  the  working  classes  to  despera-  | 
tion.  Ife  asked  what  consideration  wa§ 
due  from  those  parties  to  an  unjust  Govern- 
ment, when  that  Government,  instead  of 
protecting  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
labouring  classes,  deprived  them  even  of 
the  means  of  subsistence  'I  Let  Ministers 
persevere,  if  they  had  the  hardihood  to  do 
so«  in  such  a  system ;  hut  let  them  at  the 
same  time  expect,  and  that  at  no  distant 
period,  its  inevitable,  and  peremptory,  and 
fatal  result  of  revolution  ?  Let  them  not 
ilatter  themselves  with  the  liope  that  tlie 
revolution  which  he  believed  was  rapidly 
approaching  this  country  would  he  merely 
one  of  those  political  revolutions  which 
WGTG  now  desolating  the  Continent,  and 
which  produced  so  much  misery  there.  No, 
the  revolution  in  this  country  would  be  of  1 
a  ditferent  nature.  It  would  be  in  its 
origin,  in  its  objects,  in  its  operation,  in 
its  nature,  and  in  its  consequences,  one  of 
the  most  awful  calamities  which  ever  visit- 
ed any  country — it  would  be  a  social  revo- 
lution— a  war  of  poverty  against  property, 
of  which  the  romili  would  not  he  doubtful. 
lie  was  aware  that  this  warning  would  be 
unheeded,  but  he  had  endeavoured  to  dis* 
charge  his  duty  in  bringing  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House,  lie  might  exclaim,  in  the 
words  of  one  of  the  moKt  eminent  persons 
of  the  present  age,  when  addressing  some 
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members  of  the  aristocracy,   "  You  will 
not  belieye  yoarselvcs  in  danger  till  your 
easdes  are  fiJling  around  you." 
Petitions  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

PROTECTION  OF  WOMEN  BILL. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third  Time, 
said,  he  was  well  aware  that  it  would  pro- 
bably fail  in  many  instances  to  do  what  he 
was  desirous  should  be  done  by  it;  but,  al- 
though there  remained  a  great  deal  to  be 
done,  yet,  in  the  opinion  of  those  well  quali- 
fied to  form  a  judgment  on  the  matter,  it 
was  impossible  to  proceed  further  with 
safety  at  present;  and  in  the  meantime  it 
was  hoped  this  would  meet  at  least  some  of 
the  more  flagrant  cases  of  the  great  evil 
which  it  was  intended  to  remedy. 

Lord  CAMPELL  said,  it  would  give 
him  the  most  sincere  pleasure  if  he  could 
support  the  third  reading  of  the  measure, 
because  no  one  was  more  anxious  than 
himself  to  obtain  the  object  sought  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  and  no  one  was  more 
ready  to  appreciate  the  laudable  motives 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  and  the  efforts 
of  those  who  had  the  same  object  in  view. 
But,  believmg  that  the  Bill  could  do  no 
good,  and  that  it  probably  would  do  evil, 
he  fdi  bound  to  oppose  it.  In  his  opinion 
it  was  not  in  the  slightest  degree  calcu- 
lated to  meet  the  evils  it  professed  to  re- 
medy. He  had  been  told  that  it  had  been 
drawn  by  a  noble  and  learned  Friend  of 
bis,  not  then  in  his  place,  and,  if  that  were 
so,  it  showed  that  the  greatest  amount  of 
fitness  and  ingenuity  must  utterly  fail  at 
times  in  meeting  cases  of  the  present  de- 
acription.  All  who  had  engaged  in  this 
moat  laudable  attempt  had  found  them- 
B^Tes  between  two  great  difficulties.  They 
found  that  they  had  either  to  legislate 
against  that  which  could  not  properly  be 
made  a  crime,  or  to  legislate  against  that 
which  the  law  now  considered  a  crime,  and 
which  it  was  ready  to  punish.  A  noble 
Eail,  who  was  also  absent  (the  Earl  of 
Ifoontcashel),  had  on  a  former  occasion 
alluded  to  measures  which  would  be  fit 
an^eots  of  legislation  if  they  were  politic; 
and  he  had  ^rther  pointed  out  the  evil  of 
earrying  the  law  beyond  its  present  strin- 
gencfy.  At  present,  wherever  they  had 
the  intervention  of  a  third  person  for  the 
pnrpoee  of  corrupting  female  innocence, 
the  law  aa  it  now  stood  considered  that  a 
as  it  ought  to  be,  and  was  ready  to 
I  it.  But  what  did  this  Bill  do  ?  It 
I  a  Tory  short  and  simple  measure,  and 


its  scope  and  tendencies  were  manifest.  It 
professed  to  do  what  the  common  law  did 
not  do — it  professed  to  introduce  a  new 
law,  and  to  make  that  a  crime  which  was 
not  now  a  crime.  It  said  that  if  any  one 
for  the  lucre  of  gain  should,  by  false  pre- 
tences, false  representations,  or  other  im- 
proper means,  solicit  and  procure  any 
woman  to  have  connexion  with  any  man, 
such  person  being  duly  convicted  thereof 
should  suffer  imprisonment;  and  the  in- 
dictment in  such  a  case  would  be,  that  the 
person  had  solicited  and  procured  such  il- 
licit connexion  by  fraudulent  means  and 
for  the  lucre  of  gain.  But  this  was  now 
a  misdemeanour,  and  had  ever  been  a  mis- 
demeanour by  the  common  law  of  England. 
Wherever  such  a  plot  was  laid  for  the  cor- 
ruption of  female  innocence,  the  law  called 
that  a  conspiracy,  and  the  party  guilty  of 
it  might  be  severely  punished.  This  was 
to  be  found  in  all  our  text  books,  and  there 
had  been  repeated  instances  of  prosecu- 
tions for  the  offence.  There  was  one  in 
the  reign  of  Charles  II.,  when  a  lord  was 
prosecuted  and  tried  before  Chief  Justice 
Pemberton  for  having  with  others  decoyed 
from  her  home  a  lady  of  noble  birth,  and 
ho  was  found  guilty.  Another  prosecution 
took  place  in  the  time  of  Lord  Mansfield, 
and  the  party  was  found  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanour. Infamous  conduct  of  the  kind, 
therefore,  was  already  taken  notice  of  by 
the  law  of  England,  and  the  Bill  could 
have  no  good  effect  in  invigorating  the  law, 
or  in  facilitating  prosecutions,  or  in  caus- 
ing evidence  to  be  brought  forward.  At 
best,  it  would  be  wholly  inefficient.  But 
this  was  not  all.  In  some  respects  it  did 
not  go  so  far  as  the  common  law,  and  in 
his  opinion  it  had  a  tendency  rather  to  sap 
the  foundation  of  morality.  For  instance, 
it  only  made  the  offence  indictable  where 
the  crime  had  been  consummated;  whereas 
the  common  law  was  much  more  efficient, 
for  if  an  infamous  woman  laid  a  snare  for 
an  innocent  female,  and  resorted  to  im- 
proper means  for  putting  her  in  possession 
of  a  licentious  man,  and  if  the  female  were 
rescued  and  her  innocence  preserved,  still 
that  was  a  crime  which  the  common  law 
would  reach  and  punish.  Again,  the  Bill 
declared  procuring  of  seduction  a  crime 
only  in  cases  where  the  party  was  in- 
fluenced by  motives  of  lucre  or  gain,  and 
where  the  pretences  and  representations 
used  were  false.  But  this  too  common 
motive  was  by  no  means  the  only  one — as, 
for  instance,  two  licentious  youths  might 
join  and  assist  each  other  in  decoying  in- 
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iiocont  girls  from  their  homes;  and  there 
wore  many  such  cases  in  the  annals  of  the 
courts  of  law.  Again,  it  often  occurred 
that  the  seduction  was  effected  hj  repre- 
sentations that  were  not  false — as,  for  ex- 
ample, a  woman  might  he  told  that  if  she 
wont  to  lire  under  the  protection  of  a  cer- 
tain man  she  should  hare  a  settlement  of 
1,000/.  a  joar,  with  a  hex  at  the  Opera, 
and  a  carriage  to  drive  in  Hyde-park. 
Those  promises  might  he  quite  true,  and 
in  such  a  case  the  Bill  of  the  right  rer. 
Prolate  would  he  inoperatire,  though  hj 
the  common  law  it  would  ho  punishahle  as 
a  crime.  But  it  was  said  that  these  cases 
were  conspiracies,  and  that  it  was  neces- 
sarr  to  have  simie  more  direct  mode  of 
proceeding  in  order  to  aroid  the  difficulties 
of  a  trial  for  a  conspiiacT  under  the  ex- 
isting law.  As  a  lawyer,  he  had  no  hesi- ' 
tation  in  saying  that  the  conspiracy  was ! 
mofdy  in  the  nature  of  a  technicality,  and 
wa«  to  he  infoircd  from  the  orert  act.  • 
The  nohlo  and  l<Mnied  Lord  quoted  the ' 
trial  of  iIh^  rcincides  and  the  trial  of  the 
ncT^n  bishops  to  shc^w  that  pivx^f  of  con- 
spiracy was  not  the  actual  question  tried 
in  tho«^  ca»e«,  though  conspiracy  was  in« 
f«wd  from  the  otfewes  proved.  Feeling, 
ihereioK*,  that  the  Bill  of  the  right  per. 
IVelate  did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  iaci- 
litat1^  the  nK*«ns  alfonle^l  by  the  common 
law  for  n»eeting  the  eril,  he  adhered  to  the 
opinion  expre^scJ  on  a  former  CM'asion  by 
his  noble  and  loarae^l  Friend  the  Loid 
Chief  Jn«i<>e  of  Kngland,  that  nothing 
<\v;)d  be  done  in  this  nvaner  by  leg^sJaTion, 
and  they  sih>«Vi  owtine  thcm5!e!Tes  to  car- 
rying the  e\i*t:ng  Uw  ir.to  efeet.  and  to 
e5rtrt*  t^"^  ir.^pir\^tTi»  the  T?K>ra:i'  of  the  i^ev^ 
f^.  He  wvwuW  ^not  ts\e  t;?v>R  hiini>elf  to 
»^^t1^  t>j*j  i^e  B;U  be  ?v^;eeted,  bwt  v«i  the 
ew^S.NT.  tiiSt  the  Fill  be  rosd  a  third  i:r>e 
he  w-o«j.:  fifvil  it  r^  be  V.yji  dniy  k^  jssy  ••  Ne5 
cwfjTer.t "  to  the  Mws.'vr. 

The  F^-?:r  .%f  NOKWICH  evrvrvs^M  a 
h*N?y\.  ?»Mv"::>.i^T*?s^.Tj:  t}>e  d:S«:;t?rti  w::h 
wV,v»h  thi"  j^xV^^r:  ^w^a*  *xTT'.v,:r>iei£.  ti^at  t>je 
Tfter,^*  o:  t>*  I^  V.  v,';;'ii  ibt  al;  ert-r.t#  be 
ti^tfct*:?*^.^  IT  .T»3^T  :Vjit  :>jo  rcr^*  at 
Urj^!!'  TftU.'\t  «^  :>*?  ;>?cnT  l.';ira$».rtii  ^'<re 
ay.viors.  *.*  >t#cs.K',-.  T'  r*vJ  ar.  «».•  t,--  tV 
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mg  young  persons  of  tendo*  age»  and  to 
bring  them  up  to  London  for  the  pniposes 
of  prostitution.  He  honoured  and  thuiked 
the  right  reT.  Prelate  who  had  brought  in 
a  Bill  to  remedy  so  monstrous  an  eTi^  and 
he  entreated  of  their  LordahipB  to  giTe  the 
measure  their  support. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  repHed.  Ha 
contended  that  the  cases  referred  to  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  were  not  those 
which  it  was  more  immediately  desirable 
to  proride  a  remedy  for.  With  regard  to 
conspiracy,  he  belie?ed  that  a  great  change 
had  taken  place  in  the  opiniona  of  Engtidi 
lawyers,  and  that  it  was  now  held  that  any 
act  not  illegal  when  committed  bj  one  per- 
son, would  not  be  illegal  if  two  or  man 
conspired  to  effect  it.  That  whieh  was  not 
a  criminal  ofience  on  the  part  of  one,  eonU 
not  become  a  criminal  oronoe  on  tl»B  part 
of  more  than  one.  The  objeetion,  there- 
fore, of  the  noUe  and  learned  Loid,  that 
theee  offences  could  be  at  onee  m^  by  aa 
indictment  for  cons|Mney,  Mi  to  thegro«nd. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  alao  Bud,  that 
the  Bill  did  not  go  far  enoogh;  becaase 
there  might  be  eaaes  in  whm  ftosaleB, 
from  motTres  of  maiignity,  lent  themaehes 
to  assist  in  seduction.  He  pot  it  to  their 
Lordships  to  aay  whether  that  waa  any 
reason  why  they  ahoold  not  endeavoor  ta 
prerent  the  basest  of  all  tradea, 
ther«  was  another  form    of 
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which  eonld  not  be  reaehed  bj  leciah 
But  the  noUe  and  learned  Loid  alao 
that  the  Bui  woaU  not  eany  oat  its  par- 
po$e.  He  <  the  Bidbep  of  Oxford)  admitted 
there  might  be  casies  that  woM  aacape  its 
operstxm :  b«t  by  tning  the  Bill  they 
wo^Vi  be  enabMf  to  eee  wheiein  it  was 
vyiik.  and  what  was  dM  nijdi  lor  it 
He  bc^t^.  howvfv.  Aal  the  mm  focrt 
e>f  i»  bKng  kac«wB  that  anch  a  hnr  eznt* 
ed.  wesGjd  Mid  to  the  iH  n  iw  ij^iiiinl  o£  a 
rr^nt  pranieal  erB.  wUA.  he 
thecr  Letn^ijis  denmi  to  |«t  i 
The<ae  T>naJOBkj^  be  esatreaani  the  Hanse  not 
TO  reViet  a  zMiame  «f  whkh  the  aaia 
wrct  rihat  ee«id  W  vrwi  agaiMt  it  vaa, 
t^t^  t^^icrii  n  was  a  »e*e  ia  ihe  i%ht  £- 
T^v^t^^-ffi.  it  c>d  wt  rr  far  wisogh.  It  vaa, 
b:wr«Yr,  fcrm:  ^OKOich  t»  ciert  a  great 
a7?>>3CTi  ii  r«x\L  v^ain  it  waa  gaaiiiii  from 
Tv-tj^W  aSsj^.  Ee  fnyeii  their  Lord- 
^*Tt^  TO  TtsxmLbic  uUB  thcvT  was  na  fem 
<-<  -T^tfTzr^f^t  icvoL  xke  Stanar-haok  ta 
xxv*:  iS^w  Tarncviar 
,vo:■Tx^^^fi  erne  rt  dir 
t>*i:  Av^Vrey  era;j£  be 
Vktst^L  li  isoMiMaMie  hr  «ali» 
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wicked  design  and  premeditation.  He  en- 
treated their  Lordships  not  to  disregard 
the  thousands  of  petitions  thej  had  re- 
ceiyed  from  parties  of  the  highest  charac- 
ter in  eterj  part  of  the  coimtry,  hut  to 
pass  this  Bill»  and  to  give  it  at  least  one 
trial  upon  the  Statute-hook. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  having  said  a  few 
words  in  explanation, 

House  divided:  —  Contents  23;  Non- 
Contents  19 :  Majority  4. 

Bill  read  3*  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  14,  1849. 

M I1IVTIB.3  PnuJO  Bills. — 99  Tuinpike  Roadf  (Ireland)  { 
A«mlti  (Iidand) ;  Oenenl  and  Quarter  Sessions;  Sewers 
AetB  Amokhnent  (No.  f ) ;  Sn»U  Debt  Courts  (Scotland) ; 
BttleriaRMd  JitrMietioo. 
R^porUd. ^ffrrhrimflcal  Commission;  Loan  Societies. 
3P  Teaants  at  Baek  Rent  Relief;  Attorneys  and  Solicitors 
(lidaad). 

Psmioils  PBOnrTBO.    By  Mr.  BouTerie,  ftom  Ayr,  for 

.  theCkigy  RaUeTBUli  and flrom  Kilmarnock,  fbv Inquiry 
leqpeetiqf  the  Olaigow  and  Ayrshire  Railway. — By  Mr. 
John  "WWitutm,  fiom  Ysoeiflog,  Flintshire,  respecting  the 
Wdrii  Laivinga  in  the  EsUbUshed  Church  (Wales).->By 
Mr.  MnwtiAgr  Hastte,  fkom  Glasgow,  against  the  Mar- 
ili^as  BUL— By  Lord  R.  Qroeweam,  firom  Upper  Chelsea, 
Ibr  the  SoUday  Trading  (MettopoUs)  BUI.— By  Mr.  Hag- 
gUty  ftom  Members  of  the  Church  of  England,  against 
tha  AHenatinn  of  Tithes.— By  Mr.  Duncuft,  ttom  Old- 
ham* reqiectii^  the  Lancashire  County  Expenditure. — 
By  Mr.  Law  Hodges,  ftom  several  Places  in  Kent,  for  Re- 
jpml  at  the  Duty  on  Hops.— By  Lord  George  Manners, 
ftosa  the  Guardians  of  the  Newmarket  Union,  for  Rating 
OwMTS  of  Tenements  in  lien  of  Occupiers. — From  Wis- 
VMh,  nn  Agtleidlural  ReUef^By  Mr.  Stansfleld,  firom 

.  lliM^sflulil,  fix  the  Bankrupt  Laws  Consolidation  BiU. 
By  C^ptain  Pedidl,  ttom  Brighton,  for  the  Cruelty  to 
Anfanab  BlIL— By  Mr.  Scott,  from  Berwick,  against  the 
Loilatlci  (SeoCli&d)  BUL— By  Mr.  Foister,  ftom  the  Me> 
dSail  OflOBis  of  ssvcnl  Poor  Law  Unions,  for  Redress  of 
I  Grieranoca.— By  Viscount  Emlyn,  fh>m  the  Berk« 
Union,  ibr  a  Superannuatiim  Fund  for  Poor 
tit*  Otton.— >By  Mr.  W.  Fagan,  from  Cork,  for  an  Al- 
tMBtfon  of  tiia  Poor  Relief  (Irebmd)  Bill;  for  a  more 
eomplelB  System  of  Railways  (Ireland) ;  and  for  the  Sup- 
jjifiBsiBu  of  the  Slave  Trade. — By  Admiral  Gordon,  flrom 
Omti  ^prinst  the  Registering  Births,  dte.  (Scothud)  Bill, 
■id  Murti^  (Seotland)  BilL— By  Mr.  Hobbouse.  from 
Bardney,  Lincolnshire,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of 
Beer  Aet — By  Mr.  Buck,  ttom  Bidetord,  Devonshire,  for 
an  AHantlon  of  the  Small  Debts  Act— By  Lord  Gordon 
Ilallybwton,  firom  Forfiu,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law 
rmpieOng  Spirit  Lieenses  (Scotland).— By  Mr.  J.  Evans, 
ftam  Haverftmiwest,  for  referring  International  Disputes 
Co  AtWtntion. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION. 
.  Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  take  this  op- 
portunityi  as  I  stated  I  would  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goyernment,  the 
other  Bighti  of  making  some  inquiries  with 
respect  to  the  probable  progress  of  public 
touBees;  and,  in  doing  so,  I  hope  the 
HoOB^  will  permit  me  to  refer  to  a  docu- 
aMnt  JMifon  Parliament  as  one  of  the  prin- 


cipal reasons  why  I  have  thought  proper 
to  institute  them.  It  appears,  by  a  Par- 
liamentary return  of  the  business  of  last 
Session,  that  in  the  month  of  June  there 
were  nineteen  Public  Bills  introduced,  of 
which  thirteen  passed;  that  in  July  there 
were  thirty-eight  public  Bills  introduced, 
of  which  twenty-six  passed;  and  that  so 
late  as  in  the  month  of  August  there  were 
forty-two  Bills  introduced,  of  which  thirty- 
fire  passed ;  so  that,  in  those  three  months, 
ninety-four  Public  Bills  were  introduced,  of 
which  seventy-four  passed;  and  the  greater 
proportion  of  those  seventy-four  passed  in 
the  month  of  August.  I  believe  it  is  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  I  am  sure,  from 
having  acted  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  on  the  Committee 
on  Public  Business,  it  is  the  feeling  of  Go- 
vernment, that  it  is  by  no  means  desirable 
the  general  conduct  of  business  in  this 
House  should  afford  a  premium  to  preci- 
pitate legislation.  At  this  moment  I  ob- 
serve that  the  Government  have  introduced, 
during  this  Session,  sixty-four  Bills,  of 
which  thirty-two  have  passed  this  House, 
two  have  been  withdrawn,  and  thirty  still 
remain  upon  our  table.  As  this  is  nearly 
the  middle  of  Jime,  and  as  we  can  form 
some  conception  now  how  the  probable  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  may  be  occupied, 
I  think  it  not  impertinent  to  inquire  of 
the  Government  what  are  their  intentions 
with  respect  to  those  thirty  Bills  which 
still  remain  on  the  table?  At  this  mo- 
ment there  are  on  the  table  eleven  Govern- 
ment measures  relating  to  Ireland,  of  which 
six  only  have  been  read  a  second  time. 
Those  Bills  are  as  follows: — Dublin  Im- 
provement Bill,  Poor  Relief  Bill,  Qua- 
lification of  Voters  Bill,  Elections  and 
Polling  Places  Bill,  Estates  Leasing  Bill, 
Dublui  Rates  Collection  Bill,  Dublin  New- 
gate Bill,  County  Cess  Bill,  Municipal 
Corporations  Bill,  Turnpike  Roads  Bill, 
and  Punishment  for  Assault  Bill.  I  will 
remind  the  House  that  already  fourteen 
measures  relating  to  Ireland  have  been 
passed  during  this  Session.  And  after 
that  I  think  I  may  legitimately  inquire 
of  the  noble  Lord  whether  it  be  his  serious 
intention  to  proceed  with  some  of  those 
Bills — for  example,  the  Qualification  of 
Voters  Bill,  or  the  Election  and  Polling 
Places  Bill,  which  is  connected  with  tho 
preceding?  The  noble  Lord  will,  I  am 
sure,  agree  with  me  that  the  subject  of 
these  measures  is  of  the  highest  iutcrest 
and  importance.  Hon.  Gentlemen,  even 
those  connected  with  Ireland,  will  also,  I 
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A^iik  Lrrse  irlii  aae,  iLat  xk4  odIt  is  h 

bd  tL&:  cc  ^  pci^slucr  psnods  tbe  ptsesi 

jiybrt,  L-j-w-eTer.  cci  -irLitii  I  "•ill  not  now 
cwf-L  :•:;;  I  v'^t  ibt  IicnK«&  will  ft£rK  wiih 
zii^  iLfcT  ::  if  i*f  iLe  Ligijert  eoQfiie4)ae&ee 
tii»i  Elli  Df  F:iiL  zEj»crLi2»e  sAosld  ik* 
be  ii:tr>5a?eti  i*;  tie  fikz  ead  <^  a  S<*- 
bol:  azkd  iLerefiire  I  Li>pe  iLe  boVj*  Lord 
ii£I:  fot  h  eitfiL^lsiesrt  whh  Lis  dmy  to  leB 
US  cipIStiTir  irb«i*€c-  Le  iiii«id$  to  pr««*d 
tils  S^ASii'L  Trhi  lie  EK*K:res  to  wtith  I 
huTe  psrik-nlirlT  fcdrerMjd-  Tbere  is  as- 
ciii*T  ET'^^*  C'f  i=i€:LF3>£s  €*n  tL*  talkie  CC-Q- 
z^ned  vhb  Sy.*UK>d-  I  ftzii  n->i  tctt 
fiKsHiar  vhh  tbe  oeuHs  c^  ibose  a>eas^?es, 
Uer  tbcT  &p;«eu'.  cci  the  fkce  of  them  &ad 
br  tie^r  rerr  thiies.  to  l*  iae*so?es  of  tcij 
jrefct  i:.:*er««t,  TLere  *re  &t  this  motcect 
sEx  BHIs  reilAtz=.£  v^  Sc^iil&zid  ca  the  table 
ia  iheb  £rst  ruz-s — ibc  L^maxics  BS,  tbe 
Ptxk  Health  BZ,  the  PciiK  of  Tovas 
BH,  the  Pi:;-!I$'  Pr«tt«ixi  BiH  the  Mar- 
Hare  BilL  airi  the  Registrataoa  of  Births, 
4^..  BiZ.  I  tLli:£  ii  svt  cnreasc-siabie 
to  inquire  of  the  GoxersEaent — acd  I  am 
ET3*^  hc'^  lf*-abers  oo  b>ih  sides  of  the 
Ho'sse  mast  take  an  ii^tcrest  in  the  inQoixr 
— what  are  the  Seiotch  Bills  ther  ictend  to 
prweed  whh,  asd  wh«i  ther  will  most  pro- 
hahZr  do  so  f  Bot  besides  those  two  im- 
paort&st  classes  of  Irish  and  Seoich  Bills, 
there  i^  a  third,  a  more  nnmeroos  and  still 
m^-re  isponant  class — which  I  wiH  tenn 
Miv>:-IlaDe«>:i5  Bills,  and  when  I  read  their 
:::!«  to  iLe  H  i-ase  laev  will  see  in  a  mo- 
m*-2t  ther  are  uf»ia  subjects  of  muTersal 
i^iterest  in  maajr  instances,  in  all  of  rerr 
grea;  ::::ror:anee,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
which  woold  be  n^jre  to  be  deprecated  than 
that  a  House,  few  in  numbers,  and  at  the 
c-dJ  of  the  Session,  should  be  called  upon 
to  legislate  upon  them  in  a  homed  and  on- 
informoi  manner.  These  Bills  are  as  fd- 
I.>»5  :_the  Clergy  Relief  Bill,  Charitable 
Trusts  Bill,  Adminisiration  of  Justice  in 
Metrop?litan  Disnicts  Bill,  Ecclesiastical 
Co:ami§s!?n  Bill,  Joint  Stock  Companies* 
Act  IS4^  Amendment  Bill,  General  and 
Quartifr  Sessions  Procedure  Bill,  Stock-in- 
Trade  Exemption  Bill,  Ecclesiastical  Ju- 
ris4liction  Bill,  Loan  Societies  Bill,  Marri- 
ages Abroad  Bill.  Railways  Amendment 
Bill,  India  Desertion  Bill,  and  last,  but 
not  least  important,  the  Australian  Colo- 
^ill.  Now.  I  think  we  mav  renr  fairij 
which  of  those  thirteen  measures 


tbe  w^Jut  Livd 

It  ccnaialj  k  of  great 

safice.  tbe 

— tif  which  eofAes  were 
daj  azDong  ban.  Monben,  if  mllT  to  be 
prM)&eded  wish  ibk  Tear  or  BOt.  I,  for 
ccke,  sbcwU  greod J  ol^ect  to  a  Beosaro  of 
that  impDrtaaee  besi^  iauotoeed  at  die 
cskd  ^  the  3ioBtb  of  As^vt;  efcm  late  ia 
Jilt  I  dim't  thick  it  sbooU  be  JanodaceJL 
I  sbMiid  be  vesj  sornr  if  dttt  vcre  to  take 
poaee  which  bippeaed  last  Tcer — iJbat  a 
BH!  5bc«ld  be  scM  «p  to  tbe'olker  Hoose 
ozi  the  Ist  of  S>gptfnibfr — a  £Mt  wUdi  m^ 
pears  bj  tbe  nsom  to  abicb  I  hare  ^ 
readr  nf erred.  There  ii  another  poiat 
on  which  I  woicld  ask  eooie  iafiamation 
frv«n  tbe  Gwefaaxnt.  I  wnld  aak  tbe 
D>b!e  Ix<d  whether  be  baa  takcm  into 
coosiikratioa  aaj  awthod  bj  ^dcb  that 
s;*irit  of  precipitate  Ir^Urioa  to  vUdk  I 
hare  referred,  maj  be  retarded  and  pie- 
Tented  f<jr  tbe  fatBie  \  I  kaov  wdl  that 
tbe  Dcl4e  Lord,  wbea  be  acted  oa  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  tbe  state  of  poUie  hniiiw,  gate 
his  attentioQ  to  this  saljeet,  and  that  be 
is  azusiated  bj  a  aneere  desire  to  ntewiat 
these  CTils.  I  wooldaskbimtbeaifbebaB 
an  T  objection  to  sapport  a  ic^ahtifln  wbidi 
shoold  define  tbe  term  for  tbe  iatrodaelion 
of  PabSe  BiSs  similar  to  that  we  bate  al- 
leadT  adopted  for  cbe  introdaetMm  of  Pii- 
Tate'  Biik  \  I  am  pciiaided  tbat 
we  come  to  a  resohnion  of  tbat  < ' 
we  caaaoc  get  rid  of  dm 
I  am  willing  to  admit  durt  sneb  a  lale 
shoold  Doi  ifvplj  to  contiaab^  BiDs^  or  to 
Bills  which  a  political  emergency  mi|^t 
lead  the  GoTemment  to  adopt.  But  it 
shoold  apph-  to  Bills  wbi^  relate  to  qoes- 
tioQs  on  which,  with  a  lair  prenenee  cf 
public  aJSairs  before  Pailiament  baa  mel^ 
or  before  tbe  Session  is  adraneedy  tbe  Go- 
Temment migbt  fed  tbat  iSbmj  were  called 
on  to  l^;islate.  TbcM  are  tbe  in^[airieB  I 
tlunk  it  necessaiT  to  amke — firrt»  becaaie 
we  oogbt  to  boTe  a  &ir  atitemiut  of  what 
coarse  is  intended  to  be  taken  with  reqieet 
to  the  measores  broogbt  bdive  Pariiainent 
th'is  Tear;  and,  secondlT,  becanae  I  thought 
these  remarks  might  in  some  meosove  dieek 
the  tendencT  to  pass  laws  at  a  time  when 
the  House  is  attended  onlr  hj  a  few  If  em- 
bers ond  when  poblic  bouMsa  is  eoBr 
ducted  in  that  horned  manner  wluA  wo  aU 
so  much  deplore. 

Mr.  £.  B.  ROCHE  begged  to  dbeerfo 
that  there  was  another  BiO  wbieb  bad  been 
promised  at  tbe  fnmmnnf  faint  of  Ao. 
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Session  whidi  had  not  yet  been  introduced, 
for  the  amendment  of  the  grand  jury  sys- 
tem, and  which  might  he  made  to  work 
adyantageously  in  aid  of  the  Poor-law  Bill. 
He  wished  to  know  if  the  Government  in- 
tended to  bring  in  that  Bill  ?  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  be  induced  to 
abandon  any  of  the  Irish  BiUs  on  tho  table 
of  the  House,  for  they  were  all  of  great 
importance  to  Ireland;  or  be  induced,  by 
what  had  fiillen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  to  indicate  any  intention  of  cut- 
ting short  the  Session. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  make  any  other 
inquiry  respecting  any  Bill,  he  was  at  li- 
ber^ to  proceed;  but  not  comment  upon 
it. 

Mb.  £.  B.  ROCHE  said,  he  was  about 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  another  question. 
From  information  he  had  received  from 
Ireland  of  a  most  indubitable  and  unquali- 
fied character,  he  was  sorry  to  learn  that 
the  potato  disease  had  broken  out  again  in 
several  parts  of  the  country.  He,  there- 
fore, wished  to  know  if  the  noble  Lord  was, 
prepared  to  bring  forward  any  other  mea- 
sure to  meet  the  distress  in  Ireland,  which, 
though  groat  at  present,  was  likely  to  bo 
quadrapled  before  the  end  of  the  year. 

LoBD  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire,  that  we  ought  to  en- 
deavour, if  possible,  not  to  take  measures 
of  great  interest  and  importance  at  so  late 
a  period  of  the  Session  as  the  month  of 
August.  I  agree  with  him,  that  it  ought 
to  be  our  endeavour  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction at  that  period  of  any  BiU  likely  to 
lead  to  much  discussion;  but  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
spoken  last,  in  entertaining  any  apprehen- 
sion of  the  Session  being  prematurely 
brought  to  a  close,  or  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
being  dismissed  to  their  homes  before  they 
are  willing  and  ready  to  go.  So  far,  how- 
ever, as  the  conduct  of  business  is  at  pre- 
sent concerned,  I  may  remark  to  the  hon. 
Gmitleman  opposite  that  there  were  in  the 
course  of  this  week  four  hundred  and 
eighty  Members  who  voted  upon  a  division 
*— a  number  which,  taken  along  with  that 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  are  in  London, 
but  who  were  unable  that  night  to  attend, 
shows  that  there  are  upwards  of  500  Mem- 
bers still  in  town.  It  cannot,  then,  at 
present  be  sud  that  there  is  such  a  want 
of  attendance  as  to  prevent  measures  from 
being  satisfactorily  considered  in  the  House. 
JPor  these  reasons,  then,  and  others,  I 


would  postpone  any  reply  to  the  inquiries 
of  tho  hon.  Gentleman,  at  least  with  regard 
to  several  of  the  measures  to  which  he  has 
alluded.  I  will  endeavour,  however,  be- 
fore the  Ist  of  July  to  state,  as  respects 
these  measures,  what  is  the  course  which 
we  propose  to  adopt.  Instead,  however, 
of  referring  to  tho  BiUs  in  respect  to  which 
I  can  give  some  information  in  the  order 
in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded 
to  them,  I  shall  first  refer  to  the  business 
with  which  we  propose  to  proceed  imme- 
diately, and  then  I  will  refer  to  the  mea- 
sures with  which  we  cannot  proceed  during 
tho  present  Session  of  Parliament.  Now, 
as  to  the  former  class  of  Bills,  the  House 
will  naturally  expect  that  the  Irish  poor- 
law  should  have  precedence.  We  have 
already  gone  into  Committee  on  that  mea- 
sure; it  stands  for  discussion  to-night;  and 
if  we  should  not  make  much  progress  with 
it  in  the  course  of  this,  evening,  we  propose 
that  it  shall  stand  first  for  Monday  next, 
and  that  we  should  proceed  as  fast  as  tho 
House  will  allow  in  discussing  the  various 
points  of  the  measure,  and  the  various  pro- 
positions made  in  respect  to  it.  I  do  not 
say  at  present,-  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last,  that  we  have  any 
particular  measure  in  contemplation  with 
respect  to  tho  failure  of  the  potatoes  in 
Ireland,  or  to  any  famine  which  may  occur. 
Our  general  accounts  go  to  show  that  al- 
though in  some  cases  the  potato  disease 
has  reappeared,  still  that  these  instances 
do  not  justify  serious  apprehensions.  There 
are  some  other  measures  with  regard  to 
Ireland  which  have  been  introduced  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Irish  Chief  Secre- 
tary. There  are  the  Municipal  and  the 
Collection  of  Rates  Bills,  and  also  another 
Bill  referring  to  a  question  much  agitated 
and  debated,  with  respect  to  tho  corpora- 
tion of  the  city  of  Dublin,  and  with  which  I 
thmk  it  necessary  to  deal.  Next,  with  re- 
gard to  Scotland,  there  are  the  Marriage 
and  Registration  Bills,  which  have  already 
passed  through  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  are  now  ready  for  consideration 
here.  I  trust  that  the  House  will  take  these 
Bills  into  consideration,  because,  admitting 
that  there  are  Bills  with  respect  to  Ireland  of 
considerable  interest  and  importance  which 
must  be  entertained,  I  do  not  think  that  it 
would  be  just  to  exclude  Scotland  from  her 
share  in  the  time  which  still  belongs  to  us. 
There  is  also  a  measure  which  has  come 
from  the  other  House — a  measure  which  is 
not  properly  a  Government  one,  but  rela- 
ting to  a  subject  of  such  vast  importance 
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that  I  think  it  will  ho  the  duty  of  Govern- 
mont  to  pay  ovory  attention  to  that  Bill, 
witli  tho  view  at  least  of  passing  a  measure 
upon  the  suhjcct.  I  allude  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill.  It  is  a  very  extensive  and 
voluminous  Bill;  hut  I  understand  from  the 
nohlo  and  learned  Lord,  its  originator,  that 
tho  greater  part  of  tliat  volume  consists  of 
consolidations  and  re-enactments  of  what 
is  already  law;  and  with  respect  to  that 
part  of  the  measure,  tho  House  will  pro- 
Imhly  not  think  it  necessary  to  pay  parti- 
cular attention.  I  should  propose  that  that 
Bill  ho  read  a  second  time  on  Monday,  and 
that  it  ho  then  referred  to  a  Select' Com- 
mit ttH)  of  Gentlomen  who  are  connected 
wttli  tho  hankruptcy  law,  and  with  the 
proctici^  of  trade;  and  I  trust  that  in  a 
short  time  this  Committee  may  pronounce 
such  on  opinion  as  to  the  propped  changes 
of  the  law  and  the  distrihution  of  offices, 
that  wo  may  oome  to  a  satisfactory  result 
with  tho  measure  in  question.  There  is  a 
matter,  with  n^ror^l  to  one  Irish  question, 
in  rospiNpt  to  which  it  will  be  necessary  to 
oi^k  the  House  for  a  vote  in  Supply.  There 
appears  to  us  to  be  a  necessity  for  post- 
IHwiuj?  tho  ojH^ning  of  the  Irish  colleges^ 
on  event  which  was  £xed  for  this  year, 
but  f^^  which  this  year  does  not  appear  to 
be  a  «k^r«ble  period.  The  new  arrange- 
ment  will  lyquinf"  a  slight  oltorstion  in  the 
t" listing  law;  and  we  also  proposv^  at  the 
souh"  tinte  t^^  t^iiko  the  full  eistimate  of  the 
expense*  half  only  having  beon  hitherto 
vx^ti^i  in  Committe<e  of  Supply.  The  Oni- 
noiKV  KMtmatets*  a«  h«^.  Oenilesneii  ore 
awM>N.  have  m'^t  yet  Iwn  taken,  oxh!  Yhes< 
will  \yv«py  *^^»e  t;n>e.  In  rwp^vt  i4>  the 
WM^osuTt^  which  I  <Sx^  noi  prcpiM^e  u>  gv>  ea 
with  in  tbe  <v«r!S^  of  tho  preswat  year,  1 
<^all  $l»t^  at  oQ^-^  thai  1  will  net  pfv'tfv^tsie  t^ 
p«>xy^  With  the  KiU  fw  the  ^^uoH^uott 
rf  Yow^rs  avtd  the  l\v)iitg  Thieo*  -Ircjuod' 
HilU  1  th:i»k  ihat  t}>e!jie  HitK  prvfcr  oikI 
M«<«»iarr  OS  they  a«*,  t>«4  tm  nr«  eoia- 
si^enoaoms  «>d  iciTJciive*  rf  a  difimat 
<^a»  trvWii  iJkxic  whi^h  the  Hci&ie  has 
li$t)iert.^  KmI  «Y>ie(r  VN-akMoemit'^n.  1  a^^ 
WW  ih:«k  it  e\>(Hj>f«rt  t>»«  «:t  smf};  T»tw 

iwaNv^  r,"*  tije  l.9xnM»r»  S^-^ua?)*  RiV:,  ii 
»  wt  «st«>rt^a  u  r<r^^':rt  w^.t>.  tie  tk*- 
tinw*  ^oriTfwc  tiw  Tc«»e:rt  S^Msjivm.     A*  iw 

9MUK  )riis  aXni4^ft.   ;  «>M2J£  juit  T>uitK  a1*- 
W»A<c  ^At»f.^««raT3«v.  «^,'y  a:*  Tr»w^ 


Acts,  or  for  extending  and  amending  in  a 
short  form  former  Acts  which  have  been 
passed.  In  the  months  of  Febmmry  and 
March,  such  measures  woidd  not  probably 
excite  much  attention  in  this  House.  With 
respect  to  other  measures,  I  am  unable  to 
say  at  present  what  may  he  the  feeling  of 
the  House  with  r^ard  to  them;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  the  great  impratonoe  of 
those  Bills  shotdd  be  osngned  as  a  reason 
for  abandoning  them  in  the  month  of  Jidy. 
I  think  that  ^  the  opinion  of  the  House 
generaDy  is  that  theoe  Bills  are  aotmd  in 
principle,  and  require  hot  trifling  altera- 
tions, it  would  be  for  the  pnblie  benefit 
that  they  should  pass.  I  do  not  think*  if 
such  a  general  feeling  eziitSy  that  die  oh* 
sence  of  Members  frwn  this  Hoose  at  thai 
period  of  the  Seenon  afforda  a  valid  reaioa 
for  surrendering  those  Bills.  But  whethsr 
there  is  that  general  fedSng  with  reapeet 
to  those  meosurea  mnsl.  of  course,  depend 
upon  the  introduction  of  theoi.  I  do  not 
think  I  need  more  particDlariy  aDtide  to 
those  measures,  as  before  the  end  of  the 
month  I  diall  be  able  to  stato  the  inten* 
tions  of  the  Govenimeiit  witfi  temet  to 
them.  With  respect,  however,  to  ue  sog^ 
gestion  of  the  boa.  Member,'that  pnbhe 
measures  should  not  be  introduced  aAer  a 
certain  day,  as  is  the  costeni  witik  private 
Bills,  I  certainly  caimotassaal  to  bis  views. 
I  feel  as  stroa|dy  as  aay  one  the  evils  tn- 
der  which  we  have  now  been  snfferi^c  ^ 
some  years*  sf  having  i 
bivMsght  in  ia  the  Hmrth  of  a 
neither  in  dus  He 
ef  Fariiaaeflt  there  is  a  i 
aM«  of  Meiaben  to  give  ihe  ^ 
skkraticHi  to  thcB.  I  feel,  alsiC  die  evil  ol 
MefnWrs  <€  the  two  Hevea  beoy  kepi 
awmy  &dbd  those  dssiu  ia  ~  ~  ~ 
eesmtaes  whkh  aiwo^laief  i 
cance  as  the  daties 
ik  Fas&BMt.  Fsa 
if  wie  w«*  V?  '  ^ 
pinKbe  JMa»a:es  ihoaMW 
a  <«taas:  dole*  w«  dmAd  i 
<v-aTeainK^  «f  iftc  aad  t 
i  wvttii  f.ihitiLtif  havw  to 
lolnnde,  W 
if*  the 

'  xtuucnaK-  <c 

*  ^I]t^^  OKT  jiniawi!es>  «f  a 

viU!  riKMn  te  thas  <im 

TMv«rs«arr  idMifi  anw  iv 
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I  hare  now  only  further  to  say,  that  there 
are  some  other  measures  which  will  have 
to  be  introduced,  hut  which  I  do  not  think 
Pariiament  can  pass  in  the  course  of  the 
present  year.  The  most  important  of 
these  is  a  measure  to  be  introduced  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  introduced  the  Navi- 
gati<m  Bill  to  this  House.  It  is  a  measure 
fiupplementary  to  the  Navigation  Bill,  and 
wiU  be  an  Act  for  the  better  regulation  of 
the  laws,  and  for  the  general  better  man- 
agement of  the  mercantile  marine  of  this 
eountry.  Although  I  cannot  hope  that 
that  measure  will  be  passed  during  the 
present  Session,  I  nevertheless  think  it  de- 
sirable that  the  House  should  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  views  of  the  Government  with 
respeet  to  that  measure,  and  I  also  think 
it  <^  importance  that  the  parties  most  af- 
fected by  it  should  have  full  time  to  con- 
sider it.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  now 
to  make  any  Motion  on  the  subject,  having 
stated  as  faJlj  as  I  can  what  are  the  views 
of  the  Government  with  respect  to  public 
busineM  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion. 

Mb.  J.  O'GONNELL  understood  the 
noble  Lord  to  say  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  persevere  with  a  measure  for 
improving  tne  franchise  in  Ireland  during 
the  present  Session,  although  the  noble 
-Lord  made  no  such  reservation  with  re- 
spect to  measures  of  coercion.  But  there 
was  a  question  of  deep  importance  affecting 
that  ntmappy  country — ^he  meant  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  Bill.  Private  Members 
of  the  House  had  been  prevented  from 
bringing  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject;  and  he 
bulged  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  were  not  prepared  to  do  something  to 
settle  that  vexed  question,  which  in  the 
opinion  of  those  who  knew  Ireland  well, 
was  at  the  bottom  of  all  the  social  distrac- 
tions and  miseries  in  that  country,  and  the 
eaase  of  much  of  the  bloodshed  they  had 
had  to  deplore.  He  should  like  to  be  in- 
formed whether  any  steps  would  bo  taken 
with  respect  to  that  subject  during  the 
present  Session  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  observed  that  a 
measure  had  been  prepared  on  this  subject 
last  Session,  and  had  been  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  Government  had 
not  been  able  to  press  that  Bill  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session,  and  he  did 
•not  think  there  would  be  time  to  give  due 
consideration  to  a  measure  of  so  much  im- 

ertance.     With  respect  to  the  measure 
r  improving  the  relations  between  laud- 


lord  and  tenant  in  Ireland,  it  was  now  be- 
fore the  other  House  of  Parliament.  If 
any  private  Member  were  to  deal  with  the 
matter,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rochdale  was  the  person  most  entitled  to 
the  attention  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HUME  begged  to  suggest  to  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  the 
propriety  of  laying  on  the  table  of  the 
House  the  specific  resolution  he  intended 
to  move  on  bringing  forward  his  promised 
Motion.  It  was  desirable  that  the  House 
should  know  whether  the  com  laws  and 
the  navigation  laws  and  other  topics  would 
form  an  element  in  his  Motion. 

Subject  dropped. 

FRENCH  INTERVENTION  IN  ROME. 

Mr.  HUME  observed,  that  from  what 
had  taken  place  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, it  would  appear,  with  respect  to  a 
certain  message  said  to  have  been  delivered 
from  the  Government  of  France  to  that  of 
England,  that  the  communication  had  not 
only  taken  place  verbally,  but  in  writing. 
The  noble  Lord  at  tho  head  of  Foreign  Af- 
fairs had  stated  that  by  to-day  he  would  bo 
prepared  to  state  how  far  he  could  con- 
sent to  produce  any  document  bearing  on 
the  subject. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  I  wUl  lay 
before  the  House  to-morrow  that  commu- 
nication which  I  mentioned  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  having  taken  place  between 
the  Pope's  Representative  at  the  Court  of 
Paris  aud  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
also  the  reply  made  through  our  Ambassa- 
dor at  Paris;  and  from  that  reply  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  the  views  of  the  British 
Government  on  the  Roman  question.  With 
respect  to  the  commimications  which  have 
taken  place  between  the  French  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  this  country, 
as  to  the  views  and  intentions,  and  the 
course  to  be  pursued  by  the  French  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  affairs  of 
Rome,  I  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  House  will  see  that,  considering 
the  state  of  things  at  present  existing  at 
Paris — considering  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment is  being  now  interrogated  in  tho 
French  Assembly  with  respect  to  these 
matters — I  think  my  hon.  Friend  and  the 
House  will  be  of  opinion,  as  I  certainly  am 
of  opinion,  that  it  will  be  more  proper  and 
fitting  to  abstain  from  laying  those  papers 
before  the  House — papers  professing  to 
contain  the  views  and  sentiments  of  the 
French  Government.  I  think  it  will  bo 
better  that  the  French  Government  should 
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be  left  to  state  its  own  case  to  its  own 
Parliament,  and  that  any  explanations 
which  might  he  desired  in  this  House 
should  he  postponed  until  after  the 
French  Government  has  stated  its  own 
case. 

Mb.  HUME  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord,  by  his  answer,  had  placed  the  House 
in  a  somewhat  unfortunate  situation.  He 
was  afraid  tliat  the  impression  would  be 
left  on  the  public  mind  that  we  were  im- 
plicated in  these  transactions.  What  he 
desired,  was  such  a  declaration  as  should 
free  us  from  the  suspicion  of  having  been 
at  all  mixed  up  in  the  atrocious  proceed- 
ings of  which  Rome  was  the  theatre. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  any  opin- 
ion should  be  suspended  until  the  pro- 
duction of  the  papers.  After  that  had 
been  done,  his  hon.  Friend  might  found 
any  question  on  them  he  thought  proper. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  was  anxious  to 
know  whether  the  noble  Lord  intended  to 
qualify  his  denial  that  England  had  given 
any  sanction,  direct  or  indirect,  to  the 
French  expedition  against  Rome  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON :  I  do  not 
mean  in  any  way  to  qualify  the  statement 
I  made,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  no  participation  whatever  in  that  ex- 
pedition to  Rome. 
.    Subject  dropped. 

BRITISH  GUIANA. 
Lord  J.  RUSSELL   wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  to  press  his  Motion 
with   respect  to   British   Guiana,   on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Supply,  to-morrow. 
Such  a  course  was  unusual,  especially  as  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to-morrow  evening  to  bring  for- 
ward his  budget.     On  this  particular  sub- 
ject, he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  reasons  for  not  bringing  forward  the 
Motion  during  the  present  year.     A  Com- 
mittee had  been  sitting  on  the  subject  of 
British  Guiana,  and  the  effect  of  their  de- 
cision on  the  colony  could  not  yet  be  ascer- 
tained.    He  had  received,  only  yesterday, 
a  long  letter  from  the  Governor  of  British 
Guiana,  in  answer  to  certain  inquiries  which 
he  made  of  him  before  he  left  ^is  country, 
and  he        ed  that  he  had  paid  most  se- 
to  ihe  constitution  of  the 
as  he  had  not  sufficiently  ma- 
,  he  did  not.  think  it  pro- 
m  an  official  shape.     He 
,  at  the  same  time,  con- 


ceived the  views  contained  in  that  letter 
were  of  very  great  importance,  hut  did  not 
think  it  advisable  at  present  to  lay  them 
before  the  House,  more  especially  as  the 
views  of  the  colony  in  the  present  state  of 
the  question  were  not  then  known.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  persist  in  his  intention  of 
proceeding  with  his  Motion. 

Mr.  HUME  admitted  that  it  was  an  un- 
usual circumstance  to  make  such  a  Motion 
on  going  into  Supply;  but  he  was  placed 
in  an  unusual  situation;  and  prohably  the 
history  of  the  Britbh  colonies  did  not  re- 
cord an  instance  of  anything  like  that 
which  was  now  taking  place  in  British 
Guiana.  A  dispute  between  the  consti- 
tuted authorities  and  a  Goyemment  officer 
had  been  twice  referred  to  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  A  Committee,  to 
whom  the  question  had  been  referred,  had 
in  reality  come  to  no  decision  at  all.  He 
wanted  the  House  of  Commons  to  pass  a 
law,  aye  or  no,  showing  the  colonies  the 
situation  in  which  they  were  to  be  placed. 
By  despatches  up  to  the  date  of  the  30th 
of  April,  it  appeared  that  Governor  Barkly 
and  the  constituted  authorities  had  come 
to  a  complete  stop,  the  Governor  haring 
put  a  check  to  discussion  in  the  Oombined 
Court,  and  all  the  supplies  having  been 
stopped.  The  declaration  of  both  parties 
in  the  colonies  was,  that  they  should  await 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  ConunoDS. 
The  packet  would  sail  on  the  16th,  and  he 
thought  it  most  extraordinary  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  be  pr^[»ared  with  some 
answer,  one  way  or  other.  In  the  present 
distressed  state  of  the  colony,  he  appealed 
to  the  justice  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
come  to  some  decision  on  the  subject.  The 
supplies  of  the  colony  had  been  stopped 
since  September :  not  one  shilling  of  the 
public  money  had  been  legally  received, 
the  colony  was  in  a  state  of  confosion, 
and,  in  fact,  without  a  Gt>vemment.  Un- 
less the  noble  Lord  would  consent  to  fix  a 
day  on  which  the  Motion  should  come  on, 
he  must  persevere  to-morrow,  as  the  case 
in  question  was  one  of  crying  injostioe, 
and  should  be  dealt  with  wiUiout  dday. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  obserred  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  subject  ef 
the  new  constitution.  The  questi(NL  whiok 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  meant  to 
bring  forward  referred  to  the  Tidatioa 
of  the  present  constitution,  and  he  ihoogfat 
the  hon.  Member  was  entitled  to  have  a 
day  fixed  for  bringing  on  his  Motion. 

Loxu)  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  cooU  not 
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Bee  why  he  should  he  called  upon  to  put  off 
important  measures  to  enahle  this  question 
to  he  hronght  on.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Montrose  could  prevail  upon  other 
Members  of  the  House  haying  Motions 
on  the  Paper  to  waive  their  right  in  his 
favour. 

Sib  R.  peel  said,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  inconvenient  for  the  House  to  be 
left  in  doubt  as  to  the  course  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  intended  to  pur- 
sue to-morrow.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  declined  to  give  up 
a  Government  day,  and  had  suggested  to 
the  hon.  Member  to  use  his  influence  with 
oihere  who  had  a  vested  interest  in  the 
Order  of  the  Day  to  waive  their  Motions. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would  state 
whether  he  intended  to  bring  on  his  Mo- 
tion or  not  ? 

Mb.  HUME  said,  that  as  the  question 
to  which  he  was  about  to  draw  attention 
involved  nothing  less  than  a  gross  violation 
of  the  constitution  of  a  colony,  and  as  the 
Government  declined  to  give  up  a  day  to 
htm,  he  should  certainly  persevere  with  his 
Motion  on  going  into  Supply. 

Sib  R.  PEEL:  You  will  bring  it  on  ? 

Mb.  HUME:  Yes. 

Subject  dropped. 

THE  DEATHS  IN  THE  BALLINASLOE 
UNION. 

Mb.  CONOLLY  begged  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
with  respect  to  the  correctness  or  incor- 
rectness of  certain  allegations  which  had 
appeared  in  one  of  the  journals  of  to-day, 
with  respect  to  deaths  which  had  recently 
oectfrred  in  the  Ballinasloe  union.  The 
question  was  one  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance to  Members  of  that  House.  It  was 
of  the  first  importance  that,  in  transacting 
their  business  after  the  close  of  the  Scs- 
uon,  and  after  their  duties  in  Parliament 
had  ended,  that  they  should  not  be  misre- 
presented in  the  public  journals  when  in 
disdiarge  of  duties,  performed  in  confor- 
mity with  the  order  of  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  therefore  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to  a 
paragraph  contained  in  one  of  the  leading 
joarnals  of  this  country — he  might  say  one 
of  the  most  distinguished  among  the  jour- 
nals of  this  country — which  attributed 
what  it  called  **  the  horrors  of  the  union  of 
doe"  to  the  way  m  which  the  poor- 


law  was  administered  by  a  noble  relative 
of  his,  the  Earl  of  Clancarty  ?  The  para- 
graph stated  specifically,  that  those  horrors 
were  the  result  of  the  poor-law  as  adminis- 
tered by  the  Earl  of  tllancarty;  the  board, 
also,  having  thought  proper  to  restrict  the 
use  of  outdoor  relief,  as  much  as  lay  in 
their  power. 

Sib  G.  GREY  said,  that  he  had  seen  a 
letter  in  one  of  the  newspapers,  the  TimeSf 
from  a  gentleman  travelling  in  Ireland — 
a  gentleman  well  known  as  a  correspon- 
dent of  the  paper  in  question — referring 
to  the  state  of  the  town  and  workhouse 
of  Ballinasloe.  But  he  had  not  col- 
lected from  that  letter  that  the  slightest 
charge  was  made  against  the  Earl  of  Clan- 
carty. On  the  contrary,  he  understood  the 
letter  to  give  the  greatest  credit  to  the 
Earl  of  Clancarty  for  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  discharged  his  duties.  He  believed 
there  was  no  man  in  Ireland  who  deserved 
greater  praise  for  the  admirable  manner 
in  which  he  discharged  every  social  and 
public  duty  than  the  Earl  of  Clancarty. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSION  BILL.— 
LIVING  OF  BISHOP  WEARMOUTU. 
Mb.  HORSMAN  asked  whether  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  Bill  was  to  be 
proceeded  with  ?  The  question  had  been 
before  the  House  three  or  four  years ;  a 
commission  had  been  appointed  and  re- 
appointed last  year ;  they  had  come  to  a 
unanimous  report,  on  which  this  Bill  had 
been  founded;  and  it  was  probable  it  would 
pass  with  very  little  trouble,  and  no  oppo- 
sition whatever.  He  did  not  doubt  the 
assurance  already  given  by  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  Bill  would  be  proceeded  with, 
and  begged  to  apologise  for  putting  a 
question  which  might  imply  a  doubt ;  but 
there  wore  such  doubts  entertained  out  of 
the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  this  was  one 
of  the  Bills  on  which  he  had  wished  to  re- 
serve giving  an  answer  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  had  asked 
his  question.  Could  he  bo  assured  that 
that  Bill  would  pass  with  very  little  trouble 
and  no  opposition,  he  should  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  proceeding  with  it.  But  the 
opinions  he  had  heard  did  not  quite  con- 
firm that  anticipation.  However,  if  he 
found  there  was  a  general  feeling  that 
the  Bill  should  bo  agreed  to,  he  would 
certainly  proceed  with  it ;  but  ho  would 
give  no  explicit  assurance.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  found  that  opposite  opinions 
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were  entertained  on  the  Bill,  he  should  he 
ohligcd  to  take  a  different  course.  He 
must  therefore  reserve  till  a  future  day 
any  positive  statement  on  the  subject. 
He  might  take  that  opportunity  of  answer- 
ing a  question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  on  a  former  day,  as  to  the  course 
which  would  be  taken  by  the  Bishop  of 
Durham  for  dividing  the  living  of  Bishop 
Wearmouth.  The  right  rev.  Prelate's 
first  impression  had  been  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  carry  out  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment without  applying  to  Parliament  for 
increased  power.  However,  on  coming  to 
London,  and  consulting  with  his  legal  ad- 
visers and  others,  he  had  been  told  that  it 
would  be  possible,  by  a  scheme  to  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers, and  afterwards  by  Her  Majesty  in 
Council,  to  carry  into  effect  the  arrange- 
ment he  proposed  for  a  better  distribution 
of  the  livings  of  Bishop  Wearmouth.  A 
draft  of  the  scheme  had  been  prepared,  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Council,  and  if  Her 
Majesty  were  advised  that  the  course  was 
one  that  should  be  adopted,  it  would  be 
approved  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, and  by  Her  Majesty  in  Council; 
but  before  that  time  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
draft  of  the  scheme  proposed. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

NAVIGATION  BILL. 

Lords*  Amendments. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  to 
this  Bill,  which  had  come  back  from  the 
other  House.  Had  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments been  of  any  importance,  he  should 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  propose  that  they 
should  be  printed,  and  a  day  appointed  for 
their  consideration.  But  when  he  stated 
how  few  and  trifling  they  wore,  he  trusted 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  dealing  with 
them  at  once.  The  only  Amendment  de- 
serving of  notice  related  to  a  point  already 
discussed  in  that  House.  In  the  original 
Bill,  it  was  proposed  not  to  alter  the  law 
relating  to  the  manning  of  British  ships, 
which  required  threo-fourths  of  the  crew  to 
he  British  seamen.  Afterwards  a  proviso 
had  been  introduced  in  the  way  of  relaxa- 
tion, allowing  any  number  of  foreigners  to 
be  employed  where  there  was  a  certain 
proportion  of  British  seamen  to  the  ton- 
nage. Gentlemen  intimately  connected  with 
the  shipping  interest  had  represented  to 
him  that  this  relaxation,  though  entirely 
permissive^  would  be  objectionable  to  the 


shipping  interest;  and,  as  the  proTiao  wii 
intended  solely  for  the  relief  oif  the  mer- 
chant service,  he  had  withdrawn  it,  on  the 
understanding  that  they  did  not  wish  for 
it.  However,  on  furdier  conBideration, 
the  same  gentlemen  who  had  applied  to 
him  to  strike  out  the  proviso  were  of  opin- 
ion that  it  should  remain,  and  they  re- 
quested a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House 
to  reintroduce  it.  This  had  been  done; 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  agreebg  to  it.  He  would  time- 
fore  move  that  the  Lords'  Amendments  to 
the  Navigation  Bill  should  be  taken  into 
consideration. 

Mr.  HERRIES  was  soiry  thai  Oe 
Lords  had  made  such  very  sli^t  Amend- 
ments in  the  Bill;  he  would  ratlier  have 
acquiesced  in  much  larger  changes.  How- 
ever, he  perfectly  agreed  to  such  altera- 
tions and  amendments  as  had  been  made. 
He  wished  to  interpose  no  unne 
trifling  objections  in  the  way  of  this 
measure;  the  opposition  to  it  had  been 
from  the  beginnmg  frank,  honourable^  and 
straightforward;  and  he  deeply  lamented 
that  they  had  not  been  able  to  obtain  its 
rejection.  He  should  neyer  eeaae  to  la- 
ment its  passing;  and  he  hoped  the  time 
might  not  speedily  arrive  when  those  who 
proposed  it  would  bitterly  repent  harag 
done  so,  and  of  having  carried  it  succeBS- 
fully  through  both  Houses. 

Captain  HARRIS  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  provide  for  our  ^ps  being  well 
manned  by  a  bond  fide  enactment  iban  bj 
a  mere  proviso.  Every  day  aoeounts  wwe 
arriving  of  losses  of  ^ps  at  sea;  and  it 
was  impossible  to  prevent  this  unless  ihsy 
were  sufficiently  manned. 

Mr.  WAWN  wished  to  know  wheUiar 
the  Government  intended  to  bring  in  anj 
measure  to  relieve  the  shipping  interart 
from  the  duties  which  now  pressed  upoa 
them? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he 
hoped  in  another  Session  to  lay  a  Bill  on 
the  table  of  the  House  for  the  regnlatioB 
of  the  light-dues. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  the  ChanceDof  of 
the  Exchequer  had  promised  to  relieve  the 
shipping  interest  of  the  duties  on  timber 
and  marine  insurance.  It  was  not  enoiwh 
to  say  that  a  Bill  was  to  be  brought  in. 
What  they  wanted  was»  to  haye  a  KU 
passed  which  should  relieve  the  shipping 
interest  of  this  country  of  those  burdens  $ 
which  they  complained. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  sud,  that  he  did 
not  recollect  that  the  Chanocdlor  of  the 
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Exchequer  had  pledged  himself  to  remove 
the  duties  on  timber  and  marine  assurance. 
He  was  anxious  that  the  shipping  interest 
should  be  relieved  of  any  burdens  of  which 
ther  could  justly  complain. 

On  the  Amendment  relating  to  the  num- 
ber of  men  to  be  employed  in  vessels  being 
read, 

Mb.  WAWN  siud,  he  should  divide  the 
House  on  this  Amendment. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the 
words  of  tiie  Amendment  were  exactly 
the  same  as  those  in  the  Bill  originally 
brought  into  the  House,  and  which  were 
struck  out  after  some  discussion.  As  the 
matter  was  of  little  importance,  the  power 
bdng  altoffether  permissive,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  divide. 

Mb.  bright  said,  he  believed  this  was 
the  clause  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  out,  at  his  request,  in  Committee.  It 
was  to  remove  an  impression  which  existed 
in  the  minds  of  seamen,  that  it  was  neces- 
aary  to  have  four  or  five  seamen  on  board 
for  every  100  tons.  Ho  had  been  speak- 
ing to  a  eaptain,  who  explained  to  him  the 
great  mischief  which  this  impression  had 
created.  He  believed  that  the  clause,  if 
struck  out,  would  leave  the  law  as  it  was. 
What  he  desired,  was  to  remove  the  false 
impression  that  five  seamen  were  neces- 
sary for  every  100  tons.  He  should  pre- 
fer not  to  have  the  clause  inserted,  but  he 
would  not  divide  the  House,  or  make  any 
opposition  to  it. 

Mb.  WAWN  declined  dividing. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CANADA, 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of 
Supply ;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 

Postponed  Resolution  [5th  June], 
.««  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  16,000^.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to.  defray,  in  the 
year  1849-50,  the  expense  of  Militia  and 
Volunteers  in  Canada,"  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  vote  just 
read  aSbrds  an  appropriate  opportunity  for 
the  observations  I  am  about  to  make  on  a 
•question  of  vital  interest  in  relation  to 
Canada,  because  it  partly  in  itself  implies, 
and  partly  serves  to  remind  the  House  of 
the  full  extent  of  the  responsibilities  dc- 
Tolving  upon  us  in  virtue  of  our  relation  to 
that  colony.  Wo  have  not  merely  to  con- 
mia  in  regard  to  it  the  general  doctrine 


of  the  necessary  supremacy  of  the  mother 
country  over  a  colonial  dependency,  but 
we  have  also  to  recollect  that,  in  regard 
to  Canada,  the  responsibilities  connected 
with  the  fulfilment  of  the  first  duty  of  a 
Government — namely,  the  maintenance  of 
public  order,  are  responsibilities  which  are 
discharged,  not  by  the  people  of  Canada 
at  their  own  cost,  but  by  the  people  of 
England,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Crown, 
and  under  the  sanction  of  the  British  G07 
vemment.  I  mention  this.  Sir,  because  it 
has  an  important  bearing  on  tiie  question 
I  am  about  to  discuss.  And  now,  with 
respect  to  the  course  that  I  am  about  to 
take,  I  have  placed  on  the  Votes  of  the 
House  nothing  beyond  a  general  intima^- 
tion  that  it  was  my  intention  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  certain  parts  of 
an  Act  which  has  recently  passed  through 
the  provincial  legislature  of  Canada,  and 
has  received  the  assent  of  the  Governor ; 
and  it  being  obvious  that  the  intention  to 
draw  the  notice  of  the  House  to  such  an 
Act  implies,  in  some  form,  either  scruple  or 
objection,  it  may  have  appeared  strange  to 
many,  that  I  have  not  added  to  that  notice 
some  distinct  Motion  that  I  would  submit 
to  the  House  on  the  present  occasion,  in 
order  to  challenge  the  expression  of  its 
opinion.  And  I  think  it  due  to  the  House 
that  I  should  shortly  explain  why  I  took 
the  course  I  have  done.  I  do  not  think  I 
could  have  placed  on  the  Votes  of  this 
House  any  Motion  containing  my  own  view 
of  the  case,  and  of  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  have  taken 
with  regard  to  this  question,  without  pro- 
voking on  this  occasion  something,  per^- 
haps,  of  warm  and  heated  discussion,  or 
at  all  events,  without  doing  prejudice  to 
what  I  am  anxious,  above  all  things,  to 
secure  —  namely,  a  calm,  dispassionate, 
and  impartial  discussion  on  all  questions  of 
public  policy,  and  especially  on  questions 
with  which  are  allied  important  facts  like 
those  that  are  involved  in  the  question 
before  us.  Other  reasons,  to  which  I  need 
not  refer,  may  have  induced  me  to  pursue 
my  present  course ;  but  I  may  truly  say 
that  the  main  reason  that  has  weighed 
with  my  mind  has  been  the  desirableness 
of  our  having  something  like  unanimity  of 
sentiment  in  Parliament  with  regard  to 
this  question.  Because,  surely  none  in 
this  House  are  so  much  the  slaves  of  party 
feeling  but  that  on  national  questions  they 
would  wish  us  to  have  a  Parliament  of 
united,  rather  than  of  divided,  views  ;  and 
if  this  remark  applies  to  all  national  ques- 
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tions  in  ordinary  times,  much  more  does  it 
apply  to  such  questions  in  times  of  general 
disorganisation ;  and  if  it  applies  to  all 
questions  at  that  period,  much  more  does 
it  apply  to  questions  affecting  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  colonial  legislature  ;  hecause  I 
hmd  it  to  he  a  sound  principle,  admitting 
of  hut  rare  exceptions,  that  if  England  is 
to  interfere,  with  any  rational  prospect  of 
advantage,  with  thelegislatiTO  proceedings 
of  a  colonial  Parliament,  in  order  to  se- 
cure that  prospect  of  advantage,  it  must 
he  united  and  not  divided  England  that 
undertakes  such  interference.  Therefore, 
in  order  to  do  what  may  in  me  lie  towards 
that  end,  and  in  order,  at  all  events,  not 
to  prejudice  the  question  hy  any  prema- 
ture excitement  of  political  feeling,  I  took 
the  liberty  some  days  ago  of  communicat- 
ing to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Qovemment  my  purpose,  the  course  of 
argument  I  meant  to  take,  and  the  course 
I  would  endeavour  to  recommend  to  the 
Government;  but  I  placed  on  the  books 
of  the  House  no  more  than  the  general 
notice  which  hon.  Members  will  have  seen. 
And  if  unhappily  it  should  appear,  as  the 
result  of  this  discussion,  that  that  general 
agreement  in  senUment  which  I  so  ardently 
desire  does  not  prevail,  but  that  there 
must  bo  difference  of  opinion^  and  that 
ulterior  steps  must  be  taken  to  bring 
this  matter  to  an  issue,  I  hope  that  at  least 
we  shall  show  that  we  have  been  desirous, 
as  long  as  we  could,  to  maintain  a  union 
of  opinion  on  a  matter  of  the  highest 
delicacy,  and  greatest  imperial  consi- 
deration. I  trust  that  the  miscellane- 
ous discussions  of  the  last  two  hours 
have  not  so  far  exhausted  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  but  that  you  will  be 
pleased  to  favour  me  with  your  indulgence 
m  relation  to  this  question,  not  on  account 
of  any  claim  I  can  make  on  your  attention, 
but  on  the  ground  of  the  deep  importance 
of  the  considerations  which  it  involves;  for 
I  will  venture  to  say,  that  although  the 
theatre  of  action  may  be  comparatively 
contracted,  yet  the  question  really  does 
involve  the  very  first  principles  and  duties 
of  a  Government,  and  does  touch  the  very 
foundations  of  all  social  order.  Now,  Sir, 
I  intend,  so  far  as  it  depends  on  myself, 
entirely  to  pass  by  any  discussion  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin.  I  may  have 
occasion  to  refer  to  statements  that  lie  has 
made — I  must,  I  am  afraid,  express  a  view 
in  important  respects,  perhaps,  differing 
from  nim;  but  I  shall  carefully  al>stain 
horn  gitiog  any  judgment  on  his  conduct; 


and  that  not  mainly  on  account  of  ihe  warm 
personal  regard  I  bear  for  himself,  or  my 
admiration  for  his  distinguished  talents — 
because  I  do  not  think  on  questions  such 
as  these  personal  feelings  ought  to  driiw 
us  aside  from  the  strict  line  of  public  duty 
— ^but  1  shall  do  so,  because  my  impres- 
sion is  that  on  the  Earl  of  Elgin  has  beoi 
laid  an  undue  and  excessive  share  of  re- 
sponsibility; that  the  Barl  of  Elgin,  stand- 
ing alone  and  single-handed,  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Crown,  has  been  called 
upon  to  do  more  than  any  man  in  that  |k>- 
sition,  without  the  distinct  aid  and  dear 
guidance  of  the  Government  at  home,  could 
properly  discharge.  Sir,  I  may  be  wrong 
in  that  view,  but  I  have  drawn  from  the 
declarations  of  Gentlemen  connected  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  impression 
to  which  I  have  now  given  nttotmee.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion, expressed  in  this  House  his  opinion 
that  it  was  not  for  this  House  to  inter- 
pose in  the  consideration  of  an j  legishi- 
tivo  measure  that  might  be  proceeding  in 
Canada  until  that  legislative  measure  had 
reached,  so  far  as  that  province  was  con- 
cerned, its  completion.  He  said  that, 
pending  the  discussion  in  the  colony  of  the 
measure,  it  was  not  for  the  British  Pailia- 
ment  to  interfere;  and  1  pnt  upon  that  de- 
claration the  construction  that  if  it  was  not 
for  this  Pariiament  to  express  its  c^Nnion 
on  these  proceedings,  neither  was  it  for 
the  Secretaiy  of  State,  in  his  liew,  to  give 
any  authoritative  directions  with  regard  to 
them.  Therefore  1  was  led  to  the  impres- 
sion that,  according  to  the  doctrine  rathe 
Colonial  Department,  as  it  now  exists,  the 
business  of  a  man  occupying  the  position  of 
Governor  General  of  Canada  is  to  judge 
for  himself  in  regard  to  all  measures  sub- 
mitted to  him  by  his  advisers  on  hb  own 
responsibility  alone,  and  that  his  oondoet 
is  in  no  way  to  be  influenced  from  home» 
until  he  has  transmitted  such  measures 
for  the  confirmation  or  disallowaace  of  Her 
Majesty;  and  I  was  further  confirmed  in 
that  belief  in  regard  to  the  Earl  of  Elmo, 
by  an  eariier  declaration  of  the  hon.  mn- 
Ueman,  made  on  the  occasion  of  a  Motioa 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Membcor  for  Senth- 
wark,  when  the  hon.  GenUemaa  used  these 
expressions: — 

**  Xot  onlr  hu  Ouuida  load  adf-fOfcnuBSBt, 
but  mpoDsible  garemineiit,  wlii^  baa  aavvr  bMS 
enjored  to  rach  an  extient  m  it  has  beea  «iiee  tiw 
time  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin." 

Now,  80  far  as  responsible 
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general  terms,  is  concerned,  I  think  Ca- 
nada has  possessed  it  hefore  the  time  of 
the  Earl  of  Elgin;  and  I  am  at  a  loss  what 
constraetion  to  put  on  the  words  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  unless  it  is  this,  namely, 
that  the  rule  is  now  estahlished  that  the 
Earl  of  Elgin  is  not  to  refer  for  directions 
on  any  question  of  colonial  legislation  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  at  home,  hut  only 
at  the  last  stage,  and  in  reference  to  the 
ultimate  question  whether  the  assent  of 
the  Crown  shall  he  given  or  withheld.  In- 
deed, as  much  has  heen  avowed  during  the 
incidental  discussions  that  have  taken  place 
on  this  Buhject,  hecause  it  was  impossible 
to  helieve  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin  would 
have  taken  upon  himself  that  responsibil- 
ity; and  Parliament,  and  I  may  say  the 
country  also,  have  heen  amazed  when  we 
have  been  told  again  and  again,  on  the  re- 
ceipt of  intelligence  of  the  resolutions  of 
the  colonial  legislature  on  the  Bill  at  all 
the  various  stages  of  the  measure,  that  no 
despatch  or  official  communication  had  been 
received  from  the  Earl  of  Elgin.  And  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  did  not  know  what 
was  going  on  in  the  legislature  of  Canada, 
could  only  arise  from  the  relations  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Governor 
General  being  placed  on  this  footing,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  nature  of  the  ques- 
tion that  came  before  him  from  the  local 
legislature,  the  Governor  would  have  to 
deal  with  it  on  his  own  individual  respon- 
aihility;  and  therefore  I  should  not  think 
of  calling  him  to  account  for  any  step  he 
may  have  taken  under  such  circumstances. 
I  think  his  position  an  impracticable  one, 
rendering  it  impossible  for  him  to  ade- 
quatdy  discharge  the  duties  he  owes  to 
Vie  colony  on  the  one  hand,  and  to  the 
Crown  of  England  on  the  other.  Then,  if 
I  am  right  in  supposing  that  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  luks  been  virtually  prohibited  from 
referring  home  for  instructions  with  regard 
to  proceedings  in  the  colonial  legislature, 
I  think,  as  a  question  of  general  policy, 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  involves  a 
Tery  grave  and  serious  error,  and  becomes 
a  mir  subject  of  Parliamentary  discussion; 
because  I  think  the  first  duty  of  the  Homo 
Government  should  be  to  interpose  a  check 
on  the  action  of  the  colonial  advisers  of  the 
.Governor,  and  enable  him  to  apply  at  home 
for  guidance,  when  a  question  is  before  the 
locid  assembly  not  merely  affecting  local 
but  imperial  interests,  and  involving  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  of  Her 
Ifajesty.  I  think  that  the  local  legislature 
«f  the  colony  should  be  left  free  and  imre- 
VOL.CVI.    {SSK} 


stricted  in  its  action  upon  questions  purely 
and  entirely  having  a  bearing  upon  the  local 
interests  of  the  colony;  but  we  ought  to 
draw  the  broadest  and  most  marked  distinc- 
tion between  questions  of  a  local  and  im- 
perial character ;  and  with  regard  to  impe- 
rial questions,  instead  of  being  postponed 
till  the  resolutions  and  deliberations  of  the 
local  legislature  are  concluded,  and  are 
sent  home  in  their  ultimate  shape  to  re- 
ceive the  sanction  or  disallowance  of  the 
Crown,  I  think  that  reference  to  the  Home 
Government  ought  to  be  made  at  tho  very 
first  moment,  and  before  public  opinion 
may  have  been  appealed  to  in  the  colony; 
and  that  at  the  first  moment  it  ought  to 
be  ascertained  how  far  the  Queen's  Minis- 
ters at  home  think  it  necessary  to  fetter 
the  discretion  of  the  colonial  authorities, 
and  how  far  they  may  freely  move  in  the 
path  to  be  trodden  on  by  them.  I  shall 
pass  by  many  points  of  high,  but  still  I 
think  of  local,  interest,  which  must  receive, 
in  the  main,  a  local  solution.  For  instance, 
there  is  a  question  with  regard  to  the  ap- 
pointments made  for  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil, and  they  have  evidently  exercised  a 
vital  influence,  and  it  is  impossible  to  be- 
lieve that  they  could  have  been  made  with- 
out the  intention  of  their  exercising  a  vital 
influence  on  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  I 
pass  by  that  as  a  question  which  I  think 
connected  in  the  main  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada,  wliich  it  is  unnecessary 
to  discuss  on  the  course  that  I  would  now 
advise  Parliament  to  take.  I  pass  by  all 
questions  connected  with  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment, and  the  unhappy  and  disgraceful 
riots  that  took  place  in  the  capital  of  Canada, 
simply  making  this  single  remark,  that  the 
parties  implicated  in  these  riots,  whether 
they  wished  it  or  not,  must  be  the  very 
best  friends  of  the  measure  obnoxious  to 
them;  and  if  it  eventually  should  pass  into 
a  law  they  must  be  considered  to  have  con- 
tributed in  the  highest  degree  to  that  issue. 
And,  Sir,  I  am  soiTy  to  sec  that  the  great- 
est injustice  has  been  done  to  gentlemen 
of  the  very  highest  respectability  in  con- 
nexion with  these  riots;  a  gentleman  named 
Moflutt,  so  far  from  being  disposed  to 
oflfer  a  factious  opposition  to  the  present 
Ministry  of  the  colony,  I  understand  to 
have  retired  from  the  representation  of 
Montreal  to  make  room  for  a  member  of 
the  present  Ministry.  I  believe  that  a 
very  considerable  reaction  has  been  caused 
in  Canada,  and  it  is  very  desirable  that  it 
should  be  known  there  that  the  universal 
disgust  which  tho  rioters  have  caused  in 
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the  province  has  mot  with  a  corresponding 
feeling  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic,  and 
that  nobody  excuses  or  palliates  their  con- 
duct upon  any  pretence  whatever.  There 
is  pother  question,  and  that  is  with  re- 
gard to  the  mode  in  which  this  100,0002. 
to  be  levied  under  this  Act  is  to  be  charged 
on  the  province.  That,  however,  is  a 
question  for  the  local  parties;  but  we  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  approving  or 
condemning  the  proceedings  of  the  local 
parties  in  Canada  on  the  ground  that  they 
are  meditating  or  effecting  injustice  towards 
one  another.  Because  the  constitution  pro- 
vides the  limits  within  which  they  may  ob- 
tain protection,  and  within  the  limits  that 
it  affords  they  ought  to  use,  and  no  doubt 
they  will  use,  the  ligitimate  means.  I 
confine  myself  wholly  to  imperial  consider- 
ations, and  the  reference  that  I  may  make 
to  proceedings  of  persons  or  parties  in 
Canada  shall  be  wholly  incidental  and  sub- 
sidiary to  the  end  I  have  in  view.  I  ad- 
mit in  the  freest  manner,  and  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  that  the  onus  entirely 
rests  with  me  to  show  why,  in  departing 
from  what  I  believe  to  be  a  most  sound 
and  healthful  general  maxim,  I  should  call 
on  the  Government,  and  in  the  face  of  Par- 
liament, to  take  a  particular  course  in  re- 
spect to  an  Act  that  has  passed  through 
the  Parliament  of  Canada,  which  may  not 
be  the  most  acceptable  course  to  the  ma- 
jority of  those  who  voted  in  the  legisla- 
ture of  that  province.  The  rule  I  shall 
recommend,  I  state  not  on  my  own,  but 
on  a  higher  authority — an  authority  writ- 
ten in  calmness  and  quietude  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  when  he  was  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  and  having  no  re- 
ference to  the  present  difficulty,  which 
might  have  given  a  bias  to  his  judgment. 
On  the  14th  of  October,  1839,  writing  to 
Lord  Sydenham,  after  laying  down  that  the 
colonies  ought  not  only  to  be  conducted  for 
colonial  purposes,  but  by  colonial  authori- 
ties, he  says — 

"  But  there  are  cases  of  internal  government 
in  which  the  honour  of  the  Crown,  or  the  faith  of 
Parliament,  or  the  safety  of  the  State,  arc  so  seri- 
ously involved,  that  it  would  not  he  possible  for 
Her  Majesty  to  delegate  her  authority  to  a  Mi- 
nistry in  a  colony." 

It  is  on  the  ground,  then,  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  given  me,  that  I  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  direct  its  especial  attention  to  this 
question;  and  although  I  desire  no  higher 
authority  than  that,  yet  I  observe  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  is  not 
now  in  his  place — I  mean  the  Member  for 
Sheffield,  who  is  known  in  this  House  as 


having,  beyond  all  others,  throiigE  good 
report,  and  evil  report,  to  haTe  advo- 
cated the  principles  of  colonial  free- 
dom— in  his  recent  work  on  the  govern- 
ment of  the  colonies,  lays  down,  evidently 
without  the  slightest  intentional  referenee 
to  this  question,  the  principle  abundantly, 
I  think,  and  sufficiently  to  cover  the  nde 
upon  which  1  would  now  proceed;  because 
he,  in  speaking  of  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  uses  this  lan- 
guage:— 

"  All  that  relates  to  war  and  peaoe,  to  anniei 
and  to  the  navy,  to  treaties  and  other  eommnni- 
cation  with  foreign  nations — all  that  regards  trea- 
son and  attack  upon  that  sovereignty  known  to 
the  nations — <ill  these  things,  which  app«!tain  to 
the  Imperial  Grovemment  of  England,  appear  to 
come  under  the  cognisance  of  the  Congress  as 
regards  the  United  States." 

This  is  an  incidental  authority,  and  I 
value  it  the  more  because  it  is  a  per- 
fectly impartial  opinion,  given  without 
the  possibility  of  bias;  and  I  must  say 
that  the  rule  I  suggest  rests  not  only 
on  the  authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  and  of  the  noble  Lord,  but 
lies  deep  in  the  very  nature  of  things, 
and  rests  upon  the  very  foundatioiis 
of  common  reason  and  common  sense. 
The  questions  which  it  is  necessary  for  us 
to  ask  ourselves  with  regard  to  this  Bill, 
as  1  view  the  matter,  are  these  tliree: — 
First,  is  the  Act  of  the  Canadian  Pariia- 
ment,  now  before  us,  and  entitled — *'  An 
Act  to  provide  for  the  Indemnification  of 
Parties  m  Lower  Canada,  whose  property 
was  destroyed  during  the  Rebellion  in  the 
years  1837  and  1838 ;"  is  this  Act— I 
will  not  say  passed  for  the  purpose,  but 
— intended  to  embrace  within  its  pur- 
poses of  indemnification  persons  who 
bore  arms  against  Her  Majesty's  foroes 
during  the  rebellion  in  1837  and  1838! 
The  second  question  is,  presuming  such  to 
be  the  case,  can  it  then  be  said  that  the 
subject  involved  is  a  local  or  an  imperial 
question  f  And  the  third  question  is,  if 
such  be  the  case,  if  the  question  raised  by 
the  purposes  contemplated  in  this  Act  be 
an  imperial  question,  is  the  coarse  pro- 
posed, namely,  the  indemnification  of  those 
who  bore  arms  against  Her  Majesty's 
forces  during  these  rebellions,  consistent, 
or  is  it  vitally  at  variance  with  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  Crown  ?  Sir,  with  re- 
gard to  the  second  and  third  of  these 
questions,  I  pass  them  over  altogether  st 
present  without  notice,  becanse,  on  the 
hypothesis  arising  under  the  first  question, 
namely,  that  the  indemnification  of  zeheis 
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is  intended,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  the 
issue  there  raised  is  one  of  imperial  inte- 
rest, or  tbat  the  course  proposed  by  the 
Act,  and  put  forward  for  our  sanction,  is 
a  course  inconsistent  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Grown.  Therefore,  1  ask, 
is  it  intended  by  this  Act  to  embrace  the 
indemnification  of  rebels  ?  And  here  I  shall 
use  ordinary  language  in  an  ordinary 
ftense;  for  rarely  haTO  I  seen  a  public  dis- 
cossion  on  a  great  national  question  carried 
on  with  such  strange  and  sophistical  ar- 
guments. For  really  we  are  told  that 
Bome  rebel  may  creep  in  here  and  there, 
and  we  cannot  provide  against  it,  and  a 
different  construction  from  that  ordinarily 
understood  is  put  upon  the  word  ''  rebel." 
As  if  it  were  some  profound  problem,  re- 
quiring the  highest  skill  of  the  metaphy- 
sician or  the  mathematician  to  be  called 
in  to  determine  a  point  of  great  nicety — 
as  if  it  were  a  difficult  matter  to  say 
whether  a  man  who  took  the  field  against 
the  Queen's  forces  was  a  loyal  man  or  a 
rebel!  I  use  words  in  their  ordinary 
sense ;  and  I  know  you  cannot  take  infal- 
lible precautions  in  any  Act,  either  here 
or  in  Canada,  against  the  accidental  per- 
Tersion  of  its  provisions  to  purposes  other 
than  those  intended.  But  the  question  for 
OB  to  decide  is,  whether,  regarding  the 
fair  scope  and  intention  of  the  Act  as  it 
lies  before  us,  it  is  intended  or  not  for  the 
indemnification  of  rebels?  Let  us  have 
plain  "  Aye  "  or  "  No  *'  to  this  question. 
Wdl,  then,  I  must  look  to  the  Act  itself, 
and  partly  to  evidence  extraneous  to  the 
Act.  The  title  of  an  earlier  Act  of  In- 
demnity used  the  adjective  "  loyal "  with 
reference  to  the  parties  to  receive  the  pro- 
posed eompensation  ;  but  of  course  no  in- 
ference can  fairly  be  drawn  from  the  omis- 
aion  of  the  word  "  loyal "  in  the  present 
BilL     But  this  Act  begins — 

**  Whereas  on  the  28th  day  of  February,  1845, 
an  humble  Address  was  unanimously  adopted  by 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  this  proyince,  and 
hy  them  presented  to  the  Right  Honourable 
Cbaries  Theophilus  Baron  Metope,  the  then  60- 
remor  General  of  the  same,  praying  '  that  his 
£xoelIency  would  bo  pleased  to  cause  proper 
ineasnres  to  be  adopted  in  order  to  insure  to  the 
inUritantt  of  that  part  of  this  province,  formerly 
Lower  Canada,  indemnity  for  just  losses  by  them 
sustained  during  the  rebellion  of  1837  and 
1838.'" 

Here,  the  first  question  that  arises  is — 
what  IB  meant  by  "just  losses  ?  '' — [Mr. 
Hawbs:  Hear,  hear!] — ^for  certainly  a 
BMnre  extraordinary  phrase  never  found  its 
iray  into  the  proceedings  of  a  legislative 


assembly.  If  I  must  invoke  the  aid  of  the 
critics  and  grammarians  of  the  House,  I 
must  understand  by  this  phrase  losses  fairly 
and  justly  incurred  by  the  parties,  and  there- 
fore losses  or  penalties  which  they  justly 
deserved,  and  such  as  certainly  could  not, 
by  any  possibility,  entitle  them  to  receive 
pecuniary  or  other  compensation.  That, 
however,  cannot  be  intended  by  the  Act. 
We  must  understand  by  the  phrase  "  just 
claims  arising  in  respect  of  losses,"  and, 
therefore,  I  shall  treat  the  phrase  **  just 
losses,'*  in  this  document,  always  as  equi- 
valent to  the  terms  I  have  just  named. 
After  mentioning  the  Address,  and  the 
commission  consequent  upon  it,  the  pre- 
amble goes  on  to  state  that  inquiries  under 
the  commission  took  place;  that  the  powers 
of  the  commission  were  insufficient  for  its 
making  complete  inquiries ;  and  that  it 
was  necessary,  in  order  to  redeem  the 
pledge  given  by  the  adoption  of  that  ad- 
dress, that  further  measures  should  be 
taken,  both  for  levying  money  and  for 
conducting  the  inquiries  to  a  definite 
issue : — 

"  It  is  necessary  and  just  that  the  particulars 
of  such  losses,  not  yet  paid  and  satisfied,  should 
form  the  subject  of  more  minute  inquiry  under 
legislative  authority,  and  that  the  same,** — 

and  here  comes  the  qualification,  because 
they  are  not,  as  I  think,  *'  just  claims 
arising  in  respect  of  losses" — 

*'  so  &r  only  as  they  may  have  arisen  irom  the 
total  or  partial,  unjust,  unnecessary,  or  wanton 
destruction  of  the  dwellings,  buildings,  property, 
and  effects  of  the  said  inhabitants,  and  from  the 
seizure,  taking,  or  carrying  away  of  their  pro- 
perty and  effects,  should  be  paid  and  satisfied.*' 

The  term  "just  losses'*  I  will  not  say 
governs,  but  runs  through  the  whole  of  the 
Act.  It  is  to  make  further  inquiry  into 
these  "just  losses  "  that  the  commission- 
ers are  to  be  appointed,  and  it  is  to  satisfy 
them  that  debentures  are  to  be  issued;  and 
to  come  to  a  proper  decision,  the  House 
must  keep  that  phrase  continually  in  view. 
Well,  Sir,  if  this  had  been  an  Act  stating 
that  all  just  claims  arising  in  respect  to 
losses  are  to  be  satisfied,  I  must  confess 
that  I  would  have  regarded  such  an  Act 
with  no  suspicion  or  dislike.  I  believe 
there  is  a  case  for  an  Act  of  that  kind; 
for  I  am  told  that  churches  in  Lower 
Canada — one  church,  at  least,  if  not  more 
— were  destroyed,  and  properly  and  neces- 
sarily destroyed,  during  the  rebellion,  hav- 
ing been  occupied  by  the  rebels  as  a  for- 
tress; and  nothing  can  be  more  just  than 
that,  when  a  church  is  the  property  of  the 
community  at  large,  proper  compensation 
H2 
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for  its  destruction  under  such  circum- 
stances should  he  paid.  And  I  rather  he- 
lieTe  that  when  a  numher  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic chapels  were  destroyed  during  the 
rehellion  in  Ireland,  they  were  restored  at 
the  puhUc  expense.  But  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament does  not  contemplate  the  payment 
of  all  those  just  claims — it  does  not  con- 
template the  satisfaction  of  all  those  just 
claims;  and  as  my  hon.  Friend  cheered 
when  I  read  the  qualification,  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  they  only  allow  them  to  he  ;  in  that  manner  from  the  operation  of  the 
satisfied  in  case  they  arise  out  of  the  un- 1  Act.  Howerer,  there  is  a  single  pomt 
just,  unnecessary,  or  wanton  destruction  of  connected  with  this  proTiso  and  the  cod- 


Her  Majesty,  and  were  thereupon  tnnsported  to 
Iler  Majesty's  Islands  of  Bermuda,  shall  he  en- 
titled to  any  indemnity  for  losses  sustained  daring 
or  alter  the  said  rebellioo,  or  In  oonaeqnenee 
thereof." 

The  ohvious  intention  of  that  nrorao  is  to 
exclude  from  compensation  all  those  eon- 
Ticted  of  rehellion  or  of  treason,  or  all 
those  who  (haring  snlmiitted  theinselyes) 
were  transported — and  ahoot  one  hnodred 
persons,  I  understand,  would  he  excluded 


property.  There  is  a  certain  limit  of  the 
kases  to  he  satisfied,  and,  so  far  from  giv- 
ing  me  a  more  farourahle  view  of  the  Bill, 
it  raises  a  suspicion  in  my  mind  respecting 


Yictions  to  which  it  refers  that  shoold  not 
altogether  escape  the  notice  of  the  Honte. 
These  conrictions  were  not  conTietioiiB  in  a 
court  of  law  properiy  pronoonced,  hut  were 


it;  for  I  say,  if  the  indemnification  of  loyal  -  conrictions  in  courts-martial;  and  if  there 
suhjects  he  what  you  contemplate,  it  is  |  be  any  defect  in  the  conrietioD,  in  point  of 
not  necessary  for  the  loyal  suhject  to  show  '  justice  or  in  point  of  strict  formality,  it  is 
that  the  destruction  of  his  property  was  no  conyiction  at  all;  and  if  that  conTictioa 
unnecessary  or  wanton.  Suppose  the  ;  be  no  conriction  at  all,  this  proTiso  ia  no 
house  of  a  loyal  suhject  was  in  the  way  of  ^  proriso  at  all.  Now,  hy  what  authority 
military  preparation,  ind.  heing  in  the  j  were  those  courts-martial  elected  ?  What 
way,  it  might  he  necessary  to  destroy  it.  |  authority  is  there  in  the  united  kingdom 
Then  it  was  not  unjustly,  hut  most  neces-  •  or  its  dependencies  that  ean  deet  a  l^;sl 
sarily,  destroyed  ;  however,  that  does  not  court-martial  ?  Is  there  anj  anthoritj  hut 
take*  a  hair*s  hreadth  from  his  claim  for ;  the  authority  of  Parhament  that  can  giro 
compensation.  Therefore,  when  you  say  strict  and  legal  ralidity  to  the  sentence  of 
that  unnecessary  destruction  of  property  is  a  court-martial?  Was  the  antliori^  of 
to  he  compensated,  that  is  one  of  the '  Pariiament  giren  hefbrdiaiid  to  these 
gronnds  that  induce  me  to  heliere  that,  in  •  courts-martial,  or  afterwards  ?  I  hare 
the  strong  language  adopted,  there  is  more  :  searched  in  Tain  for  it  throogh  the  laws  on 
than  meets  the  eye.  If  it  were  a  simple '  our  Statute-book  with  regard  boUi  to  the 
measure  for  the  indemnification  of  the '  permanent  and  temporary  goremment  of 
loyal  inhabitants,  there  was  no  necessity '  Canada.  I  find  no  rmdfieation  given  to 
to  introduce  this  qualification,  that  the  those  sentences  of  coarts-martial.  I  dare 
losses  should  be  unjust  or  unnecessary.  ■  gay  the  matter  was  under  the  eonsideratipa 
The  commissioners,  I  apprehend,  hare  no  I  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
diseretion  under  this  Act;  all  they  hare  to  Temment  when  he  was  Secretary  of  State 
ascertain  is  the  description  of  loss  sus-  •  for  the  Colonies,  and  he  can  set  me  right 
tained;  and  the  commissioners  hare  not.  if  I  am  wrong:  and  if  the  parties  coamted 
in  my  riow  of  it«  any  authority  to  limit  the  before  it  should  raise  the  qnestioB,  we  can- 
legal  sonse  of  the  Act.  Now,  we  come  to  not  be  5ure  that  this  proriso  is  of  any  TS- 
the  proviso  that  was  introJuocd  into  the  Hdity  with  r\^pect  to  96  out  of  104  per- 
resolution  before  tho  Bill  camo  U'fore  the  sons  that  were  couTieted  in  tlie  courts- 
martial,  as  contradistinguished  from  the 
eight  persons  who  submitted  thcmselfes, 
and  were  transported  to  Bermuda.  What- 
erer  may  be  the  opimon  of  the  IqpEtj  of 
these  courts,  as  the  lawyers  of  this  coob- 
try  may  determine,  it  is  important  to  see 
the  Ttow  taken  of  their  legality  in  Canada. 
It  is  the  opinion  of  the  partj  that  is  now 
dominant  in  the  legislattre  assemlrf j  and 
in  the  Council  of  Canada — their  avowed 
and  undisguised,  and,  I  Itaio  no  doobt, 
their  honest  opinion — that  the  < 


Canadian  senate.  To  that  proriso  I  mean 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Hou^.  for  it 
has  a  most  important  bearing  upon  the 
whole  construction  of  the  Act.  In  the 
first  clause  it  is  prorided — 

••  Tbas  Booe  ot*  tlie  perwa*  who  have  be«a  wa- 
Tietcd  of  hUfi  creadoa.  xllv*^:vd  lo  hA^e  bet*a  v»ai« 
mttt«4  in  thas  part  ot*  iti:«  pcvTiaov*  R.>rmeriT  the 
Ph»viiK«  of  Lower  Caxuuia.  «:uce  she  l»c  tiar  of 
K4>nnd)tfr.  IS^^T.  or  who.  having  been  cLanevd 
wick  high  tr«adoa«  or  other  oli^Rcos  of  a  treasoa- 
aM»  nature,  and  baTia^  been  ooaxmitted  to  the 
cwrtoily  of  the  shieritf  in  the  xaol  of  Moatrval. 
nlmtt  t  thenuclTes  to  the  wid  anU  ploa^nxi:  of,  tial  were  ilLegaL  It  was  prolesoed  on  manj 
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occasions,  and  I  have  it  in  the  most  suc- 
cinct form.  In  a  petition  of  M.  Lafontainc, 
attorney  general  of  one  of  the  divisions, 
and  holding  the  office  of  leader  of  the 
council,  presented  in  1839,  he  says,  "  We 
deem  ourselves  also  hound  to  denounce  to 
your  honourahle  House  the  illegal  exercise 
of  martial  law;"  and,  therefore,  you  will 
ohserve  that  the  gentleman  who  is  now  the 
leader  of  the  Canadian  Government,  and 
likewise  chief  law  adviser  of  the  Earl  of 
Elgin,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  pro- 
clamation of  martial  law  was  illegal— con- 
sequently, courts-martial  were  illegal,  and 
the  convictions  in  them  were  illegal;  and 
consequently,  that  proviso  which  relates  to 
them  is  good  for  nothing.  I  pass  on  from 
that  to  see  what  is  the  construction  a  judge 
would  put  on  this  Act  if  the  commission- 
ers said  to  a  party — ''  Those  lossos  are  not 
just  losses,  and  you  are  not  entitled  to  com- 
pensation." Suppose  that  party  hrought 
an  action  against  the  commissioners,  and 
on  coming  before  the  judge  who  was  to 
try  the  action  pointed  to  the  Act  and  said, 
*'  Observe  this  proviso— where  is  the  force, 
where  is  the  value  of  the  sentence  ?  see 
if  it  be  good  for  anything."  The  proviso 
is  good  for  this — it  shows  the  animus  of 
the  legislature.  The  persons  who  were 
convicted  of  high  treason  and  sent  to 
Bermuda  would  not  he  excluded  from  the 
Act  except  for  that  proviso,  and,  d  fortiori, 
all  those  not  convicted  of  high  treason  and 
Bent  to  Bermuda  must  he  regarded  as 
coming  urithin  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  So 
far  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain,  from  better 
judges  than  myself,  the  probable  construc- 
tion of  the  Act  would  be  that  the  intention 
of  the  legblature  was  to  include  within 
the  benefit  of  the  Act  and  qualify  for  com- 
pensation all  persons,  whether  rebels  or 
not,  who  were  not  convicted  or  transported. 
Now,  let  us  apply  this  case.  I  have  seen 
printed  within  the  last  few  days  a  list  of 
claims  ihat  was  made  in  the  year  1846, 
and  amongst  the  claims  described  there  are 
a  few  that  are  sufficiently  instructive;  for 
instance,  there  are  two  claims  where  the 
names  of  the  claimants  are  not  given,  and 
there  are  400  claimants  under  the  two 
cliums  where  the  parties  claim  for  guns 
taken  and  not  restored.  The  parties  were 
coming  forward  for  compensation  for  guns 
lost  in  unsuccessful  actions  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's troops.  Those  guns  were  taken 
away  and  not  restored;  and  is  that  a  proper 
case  for  compensation?  Mr.  Hincks,  a 
leading  person  in  the  Ministry  of  Canada, 
luiTiiig  called  on  me,  I  mentioned  the  case 


to  him,  and  I  asked  if  those  parties  would 
bo  compensated  ?  Ho  said  not;  but  his 
opinion  is  of  no  more  value  than  mine.  It 
would  depend  upon  the  construction  of  the 
Act  when  the  case  came  before  the  com- 
missioners. The  parties  would  show  their 
property  had  been  destroyed  (I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  soldiers  did  not  return  the 
guns);  and  if  the  action  took  place  when 
the  rebellion  was  virtually  suppressed,  it 
would  be  said  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
destroy  the  guns;  and  a  thousand  argiv 
ments  might  be  used  to  show  that  whiBU 
the  troops  got  the  upper  hand  the  destruc- 
tion was  unnecessary.  And  what  I  think, 
on  looking  to  the  Act,  is,  that  those  par- 
ties would  be  entitled  to  compensation  for 
guns  which  they  lost  in  an  unsuccessful 
encounter  with  Her  Majesty's  troops.  You 
may  be  able  to  show  that  the  case  I  have 
stated  is  not  sufficient  to  embrace  the 
whole  question;  and,  instead  of  founding 
it  on  any  particular  illustration,  I  shallput 
my  argument  on  a  broader  basis.  The 
question  I  want  to  raise  is,  whether  those 
persons  took  part,  by  overt  acts,  in  the  re- 
bellion. I  don't  want  to  follow  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  law  of  England — I  don't  want 
to  scrutinise  men's  consciences,  or  raise  up 
a  history  of  their  politics,  which  may, 
from  implication  or  connection,  give  rise  to 
tyrannical  proceedings  against  persons 
when  party  feelings  run  high.  I  speak  of 
overt  acts,  and  of  persons  who  took  part 
in  rebellion,  and  I  want  to  know  if  those 
parties  who  took  part  in  rebellion  are  on 
that  ground  to  be  disqualified  from  receiv- 
ing compensation.  I  think  we  must  look 
a  little  to  evidence  extraneous  from  the 
Act  itself,  the  Act  being  ambiguous.  I 
might  prove  to  the  House  my  diligence,  or 
at  least  my  anxiety  to  be  diligent,  by 
quoting  all  the  conflicting  statements  I 
have  seen  on  this  vital  question.  If  I  look 
to  the  declarations  of  the  leading  men  of 
Canada,  I  have  the  declaration  of  the 
speaker  of  the  legislative  council,  one  of  the 
Governor  General's  advisers,  who  says — 

**  It  was  only  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  pay  the  just  losses  of  innocent  individuals.  It 
was  not  the  intention  to  pay  rebels." 

That  statement  was  perfectly  satisfactory 
if  it  stood  alone;  but  he  goes  on  to  say — 

"  In  the  Lower  IIouso  the  Ministry  had  again 
and  again  stated  that  the  intention  of  the  Bill  was 
not  to  pay  rebels.  Let  them  issue  their  com- 
mission, and  then,  if  thoy  pay  rebels  let  them  bo 
treated  as  they  deservo." 

[An  Hon.  Member    on    the    Ministerial 
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benches :  Hear,  hear  !  ]  Mj  hon.  Friend 
cheers  me.  Now,  I  ask  him,  does  he  believe 
that  the  act  of  bearing  arms  in  rebellion 


case.  He  took  the  sensible  coone  of  wait- 
ing npon  the  Prime  Minister,  to  ask  him 
what  the  intention  of  the  Act  waa,  ike 


would  be  a  disqualification  from  receiving  •  Prime  Minister  being  also  prime  legal  ad- 
compensation  or  not  ?     [An  Hon.  Membeb    riser.     He  says — 


on  the  Ministerial  side  :  I  do.]  He  does, 
then.  It  is  of  that  I  wish  to  be  assured, 
and  it  is  that  I  will  take  every  means  in 
mj  power  to  ascertain.  I  shall  next  call 
attention  to  the  opinions  expressed  by  Mr.  I 
Baldwin,  in  the  House  of  Assembly,  on  j 
the  27th  of  February.     He  says —  | 

"  There  were   several  points   in   the  measure  | 
which  required  consideration  ;  the  first  of  them  : 
was,  the  class  of  persons  who  were  to  be  conipen- 
saied.      It  was  never  intended   hy  the  pre:»ent 
measiire  to  paj  the  losses  of  persons  enga^  in 
the  rebellion,  anv  more  than  it  was  the  object  ot' 
the  Members  opposite  to  pay  them  by  the  measure 
they  introduced.    And  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
perty, some  of  it  had  been  destroyed  in  opposing 
the  troops,  and  it  never  had  entered  into  the 
head  of  any  one  to  pay  fi>r  it.     Then  there  was 
the  property  of  persons  who  had  not  only  been  en- 
gaged in  the  rebellion,  but  had  been  convicted :  it 
was  never  intended  to  pay  fi>r  it.  He  did  not  believe 
that   by  the  commission,  or   instructions  which 
were  issued  by  the  Members  opposite,  it  was  in- 
tended by  them  to  compensate  such  losses  ;  they 
dearly  showed  that  they  did  not.     They  had  only 
used  the  same  terms  as  the  Members  opposite';  - 
and  he  would  ask  with  what  fikimess  they  could 
put  a  different  interpretation  upon  the  present  ; 
resolutions  firom  what  they  put   on  their  own  I 
Was  it  &ir  to  those  who  were  obliged  to  carry  out  [ 
the  measure  which  they  had  left  unfinished  i  ** 

He  goes  on  to  say —  I 

**It  was  not  intended  to    pay  the  losses  of 
parties  who  were  actually  in  arms,  but  it  was  ob- 
vious that  when  the  line  of  demarcation,  marked 
by  the  decisions  of  the  tribunal?,  was  passed,  they  . 
embarked  on  a  sea  ot*  dilBculty.      He  entirely 
agreed  with  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  from  ! 
Norfolk.     As  a  matter  of  policy  ic  would  have  ! 
been  wrong,  after  the  Act  of  Amnesty  had  been 
passed,    and    would    have    been    impolitic,    un-  ' 
just,  and  disrespectful  towards  th«  Queen's  Com- 


**  As  the  hon.  Member  (Bfr.  J.  Blorns)  to  whom 
be  had  alluded  had  thought  proper  to  advert  to  a 
statement  made  to  him  personally  by  tlie  boo. 
Speaker,  which  he  said  induced  him  to  sapport 
the  Bill  alluded  to,  he  (Mr.  Jones)  would  advert 
to  what  took  place  between  himself  and  another 
hon.  and  distinguished  Member  of  the  Gorern- 
ment,  at  a  private  interview,  in  eontradietaoa  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  stated  as  the  views 
entertained  by  the  Administration,  f  rpiiewd  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Speaker.  At  the  interriew  he 
retemMl  to,  after  considerable  cooveration  on  the 
subject  of  the  Indemnity  Bill  had  taken  place, 
and  considerable  difference  of  opinion  aiiaea  bo> 
tween  them  in  respect  to  it,  in  order  that  kt 
might  not  mistake  the  views  of  the  hon.  ] 
of  the  Government,  he  (Mr.  Jones)  had 
three  or  more  persons  whom  he  and  that  < 
guished  Member  of  the  Government  both  knew  to 
have  been  engaged  in  overt  acts  of  treeson  and 
rebellion,  that  they  were  persons  who  had  taken 
up  arms  to  subvert  the  Government — he  asked 
him  if  those  individuals  would  be  entitled  to  In- 
demnity under  the  BilL  Thai  hon.  Member  «f 
the  Government  was  too  honest  and  too  honoor- 
able  a  man  to  attempt  to  deceive  him  ;  he  thfrn 
fore  answered  him  candidly  and  frankly,  that  thsj 
could  make  no  distinction,  and  conaeqnently  those 
persons  could  not  be  esclnded  from  being  indsm- 
nified  for  their  losses,  if  they  had  smtainrd  aay. 
He  should  not  have  adverted  to  this  cirmuastanes 
had  he  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  do  so^  to  mest 
the  assertion  openly  made  by  the  hon.  Speaksr 
from  his  place  in  that  Honse,  and  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  based  his  opinions 
upon  the  information  he  had  penonallj  received 
fi^m  the  same  hon.  individuaL" 

I  will  next  refer  to  the  highest  anthoritj 
on  the  subject.  I  find  that  the  Earl  of 
Elgin,  in  his  answer  to  an  addresa  from 
the  district  of  Victoria,  sajs — 


"  I  am  bound  to  say,  in  justice  to  the  htfge 
majority  of  your  representatives  by  whom  tUs 
Bill  was  sanctioned,  that  it  is  my  ftrm  bdief  that 
The  same  ambiimitT  I  find  in  the  Act  aiw  i  they  did  not  intend  in  pusing  it  to  oomtcnanoe 

pears  in  the  dwlarations  of  the  persons  i '^^^^'i' ^' *?  ^^P**«^  "^^^^  "^S!^. 
Ljl.  -1.1     r      -A     •  .     3     .*        '  Tttilty  of  the  heuiious  crmie  of  treason ;  hvt  that 

who  were  responsible  for  its  mtrodnetion,  ;  {heir  purpose  was  to  make  provision  fi>r  the  pay: 
and  who  ought  best  to  nnderstand  its  sense.  ;  ment  of  claims  arising  from  the  wanton  and  vn- 
Here  is  the  declaration  of  another  Gentle*  necessary  destruction  of  property  [hoi  whootf] — 
man,  to  which  I  have  pleasure  in  referring.  !  ^^*^^  «  *^  *"«^-  »i»«g*^  P«*»P»  inevitaMe,  as. 
I.  is  the  <^nionof  Mr  Jones. .  pe«ou  who  i  ^^7^;  ^^J^^^^^^H^^^^t^ 
has  the  character  of  being  independent  of '  prwedinir  Parliaments  and  Goveniments.  Under 
party  connexions.     He  sav^ —  I  this  conviction  I  assented  to  the  Bill,  and  in  this 

•*  He  had  come  into  this  Il'^use  predisposed  to  I  *?irit  only  could  I  ever  consent  to  the  Exaeativa 
support  the  .\dministration.  nrofrsr?insf  then  to  K\  !  Govemmeui  to  give  effect  to  it,* 


as  he  was  still,  a  liberal  in  his  opinions. 

He  then  goes  on  to  say,  that  ho  had  inter- 

Tiews  with  a  leading  member  of  the  Go- 

Teniment,  being   anxious  to  get  through 

web  of  sophistry  and  ambiguity  that 

ed  it  at   the  real  nature  of  the  I 


If  you  take  the  first  part  of  the  dedaimtioii 
it  is  satisfactory.  It  appears  from  it  thai 
it  i<  not  intended  to  compensate  penons 
guilty  of  the  heinous  crime  of  treaiOD.  If 
you  took  the  language  of  that  part  alone, 
you  wouhi  suppose  that  thoae  who  bova 
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amiB  againBt  the  Queen's  troops  would  be 
utterlj  disqualified;  but  when  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  says  it  is  necessary  to  make  compen- 
sation for  claims  occasioned  by  the  wanton 
destruction  of  property,  I  must  think  that 
the  compensation  is  to  be  given  on  the 
ground  of  there  being  a  wanton  destruc- 
tion of  property,  and  not  with  respect  to 
the  character  of  the  party  claiming.  I 
bold  that  a  person  in  arms  against  the 
Queen's  troops  is  utterly  disqualified  by 
his  own  act.  I  have  nothing  to  do  in  such 
case  with  the  inquiry  as  to  whether  the 
property  is  wantonly  destroyed.  He  who 
takes  airms  against  the  order  of  society  has 
no  right  to  invoke  its  laws.  He  goes  be- 
yond the  limits  of  the  law,  and  has  no 
right  to  ask  for  a  remedy  in  a  court  of  jus- 
tice. He  has  no  right  to  ask  you  to  see  if 
the  destruction  of  his  property  has  been 
wanton  or  not  wanton.  He  labours  under 
a  personal  disqualification,  and  you  must 
decide  on  the  fact — Did  he  bear  arms? 
Perhaps  the  general  bearing  of  the  passage 
I  read  would  be,  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  compensate  those  who  bore  a  part  in  the 
rebellion;  but  in  a  paragraph  in  the  Earl 
of  Elgin's  despatch  to  Earl  Grey,  he  re- 
fers to  the  address  in  1845  presented  to 
I^ord  Metcalfe,  and  he  says — 

"  In  order  that  the  scope  and  purpose  of  the 
addrea  thus  unanimously  voted,  and  of  the  mea- 
sures taken  by  the  Government  upon  it  may  be 
properly  understood,  it  is  necessary  that  attention 
■hoold  be  directed  to  the  following  circumstances. 
Ordinances  were  passed  by  the  Special  Council  in 
the  years  1838  and  1839,  under  which  the  losses 
of  these  loyal  inhabitants  of  the  province  whose 
property  had  been  destroyed  while  they  were  sup- 
porting the  (jrovernment,  had  been  ascertained  and 
reported  upon.  It  was,  therefore,  clearly  the  in- 
tention of  the  Grovemment  and  Parliament,  in  the 
prooeedings' adopted  at  this  period,  to  extend  the 
indemnity  beyond  that  limit.'* 

Is  that  so,  or  is  it  not?  The  Earl  of  Elgin's 
statement,  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  show, 
is  not  an  accurate  statement.  It  is  not  true 
that  all  the  losses  of  the  loyal  inhabitants 
were  then  reported;  for  if  you  refer  to  a 
letter  of  Lord  Sydenham,  you  will  find 
that  he  put  an  end  to  the  proceedings  of 
the  commission  in  consequence  of  insufB- 
eieney  of  funds.  But  in  the  Earl  of 
Slgin'f  despatch,  you  have  stated  that  the 
loea  of  the  loyal  inhabitants  has  been 
already  reported  upon  and  ascertained.  He 
says  the  Government  of  1845,  as  he 
thmksy  intended  to  extend  the  limit  beyond 
loyal  inhabitants;  and  I  want  to  know 
liDw  yon  can  exceed  the  limit  of  loyal  in- 
faalntantSy  and  exclude  those  persons  who 
took  part  in  the  rebellion.     There  is  one 


other  proof  of  the  intention  of  the  Bill  to 
which  I  must  refer;  it  appears  to  me  of 
the  simplest  kind,  and  I  should  greatly  de- 
part from  the  principle  I  laid  down,  and 
greatly  belie  my  desire  to  bring  out  the 
facts  and  true  meaning  of  the  case,  if  I 
did  not  advert  to  it.  That  I  find  in  the 
character  of  the  amendments  to  the  Bill 
that  were  submitted  to  the  Assembly  dur- 
ing a  part  of  this  discussion;  and  I  think, 
from  the  spirit  of  those  amendments,  and 
the  divisions  that  took  place  on  them,  there 
is  afforded  the  clearest  evidence  of  the 
views  of  the  legislature.  There  was  an 
amendment  that  referred  to  parties  in  any 
way  implicated  in  the  rebellion;  and  I  am 
afraid  that  under  such*  words  as  these, 
men's  politics  might  be  inquired  into,  if 
they  had  made  intemperate  speeches,  and 
if  their  conduct  had  tended  in  any  way  to 
produce  the  rebellion.  I  think  the  House 
of  Assembly  was  right  in  rejecting  an 
amendment  that  would  produce  an  inquisi- 
tion into  anything  but  the  actual  proceed" 
ings  of  the  parties.  But  a  Mr.  Wilson 
proposed  an  amendment  which,  setting 
aside  all  sophistry  and  ambiguity,  brought 
the  question  to  issue.  The  words  of  the 
amendment  were,  ''that  all  the  words 
after  Bermuda  be  left  out,  and  the  fol- 
lowing inserted,  'nor  any  pei*son  who 
aided,  assisted,  or  abetted  the  said  rebel- 
lion shall  be  entitled  to  any  indemnity.'  " 
Those  words  referred  to  overt  acts  alone. 
They  avoided  all  reference  to  political  con- 
duct— they  defined  the  line  that  a  Govern- 
ment should  take  who  wishes  to  sustain 
its  honour,  and  not  put  a  premium  upon 
disaffection;  but  that  amendment  was  re- 
jected. When  we  hear  so  much  of  the 
overwhelming  majority  by  which  this  mea- 
sure was  sanctioned,  it  is  right  to  mention 
that  the  amendment,  though  lost  by  a 
considerable  majority,  was  not  lost  by  a  ma- 
jority that  was  against  the  others,  but  by  a 
majority  only  of  44  to  28,  in  the  present 
Assembly  of  Canada.  I  have  now  said 
what  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  say  on  the 
evidence  we  had  of  the  scope  and  inten- 
tions of  this  Bill,  and  I  am  brought  by  it 
to  the  conclusion,  that  although  the  con- 
struction of  the  Act  may  be  to  some  ex- 
tent ambiguous,  yet  there  was  an  evident 
intention,  on  the  part  of  the  framers,  not 
to  treat  a  participation  in  the  rebellion  as 
a  disqualification  from  indemnity;  and  al- 
though the  language  of  the  Act  may  leave 
it  open  to  doubt  whether  they  have  given 
full  effect  to  their  intention,  yet,  altogether 
considered,  it  is  too  probable  that  the  Act 
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itself,  when  it  comes  to  be  put  in  practice, 
would  be  construed  and  acted  upon  in  the 
sense  I  describe.  If  I  could  avoid  coming 
to  the  conclusion  at  which  I  have  arrived — 
if  I  could  honestly  have  adopted  &  different 
belief  from  that  which  I  entertain,  it 
would  have  saved  the  necessity  of  noticing 
the  proceedings  on  the  floor  of  the  House; 
but,  viewing  it  as  I  do,  I  think  it  is  a  case 
for  notice  hero.  If  it  appears  probable 
that  it  is  intended  to  give  compensation  to 
rebels  in  consequence  of  the  losses  they 
have  undergone  in  and  through  their  re- 
bellion, that  is  a  case  (so  long  as  free  in- 
stitutions exist  amongst  us)  to  which  we 
never  should  refuse  our  consideration.  An 
objection  to  making  the  distinction  I  pro- 
pose is,  that  you  cannot  tell  who  are  rebels 
and  who  are  not,  it  is  so  long  a  time  ago. 
I  will  not  take  upon  myself  to  prescribe 
the  legislative  machinery  for  determining 
who  were  wrong  or  who  were  not.  I  think 
that  is  a  matter  that  properly  belongs  to 
the  legislature  of  Canada,  and  it  would  be 
an  undue  and  ungracious  interference  with 
their  functions  if  we  were  to  undertake  to 
point  out  the  legislative  means  by  which 
the  fact  is  to  bo  ascertained  whether  a 
man  assisted  in  the  rebellion  or  not.  But 
if  it  is  to  be  made  a  matter  of  serious  ar- 
gument that  the  difficulty  of  ascertaining 
who  are  rebels  is  so  great  that  you  will 
not  inquire  into  it  at  all,  but  receive  all 
the  claims  in  bulk  irrespective  of  that 
question,  it  is  either  an  attempt  to  palm 
upon  us  a  delusion,  or  it  is  the  act  of  men 
labouring  under  a  great  delusion.  This 
was  not  the  first  time  such  a  question  was 
raised,  or  that  rebellion  losses  were  under 
discussion.  We  have  the  Canadian  ordi- 
nances already  existing;  in  1838  and  1839 
Acts  were  passed  for  the  purpose  of  deal- 
ing with  those  questions,  and  affording 
compensation  to  the  loyal  inhabitants. 
There  then  was  no  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  it,  and  those  ridiculous  and  captious 
objections  were  never  invented  until  it  was 
necessary  to  serve  a  purpose  by  obscuring 
the  aims  and  objects  of  certain  parties. 
In  the  case  of  Ireland,  in  the  same  way, 
three  Acts  were  passed  to  give  compensa- 
tion to  the  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown,  for 
the  losses  they  had  sufl^ered  during  the  re- 
bellion; and  with  respect  to  the  cases  of 
the  claimants,  a  jury  was  empanneled  by  the 
sheriff  to  try  the  question  of  fact.  That 
mode  might  be  adopted  in  Canada,  or  the 
person  claiming  compensation  might  be 
led  upon  to  make  an  affidavit  that  he 
not  bear  arms  to  take  part  in  the  re- 


bellion. There  is  nothing  uoconstitutioiial 
in  that;  at  the  same  tune  it  is  not  for  me 
to  point  out  the  precise  means  by  which  it 
should  be  done,  but  the  whole  matter  is 
perfectly  plain,  and  it  has  been  done  over 
and  over  again  without  difficulty.  Be  that 
as  it  may,  I  stand  on  the  principle  that 
any  person  claiming  public  money  u  him- 
self subject  to  the  onus  of  proTing  that  he 
is  qualified  to  receive  it.  I  doubt  if  a  man 
of  the  largest  experience  can  quote  to  me 
a  case  in  which  the  public  money  was  pud 
in  the  nature  of  indemnity  or  compensation 
without  your  throwing  on  the  party  that  got 
it  the  onus  of  proving  that  he  was  quaUfied 
to  receive  it.  But  there  is  another  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  question.  There  are  gen- 
tlemen in  Canada  who  say  that  erery  man 
is  innocent  until  he  is  found  guilty;  and  as 
the  parties  have  not  been  found  guilty,  they 
are  not  rebels.  That  is  a  straining  of  the 
legal  doctrine;  but  the  argument  is  answer- 
ed by  the  observation  I  have  already  made, 
that  the  universal  practice  in  paying  pdUie 
money  is  to  throw  on  the  recipient  the  proof 
that  he  is  entitled  to  receive  it.  Aa  Act 
of  Amnesty  has  passed,  and  that  places 
every  man,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  as  if  he 
had  not  rebelled.  But  what  does  that 
mean  ?  An  amnesty  may  be  sud  to  arise 
from  the  past :  it  certainly  coyers  the  past, 
and  prevents  a  man  from  being  called  to 
account  for  anything  he  may  hare  done  at 
the  period  to  which  the  amnesty  refers; 
but  it  does  not  cast  the  veil  of  oblirion 
over  the  past — it  does  not  sustain  the  ap- 
plication of  the  rebels  for  any  claims  they 
make  in  consequence  of  losses  they  have 
incurred  from  their  acts  of  rebellion*  I 
now  come  to  another  matter,  on  which 
great  stress  is  laid;  it  is,  that  tiie  sense  of 
the  people  of  Canada  being  in  fsTonr  of  the 
measure,  it  is  not  for  us  to  qnesUon  h.  I 
look  with  the  greatest  respect  to  the  i^in- 
ion  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  r^gaid  it 
as  conclusive  within  their  own  sphere— -that 
is,  in  all  matters  that  properly  belong  to  the 
province  of  a  colonial  legislature;  but  even 
if  the  sense  of  the  Canadians  were  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  the  measure  (a  case  I 
believe  the  furthest  possible  from  Uie  iaet)« 
that  is  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  oar  re> 
fusing  to  inquire  into  it.  I  cannot  admit 
that  the  sense  of  the  people  of  Canada  is 
to  limit  the  criterion  that  ought  to  be  taken 
on  imperial  questions,  and  involy^nff  the 
highest  imperial  considerations*  K  this 
question  involved  local  considerations  only^  I 
would  bow  to  their  opinion  at  once;  bnt  as 
it  involves  imperial  questions,  here^  and  here 
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only,  ean  it  receive  its  final  decision.  I  am 
anzioos  to  avoid  identifying  myself  with 
any  of  the  colonial  parties,  for  nothing  can 
be  more  opposed  to  the  development  of 
true  liberty  in  the  colony  than  that  we 
8hoald  identify  ourselves  with  parties  there 
<— and  I  will  endeavour  to  avoid  doing  that; 
but  I  cannot  deny  that  my  sympathies  are 
with  the  men  in  Canada  who  think  that 
those  persons  who  took  part  in  the  rebellion 
ought  not  to  be  compensated.  That  is  my 
opinion;  but  I  will  endeavour  to  avoid  say- 
ing anything  offensive  or  disgraceful  to  one 
party  or  the  other.  Looking  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  legislature,  I  consider  that 
the  division  on  Mr.  Wilson's  amendment 
affords  the  true  test  of  their  opinion,  for  on 
the  second  or  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
Gentlemen  who  had  constituents  claiming 
compensation  would  be  placed  in  a  diffi- 
culty if  they  refused  to  read  a  Bill  that 
gave  them  compensation.  On  the  division 
on  Mr.  Wilson  s  amendment,  there  were 
44  against  it,  and  28  in  favour  of  it;  and 
that,  if  carried,  would  have  excluded  all 
rebds  from  compensation.  The  Earl  of 
-Elgin  refers  to  the  majority  from  Upper 
Canada  on  various  stages  of  the  measure; 
but  on  analysing  the  division  on  Mr.  Wil- 
son's amendment,  it  will  be  found  that  of 
35  Upper  Canadian  Members  who  voted 
on  the  occasion,  13  voted  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  and  against  the  amendment,  and  22 
in  favour  of  the  amendment.  There  was, 
therefore,  a  large  majority  of  the  Members 
of  Upper  Canada  who  voted  in  favour  of 
the  measure;  and  it  is  undoubtedly  true, 
that  among  that  majority  are  to  be  found 
many  who  in  their  general  temper  and  po- 
litics are  most  favourable  to  the  Adminis- 
tration as  it  at  present  exists  in  Canada; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  some  six 
or  eight  Gentlemen  who  were  the  habitual 
and  steady  supporters  of  the  Government 
upon  every  other  occasion,  who  were  then 
found  acting  with  the  opposite  party,  and 
who  ranged  themselves  against  their  friends 
to  vindicate  what  1  think  to  be  the  honour 
of  the  country.  So  far,  then,  with  respect 
to  the  sense  of  the  legislature  of  Canada. 
Bat  what  is  the  sense  of  the  country? 
What  is  the  sense  of  Canada  as  expressed 
by  the  petitions  and  addresses  to  the  Go- 
Temor  General  ?  I  am  sure  that  the  Go- 
Tcmor  General  of  Canada,  and  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  following  the  course  of 
ue  Governor  General,  have  shown  no  dis- 
inclination to  attach  due  weight  to  these 
Sions  and  addresses,  because  1  think 
e  are  about  forty  pages  consecutively 


of  papers  just  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  of  petitions  and  addresses,  many  of 
which  are  literally  and  word  for  word  the 
same,  all  detailed  in  the  most  imposing 
manner,  and  paraded,  I  might  almost 
say,  before  us,  so  as  to  produce  the  ut- 
most effect  of  which  they  were  capable,  all 
those  addresses  being  addresses  to  the  Earl 
of  Elgin,  and  I  think  addresses  with  about 
15,000  signatures  in  favour  of  the  policy 
of  the  Earl  of  Elgin's  Administration,  and 
generally  expressing  confidence  in  them. 
But  the  most  remarkable  fact  is,  that  even 
among  all  these  addresses,  presented  to 
the  Earl  of  Elgin,  for  the  purpose  of  sup« 
porting  his  Administration,  I  am  not  sure 
that  there  is  more  than  one  or  two  which 
expresses  in  terms  its  approval  of  this  Bill. 
From  that  circumstance  1  am  compelled  to 
draw  the  inference,  that  although  many 
who  signed  these  addresses  might  have 
been  favourable  to  the  Bill,  yet  they  kneVr 
that  it  was  a  bad  question  upon  which  to 
test  the  public  feeling  of  the  country,  and 
that  therefore  they  suppressed  the  mention 
of  the  Bill,  and  gladly  fell  back  upon  their 
general  political  and  party  associations,  in 
order  to  obtain  the  signatures  of  the  15,000 
or  16,000  persons  to  addresses  from  the 
different  parts  of  Canada,  expressing  con- 
fidence in  the  Earl  of  Elgin's  Government; 
but  they  could  not  venture  the  risk  of 
losing  these  addresses  by  embodying  in 
them  anything  like  an  approval  of  the 
Bill.  There  is,  however,  one  large  address 
from  Montreal,  and  several  from  different 
parts  of  the  country,  expressing  great  ad- 
miration of  the  character  and  talents  of  the 
Earl  of  Elgin,  and,  generally  speaking, 
commending  what  they  call  the  constitu- 
tional course  which  he  has  pursued  ever 
since  he  accepted  the  Governor-General- 
ship of  Canada;  that,  I  suppose,  has  refer- 
ence to  his  conduct  in  giving  free  scope  to 
what  may  be  called  the  principle  of  respon- 
sible government.  There  is  another  most 
remarkable  fact  in  connexion  with  these 
addresses,  which  is,  that  scarcely  any  of 
them  are  represented  as  having  been 
agreed  to  at  public  meetings  convened  for 
that  purpose.  How  are  we  to  account  for 
that  ?  The  gentlemen  from  whom  the 
addresses  proceeded  are  those  who  have 
ever  been  the  most  eloquent  in  favour  of 
perfect  publicity  in  all  public  proceedings* 
In  this  country  we  know  there  is  always 
a  great  difference  in  the  weight  attached 
to  petitions  presented  from  public  meet- 
ings, and  those  which  emanate  from  other 
sources.     I  might  quote  as  an  illustration 
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of  this,  the  case  of  petitions  which  were 


presented  from  LiTerpooi  on  the  subject  of 
the  nayigation  laws,  one  of  which  was  no 
doubt  signed  by  yery  respectable  parties, 
but  it  was  not  got  up  at  a  public  meet- 
ing, while  the  petition  in  fa?our  of  the 
measure  was  got  up  in  that  manner. 
There  is  always  in  this  House  a  great 
deal  of  "  see-sawing  "  with  respect  to  the 
respective  value  of  petitions  presented 
upon  any  subject,  as  to  the  mode  by  which 
they  may  have  been  got  up.  When  tbere 
is  a  strong  popular  feeling  which  sets  in 
one  direction,  it  takes  effect  in  the  form  of 
petitions  agreed  to  at  public  meetings,  and, 
generally  speaking,  those  meetings  con- 
vened under  the  constituted  authorities : 
when  there  is  a  feeble  popular  sentiment. 


proceeded  finmi  private  indiTidnalfl,  and 
the  signatures  to  them  had  been  obtained 
without  the  originators  of  them  Tenturing 
to  appeal  to  public  opinion  on  the  sabjeet. 
I  exceedingly  regret  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
has  not  done  quite  independent  justice  to 
the  petitions  from  the  other  side.  There 
are  forty  pages  of  addresses,  really  enough 
to  tax  the  patience  of  any  mortal  man. 
Forty  continuous  pages  of  Uioae  addresses 
— many  of  them  word  for  word  the  iminn 
have  been  presented  to  us;  bat  where  are 
the  addresses  on  the  other  side  ?  Were 
they  so  few  ?  Were  they  so  insignificant  ? 
Were  they  merely  "  hole-and-corner  "  pe- 
titions ?  Where  is  the  notice  of  them? 
\Miy  not  let  us  have  forty  pages  of  them  ? 
Would  it  not  have  been  more  like  £ur  and 


and  one  which  has  not  confidence  in  itself,  ■  impartial  justice  for  the  GoTemment  to 
then,  generally  speaking,  the  petitions  |  have  given  us  thon,  rather  than  giro  us 
wander  froni  house  to  house,  or  are  only  i  all  on  one  side  of  the  question  ?  An  we 
submitted  to  some  select  committee,  I  to  look  up  to  the  (xovemment  ss  adTDcaies 
and  the  result  depended  upon  is  the  num- !  of  the  question  ?  Is  it  not  rather  thedntj 
ber  of  the  signatures;  but  such  petitions  [  of  the  Government  to  lay  the  whole  of  the 
could  not  be  said  to  represent  so  accurately  \  case  before  us,  and  make  a  fnll  and  frank 
the  sense  of  the  community.  Is  it  not  a  •  exposition  of  the  whole  merits  of  the  quot* 
remarkable  fsct,  if  it  be  as  alleged,  that !  tion  ?      The  Eari  of  Elgin,   in  his 


patch,  says,  with  respect    to  these 

titions — 

'•■  A  couiderabte  nvmber  of  i 


the  popular  feeling  is  so  greatly  in  fa 
vour  of  the  measure,  that  there  is  scarcely 
an  account  of  a  petition  proceeding  from  a 
single  public  meetins:  among  the  whole  of  i  ^^  Bill  wnv  sent  up  from  diSerant  puts  of  the 
the  forty-three  pageS  of  addresses  which  |  *^^°T-  '»*^  S^^  m-jonty  addrened  to  me." 
have  been  presented  to  this  House  f  I  j  One  of  these  petitions  from  Kingstos* 
have  gone  through  the  whole  of  them  pa-  [  signed  by  300  persons,  is  given  to  us.  I 
tiently  and  diligendy.  I  may  possibly  |  have  no  donbt  the  GoTemment  are  not  is 
have  omitted  some  of  them,  but  in  the  |  possession  of  any  other.  AH  the  anthority 
whole  of  my  examination  I  have  only  been '  and  weight  of  those  petitions  ia  therefoie 
able  to  extract  four  which  have  so  proceed-  i  completely  lost  to  us.  All  we  know  is  thst 
ed.  The  tirsc  is  from  a  meeting  held  in ;  a  considerable  number  of  petitions  wm 
the  parish  of  St.  David's,  which  describes  presented  against  the  measore.  This  if  a 
itself  as  being  agreed  to  at  *'  a  general  <  matter  of  S'>me  importanee»  as»  in  the  sh- 
meeting  of  the  freohoMors  of  the  parish."  |  sence  of  official  infonnation*  we  are  com- 
Now,  the  freeholders  of  a  parish,  I  appre-  j  pelled  to  refer  to  information  not  of  so 
head,  do  not  tell  much  as  against  the ;  authentic  a  character.  I  am  told,  how- 
whole  of  Canada.  The  second  is  from  the  I  ever,  upon  rery  good  anthoritr,  thst 
parish  of  St.  Antoine  do  la  6aie,  which  is  |  the  number  of  petitions  against  taemsa- 
stated  to  have  proceeded  from  a  ''  public  I  sure  was  £sr  greater  than  of  those  in  its 
meeting  duly  ci>nveued  by  public  notice.'* '  favour.  We  have  seen  abeadj  that  tlis 
The  number  oi  signatures  to  it  is  twenty-  j  friends  of  the  Bill  did  not  tentnie  to  ap- 
four.  That  is  not  of  very  much  weight ;  peal  to  the  tribunal  of  the  pohlie  of  Canada; 
in  favour  of  the  measure.  The  third  is :  but  the  allegation  made  to  me  bj  two 
from  the  Bathun^c  district,  ainved  to  at  a  or  three  most  respectable  aatliorities  ii» 
public  meeting  called  on  requisition  by  the  i  that  the  opponents  of  the  BilU  in  almoit 
sheritf.  The  fourth  is  from  Glengarry !  every  instance*  made  their  af^lipatwa 
eouuty.  nroceediug  from  a  public  meeting  \  either  to  the  mayors  or  the  sherift,  to  cofr* 
convened  by  a  formal  and  m^«sc  numerou;s- !  vene  the  meetinja:»— that  they  met  wai&t 
ly-signed  ret^uisitiou.  There  wore  some  ■  their  auspices — that  the  whole  eommnnity 
two  or  three  petltlous  ado(>cod  at  what  were  invited  by  public  notice  to  attend — 
Y  call  ** public  meetings/'  but  generally  ^  and  that  in  every  instance  thej  earned 
ing  these  petitions  appear  to  have  j  peutiona  against  the  BiD^  in 
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unaninuRiily.  and  in  eyery  case  where 
there  waa  oppoaition,  by  large  majorities. 
I  haTe  seen  a  list  which  has  been  collected 
of  addresses  against  the  Bill,  with  of 
course  imperfect  means,  from  Canadian 
newspapers  in  this  eountrj,  and  it  is 
stated  of  very  many  of  them  —  1  can- 
not state  the  number  exactly — that  not 
only  were  they  petitions  adopted  at  public 
meetings,  but  at  pubUo  meetings  of  coun- 
ties, towns,  and  parishes,  as  the  case  might 
be»  regularly  called  under  the  auspices  of 
the  local  authorities,  and  in  the  face  of  the 
constituted  QoTemment.  I  entirely  de- 
mur, therefore,  to  the  assertion  that  the 
sense  of  the  people  of  Canada  has  been 
expressed  in  favour  of  this  Bill;  and  1  say, 
that  if  even  it  were  so,  it  would  not  con- 
clude the  matter  of  a  Bill  which  involved 
imperial  eoasiderations.  This  is  one  cle- 
ment of  importance  in  the  case;  and  with- 
out going  at  all  into  the  question  of  whe- 
ther one  party  is  right,  or  another  wrong, 
and  looking  only  to  the  expression  of  the 
o{niiion  of  the  people  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  affirm,  that  although 
I  hare  no  doubt  the  majority  of  the  inha- 
bitants of  Lower  Canada  may  be  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  I  have  every  reason  to  suppose 
that  with  respect  to  the  inhabitants  of  Up- 
per Canada,  the  public  sentiment  in  gene- 
ral is  opposed  to  the  measure  we  are  now 
discussing.  The  third  and  last  argument 
which  has  been  urged  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
Bure  is,  that  there  have  been  anterior  pro- 
ceedings upon  our  part  of  such  a  nature  as 
virtuaUy  to  fetter  our  discretion  in  dealing 
with  this  question,  and  that  these  proceed- 
ings have  b€N9n  partly  in  Upper  and  partly 
in  Lower  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  take 
first  the  case  of  Lower  Canada.  In  that 
province  there  was  an  address  presented  in 
the  month  of  February,  1845,  to  Lord  Met- 
calfe. There  was,  however,  nothing  in 
that  address  which  would  involve  compen- 
sation for  the  losses  of  rebels.  Even  if 
that  letter  was  ambiguous  in  its  terms, 
there  was  no  ambiguity  in  the  commission 
issued  by  Lord  Metcalfe.  The  terms  of 
that  eommission  were  such  as  it  was  quite 
impoasiUe  for  any  person,  whatever  might 
have  been  his  bias,  to  misunderstand.  In 
that  commission  it  is  expressly  stated  by 
Lord  Metcalfe — this  was,  I  believe,  one  of 
hia  last  acts — that  the  several  persons 
named  in  the  commission  were 

"To  be  oommissioncrs  for  inquiry  into  tho 
loMM  softained  by  Ilcr  Majesty's  loyal  subjects 
in  thikt  purt  of  tho  province  of  Canada  which  for- 
meily  oonititated  the  late  province  of  Lower 
^      ~  \  dnring  the  late  uxmatural  rebellion." 


I  cannot  help  reflecting  with  great  satis- 
faction, in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  involving 
such  deep  interests,  that  the  last  act  of 
that  distinguished  nobleman  should  have 
resembled  all  which  had  proceeded  from 
him — that  in  all  his  public  career  he  had 
but  one  thought  and  one  desire — that  of 
discharging,  under  difficulties  almost  un- 
paralleled, and  while  he  was  suffering  the 
extremity  of  physical  torture — duties  the 
most  arduous,  but  at  the  same  time  the 
most  honourable,  to  his  Sovereign  and  to 
his  country,  in  which  he  showed  all  the 
wisdom  of  the  statesman;  but  with  the 
wisdom  of  the  statesman  as  brilliant  a  cou- 
rage, although  different  in  kind,  as  any 
hero  had  evinced  in  the  battle-field.  After 
this  commission  had  been  issued,  ambigu- 
ous language  began  to  be  used.  I  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  hearing  from  a 
noble  Lord  who  is  now  in  this  country 
what  is  his  construction  of  the  subsequent 
proceeding  which  took  place  in  Canada; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  those  proceed- 
ings imply,  or  that  there  really  was  any 
intention  of  admitting  the  qualification  of 
rebels  to  a  compensation  for  any  losses 
they  might  have  sustained  during  the  re- 
bellion. There  is  no  doubt,  however,  but 
that  ambiguous  language,  very  shortly 
after  the  death  of  Lord  Metcalfe,  began  to 
mark  the  official  communications.  On  the 
12th  of  December,  1845,  the  commission 
issued  by  Lord  Metcalfe  was  sent  to  the 
commissioners,  and  they  are  instructed  in 
very  clear  form  in  the  first  instance — 

"  Carefully  to  classify  tho  cases  of  those  who 
may  have  joined  in  the  said  rebellion,  or  may 
have  been  aiding  and  abetting  therein,  and  distin- 
guish them  from  tho  cases  of  those  who  did 
not." 

But,  on  the  27th  of  February,  1846,  a 
change  came  o'er  the  spirit  of  tho  dream, 
and  Mr.  Daly  addresses  a  letter  to  tho  com- 
missioners, in  which  he  states  that — 

"  In  making  out  tho  classification  called  for  by 
your  instructions  of  the  12th  of  December  Ubt,  it 
is  not  his  Excellency's  intention  that  you  should 
be  guided  by  any  other  description  of  evidence 
than  that  furnished  by  the  sentences  of  the  courts 
ofkw." 

It  is  urged  by  those  who  are  the  advocates 
of  the  present  measure,  that  they  have 
done  nothing  more  than  was  previously  in- 
tended by  Mr.  Daly  and  his  colleagues,  to 
mark  off  and  prescribe  those  who  had  been 
convicted  in  the  courts  of  law,  and  that 
the  principle  of  the  measure  is  extended 
in  order  that  it  may  include  those  who, 
when  convicted,  were  transported  to  Ber- 
muda.    Now,  let  us  see  what  is  to  be  said 
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upon  the  other  side.  When  Mr.  Daly,  in 
"whose  veracity  I  place  the  fullest  confi- 
dence, was  over  in  this  country,  he  express- 
ed a  desire  to  call  upon  me  and  give  me 
his  explanation  of  his  letter  of  the  12th  of 
December,  with  respect  to  the  classification 
of  the  cases,  and  of  the  statement  which 
had  been  made,  that  he  wished  to  classify 
those  who  were  engaged  in  the  rebellion 
into  those  only  who  had  been  convicted  in 
courts  of  law  and  those  who  had  not.  1 
think  it  fair  to  state  that  the  explanation 
which  he  then  gave  me,  as  to  the  difference 
between  the  letter  of  February  and  that  of 
the  12th  of  December,  fully  bears  out  my 
opinion  that  compensation  to  rebels  was 
never  intended  by  any  previous  Act  of  the 
Government.  I  think  it  would  be  well  if 
the  House  had  the  whole  of  these  two  let- 
ters before  it.  In  the  first  letter  of  Feb- 
ruary, it  is  stated  that  the  commissioners 
are  to  inquire  ''into  the  losses  sustained 
by  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  during  the 
late  unnatural  rebellion."  In  the  letter  of 
the  12th  of  December,  the  commissioners 
were  told — 

"  You  will  accompany  your  report  on  the  claims 
invostigatod  by  you  with  such  remarks  as  may  be 
necessary  to  a  perfect  understanding  of  the  mat- 
ters entrusted  to  your  investigation,  in  order  that 
the  same  may  be  submitted  to  the  provincial  legis- 
lature at  its  approaching  Session." 

Now,  this  was  entirely  contrary  to  the  let- 
ter of  the  27th  of  February,  which  stated 
distinctly — 

"  His  Excellency  considers  that  you  have  no 
power  as  commissioners  to  call  either  for  persons 
or  papers ;  and  that  you  must,  therefore,  be  satis- 
fied with  such  general  evidence  as  the  claimants 
may  produce,  or  as  may  enable  you  to  form  a 
general  estimate  of  the  losses  they  have  suffered. 
The  object  of  the  Executive  Government  in  ap- 
pointing your  commission  being  merely  to  obtain 
a  general  estimate  of  the  rebellion  losses,  the  par- 
ticulars of  which  must  form  the  subject  of  more 
minute  inquiry  hereaflcr,  under  legislative  autho- 
rity, his  Excellency  cannot  regard  it  as  necessary 
that  you  should  travel  to  the  country  parts  of  the 
district  to  obtain  such  particulars." 

Well,  now,  suppose  a  man  came  forward 
and  said,  '*  I  claim  such  and  such  a  sum 
of  money** — suppose  he  chooses  to  say 
that  ho  is  a  qualified  claimant,  the  com- 
missioners have  no  power  to  cross-examine 
him,  to  call  for  any  other  evidence :  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  complete  the  classi- 
fication. But  Mr.  Daly  said,  •*  we  thought 
it  necessary  to  have  this  preliminary  classi- 
fication;" and  there  was  no  presumption, 
from  any  of  the  letters  of  Mr.  Daly,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
compensate  rebels.     Mr.  Daly  stated  at 


that  time,  upon  the  part  of  his  colleagues, 
they  being  then  the  responsible  advisers  of 
the  Governor  General,  that  they  bad  not 
contemplated  the  payment  of  those  who 
had  been  engaged  in  the  rebellioik  I 
should  add,  so  far  as  Mr.  Daly  is  con- 
cerned, that  while  I  place  the  most  im- 
plicit reliance  upon  his  statement,  I  eon- 
fcss  that  it  remains  unsatisfactory  that 
language  of  so  ambiguous  a  character 
should  have  entered  into  the  subsequent 
proceedings,  or  should  have  crept  into  pub- 
lic documents  of  so  important  a  character 
upon  this  occasion.  But  while  I  make 
these  observations,  I  must  still  maintain 
that,  even  if  it  were  true  that  a  body  be- 
longing to  a  party  in  Canada  bad  done  any 
more  than  reopened  what  bad  been  done 
by  another  party  previously,  we  bave  no- 
thing to  do  in  the  last  resort  witb  tbe  views 
of  either  the  one  party  or  the  other  upon 
matters  where  the  imperial  honour  is  con- 
cerned. These  proceedings  were  not  legis- 
lative proceedings.  They  were  noTer  known 
or  heard  of  in  this  country  until  long  ahar 
they  had  taken  place.  Tbej  were  purely 
of  an  executive  character,  and  |n  no  degree 
pledged  tlie  Crown  or  the  Legislature  of 
this  country.  With  respect.  Sir,  to  Upper 
Canada,  it  is  said  tiiat  an  Act  was  psised 
there  with  the  view  of  compensating  tbe 
rebels — convicted  rebels — ^traitors — thoee 
who  had  gone  through  a  court  of  jostiec; 
and,  that  being  so,  it  would  be  injurious  is 
the  last  degree  to  procure  tbe  applbstkn 
of  a  rule  to  Lower  Canada  less  ntvonrsble 
than  that  which  was  applied  in  the  upper 
province.  I  admit  that  I  should  feel  the 
greatest  difficulty,  and  it  would  in  no  de- 
gree diminish  the  dissatisfaction  and  fed- 
ing  of  pain  and  disgust  witb  wbieh  I  should 
contemplate  the  sanction  of  authority  tt 
such  a  law,  if  I  were  sure  that  such  an  in- 
tention had  existed.  But,  Sir,  this  Aet 
did  not  contemplate  the  payment  of  rebels; 
and  we  have  the  most  conclusiTe  eridflnoe 
that  a  rebel  was  never  paid.  Now,  indi 
respect  to  the  Act,  let  us  see  what  was  its 
cfiect.  The  first  Act  which  was  passed 
was  in  1838  (1st  Vic,  c.  13)  wbich  autho- 
rised the  appointment  of  a  eommissioa  to 
investigate  the  claims  of  certain  inbabitaats 
of  this  province  for  losses  sustained  during 
the  late  unnatural  rebellion.  Tbe  terms  « 
that  Act,  certainly,  did  not  appear  to  eon- 
template  the  compensation  of  rebels.  The 
second  Act  (2nd  Vic,  c.  68)  prorided  fcr 
tbe  payment  of  those  claims.  Tbe  thiid 
Act  (3rd  Vic,  c.  76)  extends  tbe  prori- 
sions  of  the  former  Act,  not  onljr  to  loiMS 
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in  the  rebellion,  but  to  losses  sustained  in 
the  proTinco  by  American  sympathisers, 
who  liad  inflicted  great  loss  upon  the  pro- 
vince during  the  rebellion.  The  5th  Vic, 
c.  39,  which  was  passed  in  1841,  was 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  amending  and 
extending  the  former  Acts,  and  it  em- 
powered   commissioners    to    inquire  into 

108808 

"  Occasioned  by  riolenoe  on  the  part  of  persons 
in  Iler  Majesty's  senrioe,  or  by  violence  on  the 
part  of  persons  acting,  or  assuming  to  act,  on  bo- 

balf  of  Her  Majesty, or  in  respect  of  the 

occupation  of  any  houses  or  other  premises  by 
Her  Majesty's  naval  or  military  forces  either  im- 
perial or  proTincial." 

Happily,  we  have  a  perfectly  authoritative 
exposition  of  the  meaning  of  that  Act.  It 
is  perfectly  plain  that  there  were  certain 
classes  of  losses  arising  during  the  rebel- 
lion, in  consequence  of  violence  used  by 
persons  in  Her  Majesty's  service,  which 
ought  to  be  compensated,  but  whether 
from  the  military  chest,  or  by  a  charge 
ii}K)n  the  revenue  of  the  province,  was  an- 
other question.  But  there  cannot  be  a 
doubt  but  that,  in  cases  where  parties  had 
been  induced  to  surrender  their  houses  to 
damage  and  destruction  in  order  to  facili- 
tate military  operations,  the  parties  ought 
to  be  compensated.  There  is  a  letter 
among  the  papers  first  laid  before  us,  in 
answer  to  an  address  from  the  House,  from 
Sir  Richard  Jackson,  then  a  law  adviser  of 
the  Governor  in  Canada,  defining  the  pur- 
pose of  this  Act.  The  letter  refers  to  the 
ease  of  a  Mr.  Isaac  Smith,  whose  house 
had  been  destroyed  by  the  military.  Mr. 
Smith  was  a  man  of  undoubted  loyalty, 
and  he  gave  up  his  house  in  order  to  fa- 
cilitate the  operations  of  the  military,  and 
be  subsequently  claimed  compensation  for 
the  damage  done  to  his  property  upon  that 
occasioD.  With  regard  to  the  province  of 
Lower  Canada,  there  was  no  provision 
made  for  any  such  compensation.  Sir 
Richard  Jackson  stated,  with  respect  to 
that  case — 

**  Lord  Sydenham  directed  a  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Legislature,  to  provide  for  the 
liquidation  of  all  cl^ms  of  this  nature  in  Lower 
Canada,  as  had  previously  been  done  in  the  upper 
ptoviaee." 

There  was,  therefore,  no  foundation  what- 
ever for  supposing  that  an  Act  had  ever 
been  passed  in  Canada  with  the  inten- 
tion of  compensating  rebels.  But  an- 
other statement  had  been  made  by  those 
who  were  in  favour  of  this  Bill — ^that  rc- 
hds  had  been  compensated  under  the  Go- 
Terament  of  Upper  Canada.    I  should  say. 


if  such  a  circumstance  had  occurred,  either 
incidentally  or  through  the  necessary  in- 
firmity of  human  legislation,  we  ought  no 
more  to  hold  the  Legislature  responsible 
for  it,  than  we  ought  to  consider  the  Legis- 
lature of  this  country  responsible  for  an 
en*or  in  the  Bill  respecting  the  com  laws, 
in  the  year  1842,  under  which  it  happened 
that  a  man,  introducing  his  corn  between 
the  lapse  of  the  old  Act,  and  the  period  of 
the  new  law  coming  into  operation,  re- 
covered 20,000Z.  of  the  public  money, 
which  was  returned  to  him.  But  I  say 
that,  according  to  the  best  evidence  in  our 
possession,  the  whole  of  this  part  of  the 
case  completely  disappears.  I  have  in  my 
hands  evidence  which  appears  to  mo  per- 
fectly conclusive  on  the  subject,  but  which 
I  have  only  received  this  morning.  I  be- 
lieve the  allegation  that  the  rebels  had 
been  compensated  in  Upper  Canada  was 
made  by  Mr.  Hinckes.  That  gentleman, 
as  inspector  of  public  records,  was  offi- 
cially cognisant  of  all  the  various  sums 
which  had  been  paid  for  compensation, 
and  he  produced  all  the  cases  which  he 
could  discover.  I  believe  there  were  but 
five — at  least  I  have  not  heard  that  there 
were  more  than  that  number.  [Mr.  Hawes 
dissented.]  Then  I  say  if  there  were  more, 
we  ought  to  have  the  particulars  of  these 
cases;  and  I  say  that  we  ought  also  to 
have  the  assurance  that  those  cases  were 
contemplated  by  the  law  before  they  could 
be  of  any  avail  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  The  object  of  the  Act  was 
totally  different  from  that.  Now,  it  ap- 
peared that  during  the  rebellion  the  troops 
passing  through  the  towns  of  Canada, 
being  in  want  of  supplies,  and  not  having 
money,  gave  notes  of  hand  to  the  people 
for  the  provisions  which  they  obtained. 
These  notes,  respecting  commercial  trans- 
actions entered  into  with  the  parties,  wore 
generally  paid  without  inquiry  as  to  whe- 
ther the  holders  were  rebels  or  not.  I  do 
not  think  those  notes  came  under  the 
operation  of  the  Act  at  all.  The  words  of 
the  Act  do  not  authorise  the  commission 
to  entertain  questions  arising  out  of  thoso 
transactions.  I  dispute  the  legality  of  the 
acts  of  the  commission  in  paying  the  Ulls 
run  dp  by  Her  Majesty's  forces.  Their 
duty  was  to  compensate  rebellion  losses, 
and  not  to  pay  demands  arising  from  such 
a  course  of  proceeding.  Now,  it  is  very 
singular  that  with  respect  to  those  five 
cases  which  have  been  produced,  I  have 
been  furnished  with  the  details  and  par- 
ticulars of  each,  and  it  appears  that  Mr. 
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Hinckcs  has  been  misled  and  deceived  all 
through  the  affair.  Unless  other  parties 
are  telling  gross  falsehoods,  Mr.  Hinckes 
has  been  most  grossly  deceived,  and  has 
made  himself  the  involuntary  instrument 
of  spreading  the  grossest  errors  upon  this 
subject.  Now,  Mr.  Hinckes  gives  the 
names  of  five  persons — Mr.  Malcolm,  Mr. 
Hall,  Mr.  Duncombe,  Mr.  Hagerman,  and 
Mr.  Tooke.  His  allegation  is,  that  Mr. 
Malcolm  and  Mr.  Hall  were  convicted 
traitors.  Now,  on  the  other  hand,  I  am 
told  by  Mr.  Caylcy,  that  neither  of  those 
persons  were  convicted  traitors,  that  it  is 
quite  true  they  went  into  a  court  of  justice, 
but,  instead  of  being  convicted,  they  were 
acquitted.  The  payments  made  to  them 
were  not,  therefore,  for  rebellion  losses  ; 
but  the  two  sums,  one  of  372.,  and  the 
other  of  241.,  were  given  to  them  as  satis- 
faction for  their  claims  for  supplies,  which 
came  under  a  category  altogether  difier- 
ent.  With  respect  to  Mr.  Duncombe,  the 
allegation  of  Mr.  Hinckes  is,  that  he  was 
a  fugitive  from  justice,  and  that  he  claimed 
and  got  5002.  as  compensation.  I  have 
here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ingersoll,  one  of 
the  commissioners  of  compensation  himself, 
dated  March  20,  1849,  in  which  he  states 
that  Mr.  Duncombe  never  was  paid,  and 
not  only  that  he  never  was  paid,  but  the 
compensation  was  never  claimed.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  he  was  a  rebel  and  a 
fugitive  from  justice  ;  ho  never  received  a 
farthing,  and  never  claimed  it.  The  mis- 
take arose  in  a  very  ludicrous  manner.  It 
appeared  that  a  reward  of  5002.  was 
otfered  for  his  apprehension  ;  that  the  re- 
ward was  claimed  ;  and  that  this  claim  for 
Mr.  Duncombe  was  mistaken  for  a  claim 
by  that  gentleman.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Hagerman,  Mr.  Ingersoll  has  informed  me 
most  distinctly  that  he  was  tried  but  ac- 
quitted. Not  being  convicted,  he  was  re- 
instated in  all  his  rights  and  privileges  as 
a  free-bom  subject  of  Her  Majesty.  The 
last  case  is  that  of  Mr.  Tooke,  who, 
Mr.  Hinckes  said,  had  been  convicted  of 
high  treason,  and  sentenced  to  be  hanged. 
The  answer  of  Mr.  Ingersoll  is,  however, 
as  conclusive  as  anything  couM  be  upon 
thttt  point.  Mr.  Tooke,  according  to  that 
gentleman,  never  made  any  claim  Vhat- 
ever,  and  I  need  scarcely  add,  that  he 
never  received  anything.  I  may  state 
that,  so  far  as  anything  in  the  nature  of 
definite  evidence  was  before  the  House, 
there  was  not  the  slightest  shadow  of 
ground  to  suppose  that  any  person  who 
bad  been  convicted  hod  received  any  com- 


pensation, and  that  even  the  allegations  of 
compensation  having  been  made  for  re- 
bellion losses  was  perfectly  intignificant, 
and  altogether  with  respect  to  a  distinct 
and  separate  class  of  cases.  So  far,  there- 
fore, I  think  I  have  disposed  of  the  objec- 
tion to  which  I  hove  referred — that  we 
should  not  proceed  in  this  matter,  because 
we  cannot  distinguish  the  rebellions  firom 
the  loyal  inhabitants  of  the  countrj  ;  that 
we  should  not  proceed  because  our  own 
discretion  has  been  virtually  fettered,  if 
we  have  any  regard  to  consistency,  by  the 
proceedings  which  have  already  taken 
place  in  Upper  and  in  Lower  Canada. 
No  one  of  these  three  objections  now  re- 
mains to  fetter  our  discretion,  or  to  ab- 
solve us  from  the  great  duty  incumbent 
upon  us  to  effect,  if  possible,  some  settle- 
ment of  this  great  question.  la  so  doing, 
due  regard  must  be  had  not  only  to  im- 
perial interests,  but  also  to  the  honour 
of  the  Crown.  What  I  contemplate,  then, 
is  this.  When  we  are  told  that  we  can- 
not distinguish  in  every  case  who  may 
have  been  a  rebel,  or  who  may  not 
have  been,  I  should  propose  that  ereiy 
man  who  applies  for  compensation  dioold 

E reduce  primd  facie  evidence  that  hs 
ad  not  taken  any  part  in  the  rebd- 
lion.  I  hope  that  that  is  both  plain  and 
intelligent;  and  I  would  also  suggest  that 
the  fact  of  the  claimant  having  taken  any 
part  in  the  rebellion  shall  be  in  itself  a  di»-  * 
qualification  for  receiving  compensation  in 
respect  of  losses  incurred  during  that  re- 
bellion. I  do  not  wish  to  ask  for  anything 
beyond  what  regard  to  the  first  principle 
of  public  honour  seems  to  me  to  require. 
I  cannot  find  words  strong  enough  to  ex- 
press my  conviction  of  the  height  and 
strength  of  the  obligation  which  is  now 
imposed  upon  us,  to  see  that  those  princi- 
ples are  fully  satisfied.  And  now  I  do 
not  propose  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  disallow  this  Act, 
because  it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  a 
course  which  may  be  taken  which  is  a 
much  milder  one,  and  which  at  all  erenti 
will  testify  to  every  impartial  mind  the 
anxious  desire  of  this  House  to  avoid  any- 
thing which  can  look  like  narrow  or  mk- 
taken  views  upon  this  subject.  I  ask  tlie 
noble  Lord  to  give  us  the  assurance,  if  he 
can,  that  under  this  Act,  aa  it  now  stands, 
the  rebel  is  not  to  be  compensated.  I  use 
the  word  '<  rebel"  in  its  plain  meaning.  I 
do  not  mean  merely  that  the  eonvieted 
rebels  shall  not  be  compensated.  I  mean 
that  the  men  who  are  known  to  hare  takea 
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part  in  the  rebellion  shall  not  be  compen- 
satedy  and  that  there  shall  be  reasonable 
KDdprmd  facie  eyidence — such  eyidence 
as  an  affidaTit  might  supply,  or  such  evi< 
dence  as  may  easily  be  suggested  by  other 
modes — that  the  parties  did  not  take  part 
in  the  rebellion  before  the  House  became 
recipients  of  the  public  money.  That  is 
one  of  the  alternatives  that  1  should  pro- 
pose. I  should  be  most  gratified  if  the 
noble  Lord  could  give  me  that  assurance. 
Of  course  whatever  may  be  the  assurance 
of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  his  intentions,  the 
judges  in  Canada  will  only  give  effect  to 
the  law  as  it  stands,  in  spite  of  any  con- 
struction which  he  may  put  upon  it.  I 
am,  howerer,  advised  that  all  this  measure 
18  really  open  to  the  construction,  however 
dear  may  be  the  intentions  of  its  framers, 
that  it  may  include  within  its  purviews 
some  persons  who  are  notoriously  known 
as  rebels.  I  ask  the  noble  Lord,  there- 
fore, if  he  can,  to  give  us  a  distinct,  re- 
sponsible, and  authoritative  assurance,  that 
if,  upon  the  best  advice  given  to  him — for 
of  course  he  has  at  his  command  the  best 
legal  advice  in  Canada — the  provisions  of 
this  Act  would  not  extend  to  the  payment 
of  those  who  took  part  in  the  rebellion — 
if  the  noble  Lord  cannot  give  that  assur- 
ance with  respect  to  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stands,  or  that  its  effect  will  not  be  to 
qualify  for  receiving  compensation  in  re- 
spect of  certain  losses  incurred  by  those 
who  bore  arms  against  the  troops  of  Her 
Majesty  in  1837  and  1838—1  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  the  mildest  measure  we 
can  take,  and  which  will  satisfy  the  justice 
of  the  case,  will  be  to  obtain  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  assurance  that  the  Crown 
will  not  be  advised  to  issue  the  Order  in 
Coandl  authorising  the  proceeding  under 
the  Act  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect 
to  it  at  present — for  I  observe  that  all  the 
sabseqoent  jproceedings  are  in  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Governor  General,  but  that  it 
will  be  suspended  until  an  opportunity 
shall  have  been  given  to  the  legislature  of 
Canada  to  amend  that  Act  in  another  Ses- 
noo,  by  providing  that  no  compensation 
for  losses  sustain^  during  the  rebellion  of 
1837  and  1838  in  Upper  and  in  Lower 
Canada  shall  be  paid  to  persons  who  then 
lore  arms  against  the  troops  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, or  otherwise  took  part  in  the  rebel- 
lion. I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  be  in- 
dined  to  accede  to  that  demand.  What 
win  be  the  issne  of  the  struggle  going  on  in 
Canada,  I  know  not.  1  earnestly  hope  that 
it  may  be  inch  as  may  be  for  the  happiness 


of  the  people  of  that  country;  and  if  it 
be  for  their  happiness,  I  am  sure  that  we 
can  have  no  reason  to  desire  any  other 
issue.  It  is  possible  that  this  measure  and 
the  struggles  connected  with  it  may  lead 
to  the  entire  dissolution  of  the  Canadian 
union.  I  can  conceive  that  it  may  even- 
tually lead  to  a  general  union  of  the  North 
American  provinces,  into  which  the  two 
divisions  of  Upper  and '  Lower  Canada 
would  enter;  and,  for  my  part,  I  should 
rejoice  if  some  such  result  should  ensue. 
I  should  rejoice  if  these  ill-omened  begin- 
nings should  end  in  placing  on  a  firmer 
footing  the  connexion  between  this  country 
and  the  colonies,  while  it  diminished  the 
charges  which  this  country  has  at  present 
to  bear,  and  secured  and  consolidated  our 
colonial  empire.  But  if  the  noble  Lord 
says  he  cannot  give  us  that  assurance — if 
the  construction  of  the  Act  is  to  be  left  to 
the  courts  of  law — ^and  if  the  legislature 
of  Canada  is  to  be  invited  to  adhere  to 
their  own  acts,  what  will  follow  from  that 
refusal?  Constitutional  expedients  are 
not  thereby  exhausted.  I  think  it  would 
be  premature  to  say  what  course  should  be 
adopted;  but  I  will  say  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances whatever,  that  I  can  contem- 
plate, could  I  for  a  moment  consent  to  be 
a  party  to  any  other  than  constitutional 
means  of  redress.  I  am  deeply  convinced 
that  the  Queen  has  no  interest  in  obtaining 
from  the  people  of  Canada  a  coerced  obe- 
dience. What  I  require  is,  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  should  pronounce  their 
judgment  on  every  question  in  which 
Canada  is  concerned,  having  the  issue 
clearly  before  them,  knowing  what  they 
are  about,  and  keeping  in  view  imperial 
interests  and  imperial  honour ;  but  a 
coerced  obedience  I  should  not  be  willing 
to  accept,  either  from  Canada  or  from  any 
other  of  our  colonies.  Any  obedience 
which  is  rendered  to  the  Throne  of  these 
realms  must,  to  be  useful  and  honourable, 
depend  on  the  free  and  unbiassed  judgment 
and  inclinations  of  those  who  pay  it.  But, 
then,  I  must  say  that  there  might  be  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  honour  of  the 
Crown  here,  which  would  impose  upon  us 
the  duty  of  looking  to  what  the  honour -of 
the  Crt)wn  requires,  without  reference  to 
the  course  which  the  feelings  and  wishes 
of  the  people  of  a  colony  might  induce 
us  to  take.  I  am  not  prepared,  be 
the  consequences  what  they  may,  to  be 
a  consenting  party  to  advising  the  Crown 
—  as  might  bo  done  by  the  tacit  acqui- 
escence of  Parliament — to  assent  to  any 
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act  of  a  colonial  legislature  which  I  helieve 
to  be  essentially  dishonourable  to  imperial 
rights.  There  may  be  some  who  look  on 
the  honour  of  the  Crown  as  a  mere  phrase 
—a  phrase  involving  no  substantial  or  in- 
telligible idea — who  think  it  is  a  romance, 
or  possibly  regard  it  as  a  plea  urged  for 
persistence  in  bad  ends,  when  pride  or 
shame  forbid  you  to  take  the  manly  course 
of  avowing  that  you  have  done  wrong.  In 
that  sense  I  have  no  respect  for  the  phan- 
tasm or  mischievous  dream  of  national 
honour.  When  I  speak  of  national  honour, 
I  mean  something  very  different.  When  I 
speak  of  the  honour  of  the  Crown,  I  mean 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  faithful  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  Government,  for  the 
honour  of  the  Cix}wn  consists  in  that;  and 
one  of  the  first  duties  of  a  Government  is 
that  which  appertains  to  the  maintenance 
of  public  order,  and  which  requires  you  to 
draw  a  clear  line  of  distinction  between 
those  who  rise  up  against  the  Government, 
and  endeavour  to  overturn  it  by  violence, 
and  those  who  respect  its  laws,  and  who 
are  ready  to  support  it  with  their  lives  and 
substance.  But  if  you  obscure  that  line 
of  demarcation — if  you  allow  the  loyal 
man  and  the  rebel  to  be  confounded — if 
you  pervert  the  principles  of  mercy,  which 
makes  punishment  lenient,  and  erect  them 
into  a  law  against  the  principle  of  justice, 
which  determines  between  right  and  wrong, 
then  you  sin  against  the  honour  of  the 
Crown,  and  abandon  the  most  sacred  du- 
ties of  a  Government.  And  now  let  us 
consider  what  the  effect  of  an  opposite 
course — a  course  opposite  to  that  which  I 
hope  will  be  taken — will  be.  In  what  po- 
sition do  you  intend  the  troops  who  arc 
Siiartercd  in  Canada  to  stand  ?  They  are 
lero  not  merely  for  the  purpose  of  repel- 
ling foreign  aggression,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  the  public  peace.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  told 
us,  the  other  day,  that  there  were  only  two 
constables  at  Montreal.  There  was  an 
error  in  that  statement;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  tliat 
the  statement  was  in  substance  so  far  cor- 
rect that  the  police  force  of  Montreal  was 
ludicrously  small,  and  that  the  main  sup- 
iK>rt  of  the  owners  of  property  in  tlfat  city 
13  to  be  found  in  the  gallant  soldiery  of 
England.  But  in  what  a  position  do  you 
make  that  soldiery  stand,  if  one  year  they 
are  called  out  into  the  field,  to  deal  around 
them  wounds  and  death  on  those  who  arc 
rebels,  while  in  the  next  year  they  see 
Dhmc  persons  qualified  for  public  compen- 


sation or  reward  ?  Consider  what  may  take 
place  in  the  colony  under  circumstances 
like  these.  In  a  colony  where  party  B|Hrit 
runs  high,  and  political  changes,  owing  to 
the  alternate  preponderance  of  one  party 
over  another,  are  very  rapid— for  I  am  told 
that  in  Upper  Canada  no  two  AssemUies 
in  succession  for  the  last  twenty  years  have 
represented  the  same  political  party— -the 
reins  of  power  are  altematelj  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  one  party  and  then  the  other. 
If  these  unhappy  riots  had  lasted  more 
than  a  day — if  the  banner  of  rebellion  had 
been  unfurled,  and  the  troops  had  been 
called  upon  to  act,  I  must  remind  the 
House,  passing  over  the  painful  fedings 
with  which  these  gallant  men  would  have 
discharged  their  duty,  that  they  would 
probably  have  done  great  injury  to  pro- 
perty, and  in  another  year  these  riotors  in 
Montreal  might  have  come  forward  for 
compensation.  And  so,  as  the  Beaks  of 
political  influence  incline,  one  party  may 
become  rebels,  and  the  gallant  army  <^ 
England  is  to  stand  by  and  execute  the 
orders  of  the  advisers  for  the  time  being 
of  the  Governor  General.  [Mr.  Roebuck  : 
near,  hear !  ]  I  say  that  ought  not  to  be. 
Does  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  deny 
that  that  portion  of  the  army  of  England 
which  is  quartered  in  Canada  is  TirUially 
under  the  control  of  the  Ministry  of  Canada, 
which  depends  for  its  existence  upon  a 
majority  in  the  House  of  AssemUj?  If 
that  be  the  case,  it  follows  as  a  matter  of 
course  that  we,  who  are  the  natural  gvar- 
dians  of  their  honour  must  be  prepared  to 
exercise  a  voice  on  all  questions  wners  we 
think  that  honour  is  involved;  and  I  say 
that  to  leave  the  troops  in  Uiis  countrj 
under  the  control  of  local  authorities  ftr 
local  purposes  is  detrimental  to  the  dia- 
racter  of  that  army,  and  seriouslj  injuriooi 
to  the  interests  of  the  empire.  I  yet  have 
a  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  may  be  dis- 
posed to  grant  the  demand  which  I  have 
made.  If  I  have  seemed  in  what  1  have 
said  to  presuppose  a  hostile  deeisioB  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  am  aore  that 
nothing  will  give  me  more  pleasure  than 
to  find  that  1  have  been  aligning  wiAont 
an  antagonist.  I  am  anxious  to  the  last 
degree  that  all  parties  in  this  House  shoaU 
act  together  on  a  question  of  this  lund. 
When  we  are  not  united,  there  is  hot  a 
choice  of  evils.  The  state  of  this  House, 
in  which  the  elements  of  party  are  ao  dis> 
organised,  is  so  far  satis&etory  to  ase  on 
this  occasion,  that  it  renuivea  the  anapieion 
of  party  combinatioa  on  this  hi^  aM  in* 
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^rial  qooBtioD,  and  tends  to  procure  for  it 
a  dispafisionate  consideration.  I  make  my 
appeal,  therefore,  to  the  noble  Lord,  but  I 
idflo  make  an  appeal  to  Parliament,  reserv- 
ing to  myself  the  right  of  judging  whether 
any  and  what  ulterior  measures  will  be  ne- 
ceaaary;  and  I  am  confident  that  Parlia- 
ment— I  trust  with  the  Government  and 
under  its  guidance,  if  not,  then  without 
the  GoTemment — yrill  do  its  duty  on  this 
important  question  to  the  Crown  of  Eng- 
land, and  will  do  all  that  is  required  in 
order  to  maintain  untarnished  the  lustre 
of  that  diadem  which  is  the  brightest  and 
moat  distingmshed  in  the  world. 

LoBn  J.  RUSSELL:  Sir,  I  derived 
much  coniolation  from  the  commencement 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  said  he  wished  not  to  propose  any 
particular  course  this  evening,  as  he  was 
desirous  that  the  tone  of  Parliament  upon 
this  subject  should  be  an.  united  tone,  and 
be  did  not  wish  to  make  any  proposition 
which  would  call  forth  division  of  senti- 
ment. I  had  hoped  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been 
in  accordance  with  that  no  doubt  sincere 
desire  which  he  expressed,  and  that  he 
would  have  given  utterance  to  sentiments 
in  which  the  Government  and  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  might  have  generally 
concurred.  But,  Sir,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on,  I  found  I  was  doomed 
to  be  disappointed  in  that  expectation; 
and  I  am  now  obliged  to  say,  that  if  any- 
thing could  aggravate  the  unfortunate  dis- 
sensions existing  in  Canada — if  anything 
eould  embitter  the  feeling  of  hostile  parties 
towards  this  country-i-if  anything  could 
leTire  a  violence  of  contest  which  we  might 
bave  hoped  was  abating  and  sinking  into 
oblivion,  it  would  be  the  sentiments  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to- 
night. He  has  stated — and  he  has  stated 
most  ably-^the  case  of  one  party.  Ho  has 
stated  every  particular  which  is  favourable 
to  the  views  of  that  party  now  in  opposi- 
tion in  Canada.  He  has  supplied  the  ar- 
Ifoments  which  have  been  wanting  in  Ca- 
nada; he  has  filled  up  the  defects  which 
appeared  to  common  eyes  in  the  case  tliey 
bave  made  against  the  Administration  of 
Canada;  and  he  has  endeavoured  most  in- 
geniously to  meet  and  to  overcome  every 
argument  which  appears  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  course  the  Governor  General  has 
adopted.  I  must  say  in  the  outset,  how- 
ever, that  I  entirely  concur  with  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman — and  it  is  indeed  in  con- 
ftKnaity  with  the  sentiments  I  expressed  in 
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a  despatch  written,  I  think,  some  ten  years 
ago — ^that  there  are  cases  which  must  be 
left  to  the  decision  of  the  responsible  Min- 
isters of  the  Crown.  There  are  cases  where 
the  honour  of  the  Crown  and  the  safety 
of  this  country  are  concerned,  and  in  such 
cases  it  requires  the  utmost  temper  in  the 
colonies,  and  the  utmost  temper  and  firm- 
ness in  this  country,  in  order  to  prevent 
differences  from  being  pushed  to  a  collision 
which  might  be  fatal  to  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  mother  country  and  the  colonies. 
I  fully  admit  that  there  are  such  cases; 
but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  goes 
on  to  say  that  he  considers  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  has  received  some  instructions  from 
the  Government  of  this  country  by  which 
he  is  debarred  from  asking  the  advice  and 
direction  of  the  Crown  upon  questions 
which  affect  imperial  policy  and  the  na- 
tional honour,  he  is  totally  mistaken  in 
that  unwarranted  assumption.  Neither  to 
the  Earl  of  Elgin,  nor  to  any  other  Gover- 
nor of  a  province,  has  been  committed  any 
other  than  that  general  discretion,  which 
must  belong  to  a  person  in  a  chief  situa- 
tion in  a  great  possession  of  the  Crown,  to 
judge  what  are  the  cases  which,  however 
important,  are  of  a  local  importance,  in 
which  he  thinks  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
may  be  affected,  and  in  which  he  considers 
it  necessary  to  ask  the  direction  of  the  Go^ 
vemment  in  this  country.  If  the  Earl  of 
Elgin,  in  pursuance  of  such  a  discretion, 
had  conceived  that  to  be  a  mere  local  mat- 
ter in  which  the  honour  of  the  Crown  was 
concerned — if  he,  acting  upon  his  own 
judgment,  had  acted  in  a  manner  by  which 
that  honour  had  been  affected,  and  the  na- 
tional dignity  and  the  national  safety  had 
been  impaired,  our  course,  however  pain- 
ful, would  be  that  of  disavowing  the  act  of 
the  Earl  of  Elgin,  seeing  that  his  judgment 
had  been  erroneous,  and  that  we  could  not 
advise  the  Crown  to  confirm  the  decision 
at  which  he  had  arrived.  Sir,  however 
painful  that  course,  I  trust  I  should  not 
shrink  from  taking  it  if  my  duty  rendered 
it  necessary  to  do  so.  But  if  we  believe, 
as  we  do  believe,  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
has  rightly  consulted  not  only  the  interests 
of  Canada,  but  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try and  the  honour  of  the  Crown — ^if  we 
believe  he  has  been  guided  by  a  knowledge 
of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Canada, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  by  a  loyal  and  pa- 
triotic attachment  to  the  country  of  his 
birth  and  the  Sovereign  ho  is  bound  to 
serve — I  say,  if  such  is  our  opinion,  we 
should  be  the  basest  of  men  if  we  were  to 
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6fgttf^  the  Kari  of  Elgin  on  this  critical  oc- 
ea«ion;  and  if  we  were  not  to  take  upon 
oorftelTen  anj  share  of  reitponsibtlttj  which 
this  House  mar  think  fit  to  cast  upon  us. 
It  is  not,  thereifore,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman chooses  to  imagine,  in  pursuance  of 
anjr  instructions  fettering  the  Earl  of  El- 
gin, and  placing  him  in  a  position  in  which 
it  is  not  fitting  to  put  anj  Govemor,  but 
it  is  in  the  exercise  of  his  ordinary  discre- 
tion that  he  has  acted;  and  it  is  in  pur- 
suance <if  our  duty  that  we  propose  to  act 
in  deciding  ufK>n  the  conduct  of  his  Go- 
▼eniment.  With  respect  to  this  transac- 
tion, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  began  with 
the  Act  which  was  recently  introduced, 
and  he  only  went  bock  by  way  of  answer 
U}  allegations  which  might  be  made  to  the 
former  Acts  that  had  been  adopted  in  Ca- 
nada. I  think,  hawevcr,  it  would  have 
been  the  fairer  and  bettor  way  to  have 
begun  with  those  Acts,  as,  in  fact,  upon 
those  Acts  I  think  depended  the  conduct 
of  the  Ministry  who  wore  the  advisers  of 
tho  Karl  of  Klgin.  I  cannot  conceive  that 
a  Ministry,  knowing  that  the  finances  of 
Canoila  were  not  flourisliing — knowing  that 
many  mirsons  were  sufforing  under  com- 
innroial  distress — knowing  that  the  recol- 
lection of  tlio  rebellion  could  not  but 
excito  \y\iU\T  feelings — would  have  intro- 
duced a  Bill  upon  the  subject  of  in- 
demnity for  rebellion  losses,  unless  under 
a  strong  sense  that  it  was  impoesiblo,  con- 
sistently with  their  duty,  to  do  other- 
wise. What  are  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  recent  Act  was  introduced? 
After  the  rebellion  of  1837  and  1838,  a 
Dill  was  introduced  in  Upper  Canada, 
giving  eomponsation  for  losses  caused  by 
the  n^bols.  In  a  subsequent  Session  ono- 
tli<«r  Act  was  introduced  to  amend  the 
former  Act;  and  when  Lord  Sydenham 
WAS  Governor  of  the  united  province,  an 
Act  imsRod  for  the  puq)08e  of  giving  com- 
pensation, to  a  certain  amount,  to  persons 
who  had  sutTcred  losses  during  the  rebel- 
lion, in  some  of  these  Acts  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  lo.^sos  to  be  compensated 
should  bo  only  losses  caused  by  the  re- 
hols.  The  iK^rsons  who  were  to  receive 
such  indcmity  wore  not,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentlonmn  would  have  us  now  suppose, 
jHtrmms  strictly  dotined  as  having  taken  no 
part  in  the  n^Mlion;  they  wore  onlv  per- 
•oiis  inhabitants  of  l-p)H>r  Vanada.  \Vhen 
thoae  comivensation  Acts  had  p.issed  (omit- 
lin^t  M,  discussion  on  what  I  think  was  a 
y«i;y  futilo  objivtion.  taken  in  Canada, 
)  Iho  indemnity  was  charged  upon  ccr- 


'  tain  tavern  licenses  and  other  sonrces  of 
revenue,  and  not  on  the  generml  coDSoli- 
,  dated  revenue  of  the  proriiiee),  it  was  ob- 
I  vious  that  the  conrae  taken,  of  TOting  a 
considerable  anm,  and  of  liATing  paid  a 
conaideralde  aom,  for  rebeOioii  loaaes  in 
Upper  Canada,  woold  imiae  the  qnestion 
whether  or  no  any  aoeh  loaaea  ahonldbe 
compensated  in  Lower  Canada*  the  other 
part  of  the  united  province.  After  these 
Acts  with  regard  to  Upper  Canada  hid 
been  passed,  without  anj  notice  having 
been  taken  in  Pariiament  with  respect  to 
them — the  only  objecdon  that  I  made  to 
one  of  them  being  that  there  was  a  claim 
upon  the  imperial  f  undo,  and  not  upon  the 
local  funds — the  consideration  arose  what 
should  be  done  with  regard  to  ihe  farther 
claims  which  it  was  obvious  would  be 
raised.  What  I  am  going  to  quote  from 
is  a  despatch  of  Lord  Stanley,  dated  the 
8th  of  May,  1844.     Lord  Stanley  say*— 

**  I  find  that  in  Upper  Canada  an  Aet  vai 
passed  with  the  intention  of  providing  indoBia- 
fication,  by  the  means  of  debentures,  for  a  eertsii 
number  of  persons  who  had  sustained  lossm  iij 
the  rebellion,  but  which  Act,  if  I  am  rightly  it- 
formed,  never  went  into  operation.  It  has  beea 
suggested  to  me  that  if  the  claims  from  both  sse- 
tions  of  the  province  were  sabmitted  in  one  ap- 
plication to  the  House  of  Assembly,  thej  augfct 
receive  fiivourable  consideration,  and  be  eompea- 
sated  by  debentures." 

Therefore,  so  far  as  regards  chums  for 
compensation  from  the  lower  proTinee,  tiie 
suggestion  appears  to  have  been  made  in 
these  generid  terms  by  Lord  Stanley, 
when  Secretary  of  State,  and  to  have 
gone  from  him  to  Sir  C.  Metcalfe,  then 
Governor  of  Canada.  After  this  we  find 
that  commissioners  were  appointed  to  as- 
certain what  were  the  claims  which  might 
be  made  in  Lower  Canada.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted  certain  instme- 
tions  given  to  the  commissioners  of  inqoiiT 
who  were  to  ascertain  these  chums,  i 
find,  as  he  quoted,  that  on  the  12lh  of 
December,  1845,  the  administrator  of  the 
Government  having  appointed  certain  per- 
sons to  be  commissioners  of  inquiry,  said 
to  them — 

**  You  will,  in  the  performanoe  of  the  duties  de- 
volving upon  you  under  the  pwseot  itommissins, 
carefully  classifr  the  cases  of  those  who  may  have 
joined  in  the  said  rebellion,  or  may  have  been  aid- 
ing and  abetting  therein,  from  thn  rssoe  of  thoes 
who  did  not ;  suting  particnlariy,  hot  siieeiaetly, 
the  nature  of  the  Ion  sustained  la  each  eaae,  lis 
amount  and  character,  and,  as  fitf  as  poesihln,  its 
cause." 

The  commissioners  inqnlred  thniagfa  their 
secretary  what  were  the  powers  confned 
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on  the  eommission  to  establisli  the  classi- 
fieation  required  by  the  instructions,  and 
they  were  told,  on  the  27th  of  February, 
1846— 

**  In  making  out  the  classification  called  for  by 
yoor  instmctions  of  the  12th  of  December  last,  it  is 
not  his  Ezoellenoy's  intention  that  you  should  be 
guided  by  any  other  deacription  of  eyidence  than 
that  ftuniahed  by  the  sentences  of  the  courts  of 
Uw." 

KoWy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tries  to 

Set  rid  of  that  answer  by  saying  that  no 
oubt  there  had  been  a  change  in  the  spirit 
d  the  councils ;  that,  whatever  Lord  Met- 
ealfe  had  thought  and  done,  with  that 
sprit  of  firmness  and  loyalty  which  distin- 
guished him,  the  Goyemment  then  existing 
in  Canada  had  departed  from  his  inten- 
tions. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  did  not  say  so. 
I  said  nothing  about  intentions.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  a  dif- 
ferent spirit,  a  change  in  the  spirit  of  the 
instructions.  Now  I  cannot  see  why  Earl 
Gathcart  is  to  be  put  in  this  invidious  con- 
trast with  Lord  Metcalfe,  or  why  it  is  to 
be  supposed  that  he  was  less  anxious  to 
preserve  the  loyalty  of  the  province  than 
Lord  Metcalfe  had  been,  for  an  officer  of 
more  distinguished  loyalty,  one  less  dis- 
posed to  favour  rebellion,  or  one  more  fit 
to  be  entrusted  with  any  matter  in  which  the 
honour  of  the  Grown  is  concerned,  could 
not  well  be  found,  I  believe,  in  the  ser- 
Tice  of  Her  Majesty.  But,  Sir,  what 
to  me  to  have  been  the  case  is  this 


— that  the  general  instruction  given  by 
Earl  Gathcart  was  intended  to  distinguish 
those  who  had  aided  in  rebellion  from  those 
who  had  not,  but  that  when  the  commis- 
sioners of  indemnity  endeavoured  to  carry 
that  instruction  into  effect,  they  found  it 
was  impossible  to  make  such  a  distinction 
without  an  inquiry,  which  would  in  fact  be 
a  new  trial  of  all  the  persons  who  were 
charged  with  taking  part  in  the  rebellion. 
Now  that  is  in  fact  the  consideration  which 
sorems  this  whole  case.  The  right  hon. 
uentleman  has  spoken  of  what  was  done 
imder  the  Indemnity  Acts  of  1839  and 
1841»  and  he  says  it  is  not  trne,  as  was 
all^rad  by  Mr.  Hinckcs,  in  the  Assembly 
of  Canada,  that  certain  persons  who  re- 
eeired  indemnity  were  engaged  in  the  re- 
heDion.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  never  said 
so.]  I  uiklerstood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  he  had  been  so  informed 
by  Mr.  IngersoU,  who  was  one  of  the  com- 
missioners. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  The  noble 
Lord  is  not  stating  what  I  said.  I  said  by 
Mr.  Cayley.]    Well,  then,  Mr.  Cay  ley  was 


the  informant  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say — and  in  that  I  cannot  be  mistaken 
— ^that  he  went  over  three  or  four  of  these 
cases  mentioned  by  Mr.  Hinckes  in  the 
Assembly,  and  he  found  it  was  not  true 
that  they  were  the  cases  of  persons  guilty 
of  rebellion — [Mr.  Gladstone:  No,  no!] 
— ^because  in  more  than  one  case  these 
persons  had  been  tried  and  acquitted.  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  so,  especially  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Hagerman. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  observe 
that  the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  what  he  had 
said,  as  if  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  made  a 
statement  from  original  or  direct  know- 
ledge on  the  subject.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Hagerman,  he  had  drawn  his  information 
from  a  letter  which  the  noble  Lord  had  in 
his  hand.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  said 
that,  from  the  fullest  and  latest  evidence 
before  him,  there  was  no  reason  to  believe 
that  any  person  who  was  a  rebel  had  been 
compensated. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  proceeded:  I  cer- 
tainly understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  with  respect  to  that  part 
of  the  case  he  had  received  information 
this  morning  which  convinced  him  there 
was  an  entire  mistake  with  respect  to  some 
of  these  persons — that  certainly  with  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Hagerman  he  had  not  been 
convicted  of  rebellion,  but  had  been  ac- 
quitted. Now,  the  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  bring  this  question  is  not  whether  Mr. 
Hinckes  was  right  or  wrong,  but  to  show 
the  House  the  difficulty  of  making  the  dis- 
tinction upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man insists.  Mr.  Hinckes  said  openly  in 
the  House  of  Assembly  that  there  were 
persons  who  had  been  guilty  of  rebellion 
who  had  received  compensation  under  the 
Upper  Canada  Act;  that  he  found  it  on 
record  in  his  own  office,  and  in  the  offices 
of  the  Government ;  and  he  instanced  Mr. 
Hagerman,  who  he  said  was  commissary- 
general  of  the  rebels.  He  also  mentioned 
other  persons  who  had  been  convicted. 
Now,  what  was  the  real  case  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Hagerman?  If  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now,  he  admits  that 
Mr.  Hinckes  was  totally  mistaken — that 
Mr.  Hagerman  was  a  person  who  was  not 
convicted,  but  who  was  acquitted.  But 
then,  I  say,  Mr.  Hinckes  was  not  a  person 
to  make  that  assertion  in  the  Assembly, 
whether  it  was  correct  or  not  correct,  with- 
out going  at  least  upon  public  fame,  and 
upon  a  general  belief  that  Mr.  Hagerman 
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hod  been  commissary-general  of  the  rebels, 
and  that  another  person  whom  he  mentions 
had  been  a  lieutenant-general  of  the  rebels. 
I  say,  then,  cannot  you  apply  the  same 
test  with  respect  to  the  persons  who  are 
now  to  claim  compensation  ?  If  these  per- 
sons come  forward  and  claim  compensation, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  **  They  are 
rebels — or  they  aided  in  the  rebellion.** 
Well,  they  deny  the  charge.  They  say  it 
is  not  true — that  public  report  may  have 
accused  them,  and  that  every  one  hitherto 
may  have  believed  the  charge;  but  they 
deny  it,  and  they  ask  for  the  proof.  What 
would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  then  ? 
Would  he  go  upon  public  fame,  stamping 
these  persons  as  rebels,  and  refusing  them 
a  trial?  Or,  if  he  would  not  do  that,  would 
ho  have  a  trial  for  high  treason  in  1849 
with  respect  to  transactions  which  took 
place  in  1837?  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  **  I  ask  for  primd  facie 
proof  that  these  men  are  not  rebels  ?'*  Is 
it  to  be  borne  that  men  who  declare  them- 
selves to  have  been  loyal,  and  who  say, 
perhaps,  that  they  got  out  of  the  way  at 
the  time  of  the  rebellion,  from  fear  that  the 
rebels  would  destroy  their  property,  or  that 
from  intimidation  they  did  not  appear  to 
join  the  King*s  forces,  are  to  be  obliged 
now,  in  1849,  to  go  into  a  regular  proof 
that  they  were  loyal  men  in  1837,  and 
that  no  act  of  theirs  can  be  construed  into 
an  act  of  rebellion  ?  Because  that  is  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks.  Ho  does 
not  even  give  to  these  parties  the  chance 
which  a  person  accused  of  high  treason 
before  a  court  of  law  has  ;  for  such  person 
on  being  placed  at  the  bar  says  he  is  not 
guilty,  and  is  not  bound  to  say  a  word 
more.  Take  the  case  of  any  one  brought 
to  trial  for  rebellion  in  Ireland  last  year ; 
if  the  judge  had  said  to  him,  **  You  must 
bring  forward  primd  facie  proof  that  you 
were  not  in  that  insurrection,*'  the  accused 
would  have  replied  with  indignation,  and 
the  whole  audience  would  have  echoed  his 
indignant  ex'prcssions,  "  I  am  not  bound 
to  prove  that  I  am  not  guilty;  it  is  for  the 
prosecution  to  bring  forward  their  witnesses 
and  proof,  and  until  proof  is  given  against 
me,  I  am  an  innocent  man."  Such  would 
be  the  right  of  a  man,  as  I  before  observed, 
who,  in  1840  or  1841,  it  was  proposed 
should  receive  compensation  for  rebellion 
losses  in  1837  and  1838;  but  only  imagine 
all  the  present  claimants  for  rebeUion  losses 
h  g  brought  to  the  test  he  had  adverted 
^eren  or  twelve  years  after  the  occur- 
oad  taken  place,  when  it  might  be 


very  possible  that  their  nearest  relations, 
that  all  those  with  whom  thej  consorted, 
and  who  could  have  proved  that  they  were 
not  rebels,  were  dead  or  gone,  or  removed 
to  some  other  country,  so  that  they  were 
deprived  of  means  of  giving  that  evidence 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  requires 
of  their  innocence.  So  much,  then,  with 
respect  to  the  Acts  which  were  passed  with 
respect  to  Upper  Canada,  and  so  much 
with  respect  to  the  correspondence  which 
had  taken  place  in  1845.  After  that  time 
there  appeared  to  have  been  a  report  of 
the  commission,  in  which  the  commissioner! 
stated  numerous  claims  with  respect  to  thii 
subject,  but  observed  that  those  claimf 
might  be  reduced,  and  that  they  ihoaght 
the  sum  of  100,0002.  would  compensate 
all  the  real  losses  which  had  taken  place. 
It  appears  to  have  been,  so  far  as  we  can 
tell,  the  intention  of  the  GoTemment  of 
that  day  to  proceed  upon  those  statements, 
and  it  docs  not  appear  that  anything  else 
was  to  have  been  the  test  with  respect  to 
loyalty  than  that  which  was  suggested  in 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Daly,  the  secietaij 
of  the  Council — ^namely,  that  those  were 
to  be  considered  as  rebels,  or  as  having 
aided  and  abetted  in  rebellion,  who  had 
been  so  found  guilty  by  courts  of  law. 
After  this,  the  Ministry  who  had  then 
the  general  government  of  affairs  in 
Canada  became  weakened,  and  made  an 
attempt  to  form  an  association  or  coali- 
tion with  the  heads  of  the  French  Cana- 
dians. The  negotiation  to  that  end  did 
not  result  in  any  coalition  of  the  kind,  and 
ultimately  the  Earl  of  Elgin  consented  to 
a  dissolution  with  a  view  to  strengthen  the 
Government.  The  result  was  not  success- 
ful, for  the  great  majority  of  those  sent  to 
the  Assembly  were  hostile  to  the  then  Ad* 
ministration.  On  the  meeting  of  the  As- 
sembly, when  it  was  found  that  the  great 
majority  were  against  the  Ministers,  the 
latter  resigned,  and,  according  to  the  doc- 
trine of  responsible  government,  the  prs< 
sent  Ministry  succeeded  to  their  places. 
Now,  it  was  obvious  that  this  matter  ze- 
lating  to  compensation  for  rebellion  losses 
was  the  question  which  would  be  pressed 
on  the  Ministry.  The  former  Hinistzy,  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
had  proposed  that  there  should  be  an  in- 
demnity for  losses  in  Lower  Canada  as  well 
as  in  Upper  Canada.  With  respect  to  the 
making  of  a  classification  of  claims  ander 
the  previous  commission  of  inqniry,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Government  had  declared 
that  the  only  lino  to  be  taken  was  to  sepa* 


S3S 


Supply— 


{June  14} 


Canada. 


234 


rate  ihote  who  had  heen  fonnd  gailtj  in 
oourts  of  law  from  those  who  had  not  been 
fonnd  guilty.  Accordingly  the  same  prin- 
ciples— first  of  granting  fair  indemnity  for 
the  rebellion  losses  in  Lower  Canada,  and, 
aextt  of  making  a  general  distinction  be- 
tween those  who  had  been  and  those  who 
had  not  been  found  guilty,  were  adopted 
by  the  existing  Ministry  in  Canada,  and  a 
measure  was  prepared  with  the  view  of 
OMTying  out  those  principles.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who,  I  must  say,  urges 
most  ingenious  arguments  with  respect  to 
eyery  allegation  made  on  behalf  of  this  Bill, 
«ayB  that  those  who  had  been  found  guilty 
by  courts-martial  could  not  be  said  to  have 
been  legally  convicted;  but,  as  far  as  my 
recollection  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
time  serres,  I  believe  that  Sir  J.  Colbome 
proclaimed  martial  law  in  Canada,  and 
when  martial  law  is  proclaimed  the  courts- 
martial  established  do  not  require  the  pre- 
TiooB  anthority  of  the  Crown,  but  are  form- 
ed under  the  common  law.  Therefore  those 
proceedings  and  sentences  would  be  lawful 
imder  the  authority  of  Sir  J.  Colbome 's 
proclamation.  If  such  were  the  case,  the 
difficulty  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  could  not  arise;  but  I  must 
obsenre  that,  with  a  view  to  obviate  objec- 
tions,  the  existing  Ministry  in  Canada  did 
eatabliah  more  restrictions  and  conditions 
in  the  Act  respecting  Lower  Canadian 
losses  than  were  imposed  with  regard  to 
-Upper  Canada.  The  preamble  of  the  Act 
states  that— 

**  It  Lb  nseetsary  and  just  that  particulars  of  such 
losses  not  yet  satisfied  shall  form  the  subject  of 
more  minvte  inqoiry  under  legislative  authority, 
and  that  the  same,  so  far  only  as  they  may  have 
arisen  from  the  total  or  partial,  unjust  or  wanton 
destmotion  of  the  dwelUngs,  buildings,  property, 
and  eflbots  of  the  said  inl^bitants,  and  from  the 
seixore,  taking,  or  carrying  away  their  property 
psni  flfliMts,  should  be  paid  and  satisfied ;  provided 
that  none  of  the  persons  who  have  been  convicted 
of  high  treason  alleged  to  have  been  committed  m 
that  part  of  the  province  formerly  called  Lower 
CusuT since  the  1st  day  of  November,  1837,  or 
who,  having  been  charged  with  high  treason  or 
oilier  oflbnoes  of  a  treasonable  nature,  and  having 
iMen  eommitted  to  the  custody  of  the  sheriff  in 
the  gaol  of  Montreal,  submitted  themselves  to  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty,  and  were  there- 
upon tiansported  to  Her  Majesty^s  island  of  Ber- 
uiida,  flhall  be  entitled  to  any  indemnity  for  losses 
mifltained  during  or  after  the  said  rebellion,  or  in 
wmseqaenoe  thereof." 

With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  the  pre- 
amble, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
there  might  have  been  a  destruction  of 
jproperty  which  was  just,  and  that  compen- 
«tttioB  ftr  such  a  loss  would,  under  the 


words,  be  shut  out;  but  that  only  showed 
that  the  terms,  with  respect  to  compensa- 
tion, were  more  restricted  and  confined  in 
their  limits,  and  might  exclude,  as  I  admit 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  some  claims 
which  would  perfectly  justify  compensation. 
With  respect  to  the  second  part  of  the 
preamble,  it  is  evident  from  the  words, 
that  the  allegation  that  persons  sent  to 
Bermuda  could  claim  indemnity  on  the 
ground  of  having  been  taken  away  from 
their  families  and  suffered  loss  thereby, 
could  not  be  supported,  and  that  any  such 
claim  must  be  refused  under  the  Act.  The 
Act  goes  on  to  say,  that  certain  commis- 
sioners should  have  100,000^.  in  deben- 
tures for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  those 
just  claims,  but  they  are  to  be  bound  by 
the  preamble  of  the  Act.  Now,  the  ques- 
tion arises  whether  that  preamble,  or  whe- 
ther the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  should  have 
gone  still  further  in  limitation  or  descrip- 
tion; and  whether  any  of  the  amendments 
proposed  in  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  or  afterwards  during  the  course  of 
the  Bill,  should  have  been  adopted  by  the 
legislature  of  Canada.  With  respect  to 
that  question,  I  must  say,  that  however  it 
might  be  a  question  in  the  Canadian  As- 
sembly, I  do  not,  at  least  for  myself,  feel 
bound  to  say  whether  every  one  of  those 
amendments  ought  to  have  been  rejected 
by  the  Canadian  Assembly,  or  not.  It  is 
no  part  of  my  duty  to  say,  that  the  majo- 
rity were  perfectly  right  in  every  instance. 
What  I  have  to  look  at  is  whether  the  Act 
when  passed  infringes  on  the  honour  of  the 
Crown,  or  does  that  which  is  unjust  to  the 
empire,  or  to  the  loyal  men  of  that  pro- 
vince. Whether  Mr.  Wilson's  amend- 
ment should  have  been  adopted  or  not,  is 
not  the  question  I  am  disposed  to  argue, 
any  further  than  to  say  that  the  onus  was 
placed  on  all  those  who  proposed  amend- 
ments, to  show  that  there  could  be  any 
test  by  which  rebels,  or  persons  aiding  re- 
bels, could  be  disqualified  from  compensa- 
tion, unless  it  was  some  definite  formal 
proceeding,  such  as  the  sentence  of  a  court 
of  law,  or  the  sentence  of  a  court-martial, 
or  the  fact  of  transportation  to  Bermuda. 
All  these  tests  are  clear  and  definite,  and 
the  Ministry  in  Canada  had  no  hesitation 
in  adopting  them.  With  respect  to  other 
tests,  if  made  equally  clear  and  definite, 
there  is  no  proof  before  the  House  that 
they  would  not  also  have  adopted  them. 
They  always  declared  that  it  was  their 
wish  not  to  compensate  rebels  for  losses  in 
consequence  of  the    rebellion ;    but    the 
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lIoiiHo  nniBt  tico,  as  ro^rards  the  right 
hon.  (jl(Mit1f;nnan'8  proposal,  that  when  voa 
tionui  it)  apply  Rome  one  test,  you  are 
ohli^f;(l  to  Hay,  then,  that  you  will  not,  in 
1H49,  iiivcatigate  the  conduct  of  any  man 
twelve  y(;arB  ago,  or  bring  up  against  him, 
after  such  lapse  of  time,  perhaps  some  act 
done  in  the  midst  of  terror  and  alarm,  for 
the  purpose  of  milrking  him  out  as  not  a 
loyal  ninn  in  1837,  although  for  the  last 
ton  yours  his  conduct  may  have  been  per- 
fectly loyal  and  peaceable.  I  say  you  had 
hotter  reject  the  Indemnity  Bill  altogether 
than  attempt  such  an  investigation  as  this; 
for  what  can  it  do  but  establish  in  Canada 
what  has  been  properly  called  a  Star 
Chamber  inquiry,  and  divide  classes,  vil- 
lages, and  families,  and  mark  out  and 
brand  a  certain  set  of  men,  after  long  in- 
quiry, as  rebels,  distinguishing  certain 
others  as  having  the  sole  quality  of  loyalty? 
If  we  were  to  attempt  some  hundreds  of 
trials  for  high  treason,  and  were  in  this 
way  to  investigate  each  man's  misconduct, 
the  peace  of  the  province  would  be  utterly 
destroyed,  and  all  chance  of  these  classes 
living  together  in  harmony — all  chance  of 
their  being  considered,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
they  are,  loyal  subjects  of  Her  Majesty, 
would  bo  precluded  by  such  an  inquiry. 
What  is  the  general  fact,  as  far  as  I  be- 
lieve it,  and  as  far  as  the  evidence  of  the 
time  established  it,  with  regard  to  the  re- 
bellion in  Canada  ?  It  was  an  insurrection 
fomented  by  some  very  artful  men,  among 
some  very  ignorant  part  of  the  population. 
The  great  mass  of  the  population  were 
averse  to  that  insurrection.  The  great 
mass  of  the  French  Canadians,  led  very 
gonerally  by  their  religious  teachers,  ab- 
horred the  horrors  of  civil  war  and  rebel- 
lion. At  the  same  time  there  was  a  great 
popular  spirit  of  discontent :  the  rebels  for 
a  few  days  obtained  possession  of  a  part 
of  the  country;  and  many  persons,  acting 
under  tern>r,  did,  though  unwilling  to  par- 
ticipate in  rebellion,  certainly  appear  to 
ijivo  a  countenance  to  it — a  countenance 
which  they  had  no  reason  to  give  from  dis- 
]H»sition,  but  which  was  compelled  by  that 
alarm  which  is  always  excited  when  armed 
hodioA  take  possession  of  peaceable  dis- 
tricts and  raise  (he  standard  of  rebellion. 
I  »:\v,  bolioving  those  persons  in  their 
heart:!  to  bo  loyal,  believing  that  if  they 
did  not  Aotivoly  resist  they  nevertheless 
ontin^ly  di*am»n^ViHl  of  these  rebellious 
tmHHHHlinij^,  1  would  not  now  attempt  an 
mvoMixcation  into  their  conduct,  and  make 
Uiom  pnno  a  pritnn  /ooie  case,  not  only 


'  that  they  were  not  actually  in  arms,  not 
only  that  they  were  not  conyicied  of  trea- 
son, but  thai  they  were  in  no  way  aiding 
'  and  abetting  the  rebellion  which  then  Unk 
I  place.     I  am  obliged   to  presume,  then, 
seeing  the  conduct  which  the  Esii  of  Elgii 
has  pursued,  and  bearing  in  mind  the  de- 
clarations of  the  Ministry  in  Canada,  ri»ft^ 
however  well  intended  these  amendments 
may  have  been,  there  were  objections  to 
them  which  were  either  valid,  or  which  i^ 
peared  to  be  valid,  to  the  majority  of  the 
Canadian  Assembly.     The  right  hon.  GeD- 
tleman  says,  with  respect  to  one  amend- 
ment which  he  favoturs,  that  of  Mr.  Wil- 
son,  that  there  was  a  division  on  it  of  28 
to  44,  being  not  so  great  a  majority  in  fit- 
vour  of  the  Ministei^  plan  as  appeared  on 
other  questions;  and  I  think  that  then 
was  a  majority  of  the  repreaentatives  of 
Upper  Canada  in  favour  of  that  amend- 
ment.    Without  disputing  the  aocnney  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  on 
the  subject,  I  would  observe,  tiiat  ate 
that  amendment  was  negatived,  the  origi- 
nal question  was  put,  when  there  appeand 
a  greater  majority  in  favour  of  it  Asa 
that  by  which  the  amendment  ^id  been 
negatived;  and  when  the  BUI  eame  to  tl» 
third  reading,  instead  of  those  penooswho 
voted  for  the  amendment  saymg  that  m 
consequence  of  its  rejection  the  BOi  was 
so  objectionable  in  oompoiaatiBg    lebds 
that  they  would  vote  agmnst  it,  there  was, 
on  the  contrary,  a  great  minority  in  its  fik 
vour,  the  division  ^ing  47  agumt  18  fcr 
the  Bill  as  a  whole,  thoogh  none  of  tl» 
amendments  referred  to  had  heen  inae 
in  it.      A  majori^  of   Bngtiah  dem 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  aatj 
a  minority  of  English  deseeet  tint  votod 
against  it.     Some  time  after  tin  BaJL  pais- 
ed  the  Assembly,  I  believe  tke  Shpeaker, 
who  was  one  of  the  ficpihtim  &inid, 
made  these  obserratioDs: — 

"  It  had  been 
instmctions  cootained  is  tlw 
commission,  he  ought  to  haT» 
one  of  an  extrao^inai?'  aai 
No  doubt  such  instrvctms  w^ 
commission;  hot  how  roald  tk»  1 
one  of  either  an  cxUMviiBHS 
chancter  i    Had  theve  MS  Vem 
character  passed  bj  tW 
Had  not  one  been  pHsc4  §m  C] 
which  the  Lover  Caaada  BB  v 
script,  and  to  whi^  a* 
And  the  40,000/.  Tvccd  %r' 
losses  in  Upper  CaaoiiiL  ^  1:!4SC 
funds  which  had  pfCTifiaW^ 
rincial  funds,  and  ^  li  «a 
the  veto  of  the 
that  Bill.     Was  ii« 
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•  omme  Another  Administration  had  passed  a  Bill 


for  the  Yery  same  purpose  as  the  one  passed  for    but  that  their  purpose  was  to  make  proYision  for 


Upper  Canada,  and  wliich  had  not  heen  opposed, 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  come  forward  and  call  it  n 
BlU  of  an  extraordinary  character,  and  that  it 
oagfat  to  have  heen  reserved  for  the  pleasure  of 
Her  Majesty?  It  was  unfiiir  to  proceed  with 
sach  an  opposition ;  and  he  was  afraid,  in  spite  of 
all  that  hon.  (xentlemen  might  say,  that  the  op- 
position to  the  measure  arose  from  the  fact,  not 
that  they  were  going  to  pay  rebels,  but  because 
those  who  were  to  be  paid  were  French  Cana- 
dians. ["  No,  no ! "]  He  maintained  that  the  Bill 
was  only  to  pay  the  just  losses,  and  it  was  based 
precisely  on  the  same  principle  as  the  Bills  which 
had  passed  the  Parliament  tor  the  payment  of 
the  jnst  losses  sustained  by  persons  in  Upper 
Canada.  The  principle  and  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  measures  were  exactly  the  same;  and  the 
Ministry  had  pwsed  their  word  of  honour  that  no 
rebels  would  be  paid,  and  had  even  consented  to 
some  alteration  in  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  away  with  the  belief  that  rebels  were  to  be 
paid.  In  spite  of  all  this,  hon.  Gentlemen  stiU 
maintained  that  it  was  their  intention  to  pay  re> 
bels;  but  he  would  again  assure  them,  on  his  own 
responsibility  as  a  member  of  the  Administration^ 
that  rebels  were  not  to  be  paid." 

Such  was  the  explicit  declaration  of  one 
whom  I  believe  to  be  a  gentleman  of  hon- 
our and  character,  and  who  belongs  to  the 
Ministry  in  Canada,  and  who  uttered  a 
sentiment  to  which  he  pledged  the  Minis- 
try as  well  as  his  own  honour.  This,  be  it 
obsenredy  was  after  the  Bill  passed,  and 
after  all  those  amendments  to  which  the 
rifffat  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  had  been 
rejected.  Again,  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  being 
informed  that  some  Bills  required  the  as- 
sent of  the  GoYcmment,  proceeded  to  the 
House  of  Assembly,  and  then  gave  his  as- 
sent, as  Governor  General,  to  this  Bill ; 
and,  in  answer  to  an  address  afterwards, 
the  Eari  of  Elgin  stated  his  views  in  the 
following  terms : — 

**  Even  if  the  measure  of  indemnity  to  which 
yoa  refer  had  been  more  objectionable  than  it  is, 
it  would  still  have  been  the  duty  and  interest  of 
an  lovers  of  true  freedom  and  of  order,  which  is 
amoogst  its  most  valuable  fruits,  to  protest  against 
tbe  outrageous  assaults  on  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  constitutional  government  for  which  it 
has  been  made  the  pretext.  But  I  am  bound  to 
■ay,  in  justice  to  the  large  majority  of  your  repre- 
sentatives, by  whom  this  Bill  was  sanctioned,  that 
it  is  my  Arm  belief" — 

[He  desired  it  to  be  observed  that  the  Earl 
of  £1^  was  at  the  time  in  daily  commu- 
nication with  the  advisers,  promoters,  and 
aathors  of  this  measure,] 


they  did  not  intend  in  passing  it  to 
rebellion,  or  to  compensate  the  losses 


of  persons  guilty  of  the  heinous  crime  of  treason : 


the  payment  of  claims  arising  from  the  wanton  and 
unnecessary  destruction  of  property,  which  is  the 
cruel,  though  perhaps  inevitable  accompaniment 
of  civil  warfare — claims  which  had  been  already 
recognised  by  the  deliberate  Acts  of  preceding  Par- 
liaments and  Governments.  Under  this  conviction 
I  assented  to  the  Bill,  and  in  this  spirit  only  could 
I  ever  consent,  as  the  head  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment, to  give  effect  to  it." 

This  is  the  public  declaration  of  the  Earl 
of  Elgin.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
pronounced  a  just  panegyric  on  Lord  Met- 
calfe. Let  us  do  all  honour  to  the  dead. 
The  memory  of  Lord  Metcalfe  deserves  to 
be  respected  ;  but  let  us  not  be  unjust  to 
the  living ;  and  I  will  say  that,  when  the 
Earl  of  Elgin  pronounces  those  sentiments^ 
ho  does  not  mean  to  leave  himself  an  open- 
ing for  evasion — he  means  to  act  in  the 
spirit  of  his  declaration,  and  to  do  all  in 
his  power  to  carry  into  effect  the  views  he 
expressed  that  it  was  not  intended  to  com- 
pensate the  losses  of  persons  guilty  of 
the  heinous  crime  of  rebellion.  For  my 
part,  speaking  in  the  name  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  have  perfect  confidence  in  the  in- 
tegrity and  justice  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin; 
and  I  believe  that  the  words  he  has  pro- 
nounced he  will  carry  into  effect  by  the 
acts  he  will  sanction.  Of  course,  with  re- 
spect to  the  mode  of  carrying  out  this  Act, 
much  will  depend  upon  the  instructions  to 
be  given,  and  upon  the  commissioners  to 
be  named.  It  is  the  Earl  of  Elgin's  own 
wish,  I  believe,  that  before  any  formal  act 
is  done  here,  the  instructions  which  he 
proposes  to  give  to  the  commissioners 
should  reach  this  country.  We  have  not 
yet  received  the  Act  in  such  a  shape  that 
the  Queen  in  Council  could  be  advised  to 
give  any  decision  upon  it,  either  to  carry 
it  into  operation  or  otherwise  ;  but  I  wiU 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is 
our  belief — and  that  belief  wo  mean  imme- 
diately to  communicate  to  the  Earl  of  El- 
gin— that  it  will  be  our  duty  to  leave  this 
Act  to  its  operation — that  we  shall  do  so 
in  the  confidence  that  those  instructions 
will  bo  framed  in  the  spirit  of  the  declara- 
tions which  he  himself  has  made — and 
that  therefore  wo  do  not  doubt  that  when 
these  instructions  arrive  they  will  be  such 
as  to  enable  us  to  advise  the  Queen  to 
give  Her  entire  approbation  to  the  Earl  of 
Elgin's  proceeding.  I  do  not,  therefore, 
in  any  way  mean  to  disguise  the  course 
that  we  intend  to  pursue.    I  cannot  believe 
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Buch  a  thing  —  though  it  is  within  the 
verge  of  possibility — as  that  those  instruc- 
tions should  be  quite  contrary  to  the  states 
ments  which  the  Earl  of  Elgin  has  made, 
and  the  assurances  which  ho  has  given; 
but  concluding,  according  not  only  to  all 
probability,  but  to  what  I  should  say  is 
nearly  a  moral  certainty — we  shall  be  in 
possession  before  a  very  long  time  of  the 
Act  in  a  formal  shape,  and  of  the  instruc- 
tions which  will  be  given  in  pursuance  of 
it.  Under  those  instructions  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  directions  will  be  such  as 
to  compensate  losses  caused  wantonly  and 
unjustly  during  the  course  of  the  rebellion. 
That  any  instructions  can  be  so  framed,  as 
to  prevent  any  person  who  may  have  in  any 
way  countenanced  this  rebellion  from  re- 
ceiving compensation,  without  going  to  the 
danger  and  difficulty,  and  I  may  say  the 
torture  of  new  trials  for  high  treason,  is 
what  I  confess  I  do  not  believe;  I  believe 
that  all  that  can  be  done — all  that  regard 
for  the  honour  of  this  country — all  that 
respect  for  justice — all  that  sound  judg- 
ment can  require,  will  bo  done  by  the  Earl 
of  Elgin  in  his  capacity  of  Governor  Gene- 
ral. I  have  no  reason,  from  any  partiality 
to  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  to  take  up  his  cause 
especially,  as  in  any  way  involved  in  what 
his  conduct  might  be.  We  found  the  Earl 
of  Elgin  appointed  by  Lord  Stanley  to  the 
Government  of  Jamaica;  the  despatches, 
some  of  them  produced  in  this  House, 
others  that  came  to  our  official  knowledge 
with  regard  to  his  conduct  in  Jamaica, 
struck  us  as  showing  remarkable  ability; 
as  showing  him  a  man  who,  placed  in  a 
high  and  responsible  situation,  I  think  his 
first  public  office,  at  once  seized  upon  the 
main  points  which  required  his  attention 
as  Governor,  and  directed  himself  to  the 
administration  of  that  colony  in  a  manner 
to  promote  its  welfare,  and  to  serve  the  in- 
terests of  the  Crown.  Being  struck  with 
those  marks  of  ability.  Earl  Grey  advised 
Her  Majesty  to  appoint  him  to  the  still 
more  difficult  situation  of  Governor  General 
of  Canada.  Since  he  has  been  Governor 
General  of  Canada,  I  may  say  that  every- 
thing he  has  done  has  confirmed  the  opin- 
ion diat  he  was  a  person  fit  to  bo  entrusted 
with  great  power  to  exercise  great  respon- 
sibility. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells 
me  that  the  province  of  Canada  is  not  re- 
presented by  the  votes  of  its  Legislative  As- 
sembly. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  did  not  say 
a  word  of  it.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
argaed  for  some  time  that  there  were  peti- 
tions and  addresses  showing  that,  in  fact. 


there  was  a  very  strong  opinion  on  the 
other  side,  and  that  that  might  be  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  in  Canada.  It  has  occurred 
to  me  to  argue  in  this  House,  when  parties 
have  asked  for  a  dissolution  of  Parliament 
because  this  House  carried  repeal  of  the 
com  laws,  that  this  House,  chosen  bj  the 
people  of  this  country,  was  competent  to 
perform  any  act  of  legislation,  and  that 
you  had  no  right  to  call  upon  the  Crown 
to  look  for  any  other  representatives  than 
those  whom  the  law  pointed  out  as  such. 
Still,  it  was  within  tho  power  of  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada,  if  he  had  thought  that 
the  Assembly  did  not  represent  the  people 
of  Canada — that  opinion  was  the  other 
way — that  this  Rebellion  Losses  Bill  had 
excited  so  much  indignation  and  disgust 
that  a  different  Assembly  would  be  chosen 
— it  was  perfectly  in  his  power  to  refiue 
hid  confidence  to  his  present  Ministers,  to 
change  his  Ministers,  and  to  dissolTe  the 
Assembly.  Why,  Sir,  what  reason  bad  he 
to  do  80  ?  In  the  case  to  which  I  have 
just  alluded,  we  had  unmistakeable  sym^ 
toms  with  regard  to  many  Members  of  tlus 
House,  that  their  constituents  did  not 
agree  with  them  in  the  view  they  took  of 
the  measure  then  under  consideration.  But 
with  regard  to  Canada,  I  have  examined 
— I  have  asked,  whether  any  Member  for 
Upper  Canada  has  been  called  upon  by  his 
constituents  to  resign — whether  bis  aor 
duct  has  been  disapproved  by  lam  num- 
bers of  them,  and  he  has  been  told  that  he 
has  misrepresented  them  on  account  of  his 
vote  upon  this  question,  and  I  find  nothing 
of  tho  kind.  At  least,  if  there  may  have 
been  some  single  instance,  I  find,  with  re- 
gard to  the  great  body  who  have  voted  for 
this  Bill,  that  they  seem  to  be  as  fully  in 
possession  of  the  confidence  of  their  con- 
stituents as  at  any  previous  time.  The 
opinion  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin  is»  that  if  he 
were  to  dissolve  the  Assembly  be  should 
havo  another  returned  with  the  same  ma- 
jority, and  representing  the  same  senti- 
ments; but  he  would  not  be  in  the  same 
position.  If  the  Earl  of  Elgin  were  to 
make  that  mistake,  and  to  change  his 
Ministry,  and  then  to  find  that  the  As- 
sembly adhered  to  his  present  administra- 
tion, he  would  have  caused  vast  ill-fSoeling 
and  dissension,  all  the  heats  of  a  contested 
election,  and,  in  the  end,  have  to  take 
back  tho  Ministry  he  had  rejected  for  the 
sake  of  this  measure.  At  all  events,  the 
Earl  of  Elgin,  I  think,  was  a  sufficient  judge 
of  these  matters,  and  he  has  declared  that 
that  is  not  his  intention^  that  he  baa  i 
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up  his  imnd  not  to  diBsolve  the  present  As- 
Bemblj:  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  is  willing  to  encounter  the  disappro- 
bation of  Her  Majesty  if  we  should  think 
fit  to  give  advice  to  that  effect,  and  to  sub- 
mit in  that  case  to  the  penalties  which 
would  follow  such  disapprobation.  I  have 
seen  it  written  by  a  person  indeed  who 
ought  to  be  some  authority,  that  we  might 
di&aUow  this  Act,  and  yet  give  our  full 
countenance  and  support  to  the  Earl  of 
Elgin.  The  Earl  of  Elgin,  I  believe,  would 
consider  such  a  course  out  of  the  question. 
He  would  say  that  if  this  Act  were  disal- 
lowed, he  was  unfit  for  his  situation  of  Go- 
vernor General  of  Canada.  But  I  could 
not,  as  things  at  present  stand,  so  far  as  I 
am  at  present  informed,  advise  the  Grown 
to  proceed  to  the  disallowance  of  this  Act. 
I  feel — ^I  feel  very  deeply,  the  excitement 
which  has  been  caused  by  it.  I  believe 
that  the  opponents  to  this  Bill  founded 
their  objections  on  feelings  and  arguments 
which  no  doubt  appeared  to  them  valid, 
but  that  they  have  carried  their  opposition 
to  a  point  that  has  raised  an  excitement  in 
Canada,  which  they  themselves  see  with 
great  regret.  I  observe  that  all  the  best 
of  them  speak  in  terms  of  indignation  of 
the  outrages  committed,  the  insults  offered 
to  the  Governor  General.  I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  however  much  excitement  may 
have  been  caused  by  this  Act,  these  Gen- 
tlemen, whom  I  believe  to  be  men  of  loyal 
sentiments,  some  of  whom  I  know  were 
advisers  of  former  Governors  General,  and 
comported  themselves  as  men  who  had  the 
interests  of  their  country  at  heart,  will, 
.when  this  present  excitement  shall  be 
over,  endeavour  so  to  avert  the  evil  con- 
•equoices  that  may  flow  from  it  as  to  pre- 
vent any  lasting  and  permanent  discord 
arising  in  Canada  from  this  source.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  adverted  to  the 
course  he  thinks  it  would  be  necessary  to 
take  if  it  were  a  question  between  contend- 
ing the  colony  and  sacrificing  the  honour 
of  the  Crown.  I  am  happy  to  think  that 
in  the  present  instance  no  such  choice  is 
required.  I  believe  we  shall  consult  at 
once  the  honour  of  the  Crown  and  the  in- 
terests of  Canada  by  supporting  the  Earl 
of  Elfpn  in  the  course  that  he  has  taken. 
I  trust  that  the  different  parties  in  Canada, 
whose  dissensions  are  not  of  yesterday, 
who  have  carried  on  these  bitter  contests 
fin*  many  years,  will  feel  that  whatever  im- 
perial interests  may  be  involved  in  this 
auesiion,  it  is  still  more  for  the  interest  of 
iimmdek  that  she  should  be  allowed  to  pur- 


sue her  course  of  destined  prosperity,  un- 
disturbed by  the  effects  upon  commerce, 
upon  agriculture,  upon  industry,  of  these 
violent  agitations.  Such  was  the  lesson 
which  my  lamented  Friend,  Lord  Syden- 
ham, endeavoured  to  teach  in  all  the  pro- 
vinces of  North  America.  He  always 
said — "Whatever  your  party  differences 
may  be,  you  are,  by  pushing  those  differ- 
ences to  an  extreme,  risking  the  loss  of 
that  great  social  prosperity  which  is  your 
lot  if  you  can  but  carry  on  those  differ- 
ences within  the  bounds  of  constitu- 
tional conflict  and  legal  moderation."  I 
believe  now,  if  such  is  the  course  of  the 
opposition  party  in  Canada,  if  they  do  not 
attempt  to  transfer  to  this  House  the  dif- 
ferences which  have  already  taken  place 
in  Canada,  that  Canada — ^this  question 
over — is  destined  to  see  her  prosperity 
gradually  recovered,  and,  onco  recovered, 
continually  augmented.  I  believe  her 
situation  is  such,  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Canada  need  not  envy  any  other  country 
any  institutions  it  may  enjoy.  I  believe, 
under  the  British  sceptre,  they  may  enjoy 
as  much  freedom  and  as  much  happiness  as 
can  be  the  lot  of  any  people  on  the  face  of 
the  earth.  Unhappily,  the  difference  of 
race  is  one  main  element  of  these  dissen- 
sions. It  may  be  that  hereafter  a  more 
general  federal  union,  such  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to,  may  be  the 
means,  by  admitting  other  parties,  of  dif- 
fusing over  a  greater  space  these  dissen- 
sions, and  thereby  weakening  their  force. 
But  however  that  may  be,  I  feel  upon  this 
occasion,  that,  anxious  that  this  Bill  should 
be  carried  out  in  the  spirit  avowed  by  the 
Earl  of  Elgin  and  by  one  of  his  chief  ad- 
visers— anxious  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
should  be  allowed  the  full  liberty  to  act 
according  to  his  own  views  of  what  is 
necessary  and  advantageous  to  Canada 
— I  should  be  weakening  the  authority 
of  this  country  and  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  over  Canada,  and  not  as- 
sisting but  impairing  the  honour  of  the 
Crown,  if  I  were,  by  any  distrust,  by 
any  direct  mark  of  want  of  confidence,  or, 
what  were  still  worse,  by  half-expressed 
suspicions,  to  deprive  the  Earl  of  Elgin  of 
that  support  to  which  I  think  he  is  fairly 
entitled.  I  must  leave  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  pursue  the  course  he  thinks  fit. 
I  should,  be  sorry,  indeed,  if  he  should 
think  it  necessary  by  a  mere  formal  Mo- 
tion to  test  who  those  are  in  this  House 
who  think  that  this  is  a  case  in  which,  if 
you  abide  by  responsible  government,  you 
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are  bound  to  allow  the  Act  of  the  Canadian 
legislature  to  come  into  operation,  and 
those  who  would  fetter  and  restrain  the 
liberty  of  the  province  by  disallowing  an 
Act  to  which,  as  I  think,  although  there 
may  be  much  criticism  made  upon  it,  there 
is  no  valid  and  sound  objection.  Believing 
and  trusting  that  a  straightforward  and 
direct  course  is  more  likely  to  pacify  than 
any  tampering  with  the  difficulty,  I  have 
declared  at  once  the  course  that  the  Go- 
vernment means  to  pursue. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  explanation, 
mentioned  that  since  he  spoke,  Mr.  Hinckes 
had  sent  him  a  note,  stating  that  in  two  of 
the  five  cases  he  had  referred  to,  those  of 
Malcolm  and  Hall,  the  parties  might  not 
have  been  tried,  but  they  left  the  province 
and  were  outlawed.  Malcolm  was  pardoned 
by  Lord  Sydenham,  and  Hall  by  Lord 
Metcalfe.  Mr.  Hinckes  went  on  to  say, 
that  he  did  not  mention  the  name  of  Tooke, 
but  that  Cooke  was  sentenced  to  be  hanged 
for  high  treason,  and  pardoned — one  of 
those  who  received  the  payment  which  had 
been  mentioned.  As  to  the  fourth,  Hager- 
man,  it  was  alleged  by  Mr.  Ingersoll 
that  ho  was  not  convicted.  Mr.  Hinckes 
stated  in  his  note  that  ho  thought  Hager- 
man  was  convicted,  but  at  all  events  he 
defended  a  civil  action  on  the  ground  of 
the  goods  in  question  having  been  received 
by  him  as  commissary-general  of  the 
rebels.  With  respect  to  the  fifth  case, 
that  of  Dr.  Duncombe,  it  was  explained  in 
Canada;  it  was  an  error. 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  it  would  be  un- 
pardonable in  him  to  trespass  for  any 
great  length  upon  the  House  after  what 
had  been  already  stated  in  the  debate  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  University,  and  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite ;  for  the  question  had  now  been 
brought  to  a  point  at  which  some  judgment 
might  be  formed  as  to  the  course  which  it 
would  be  most  wise  to  pursue.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  detailed  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  with  so  much  accuracy  and 
with  such  fidelity  that  it  would  be  absurd 
in  any  one  endeavouring  to  follow  him  to 
do  otherwise  than  refer  to  his  elaborate 
and  excellent  speech.  But  the  question 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  raised  had 
been  met  by  the  noble  Lord  with  anything 
but  a  logical  or  close  answer.  The  noble 
Lord  had  put  forward  a  great  number  of 
very  general,  and  some  of  them  very  cap- 
tivating, phrases,  but  had  not,  in  the 
whole  of  his  speech,  brought  the  question 
to  that  point  upon  which  the  House  must 


be.  satisfied  before  ibej  would  allow  this 
matter  to  rest  in  the   position   in  which 
it  now  stood.      The  noble   Lord   had  ia 
one  respect,  indeed,  almoat  said  enough 
to  justify  him  (Mr.  Henries)  in  clonng  at 
once  with  his  assurances  of  the  sentimentft 
and  disposition  of  the  GoYemmeni,  and 
in  leaving  the  question  without  further  op- 
position or  discussion.      The  nohle  had 
had  nearly  come  up  to  the  object  of  the 
argument  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  bat  be- 
cause he  had  not  quite  reached  the  pmnt 
which  alone  ought  to  be  satiafisctory  to  the 
House,  therefore  he  (Mr.  Heniea)  was  ob- 
liged to  continue  this  debate.     The  noble 
Lord  had  taken  great  pains  to  estaUiah 
the  fact  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
those  who  had  prosecuted  this  meaaore  in 
Canada,  or  of  the  advisers  of  the  Crown  in 
Canada,  or  of  the  Goremor  Genoa!,  to 
pay,  under  the  provisions  of  this  BilL  in- 
demnification money  to  rebds.     Upon  thst 
point  he  held  that  the  opinions  of  nis  right 
hon.  Friend  had  been  fulij  met  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  for  he  (Mr.  Herriea)  nndov 
stood  him  to  have  declared  that*  in  his 
judgment,  it  would  be  a  great  departure 
from   propriety  and   justice    that   rebels 
should  be  indemnified  for  losses  anstained 
in  a  rebellion  created  by  themaelyeSv  and 
indemnified  out  of  the  money  of  loyal  sub- 
jects.    No  doubt,  if  the  noUe  Loid  would 
carry  that  principle  into  execution,  and 
would  adopt  such  measures  for  the  purpose 
as  would  remove  all  fear  and  doubt  nprn 
the  subject  not  only  here  at  homCt  rat 
from  the  minds  of  the  loyal  inhabitants  of 
Canada,  which  had  been  so  erueDj  dis- 
turbed by  apprehensions  to  the  eontniT» 
he  would  at  once  silence  all  diacuaaion  la 
this  country,  and  allay  all  the  animonties 
and  heartburnings  in  ihe  prorinee.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  stopped  snort  of  thai;  and 
it  was  to  be  feared  that  the  noUe  Loid 
was  not  prepared  to  go  the  length  of  de- 
claring that  the  Government  waa  detar- 
mined  that  the  Act  should  not  be  camsd 
into  efiect  in  the  sense  in  which  those  wlw 
were  so  deeply  interested  in  the  matter  in 
Canada  believed  it  was  to  be  interpreted, 
and  believed  also  that  without  some  na- 
cial  interposition  of  the  GoTenunentin  ttis 
country,  or  of  the  legislature  in  Canada. 
it  must  invariably,  consistently  with  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  the  Act  itaelt  be 
carried   into    execution.      That  vaa  the 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of    Her   Majesty's    Goverament 
The  whole    of   the    latter  part   cf  the 
speech  of  tho  noble  Lord  waa 
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to  conTbj  a  difierent  opitiiod.  It  went 
to  impress  in  the  strongest  manner 
upon  the  minds  of  Members,  the  convic- 
iion  that  those  persons  were  wrong  who 
entertained  the  belief  that  under  this 
•Bill  the  persons  who  were  themselTOs  con- 
eemed  in  the  rebellion  were  to  recei?e  in- 
demnification for  their  losses.  Yet,  look- 
ing at  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  seemed 
to  foUoWy  as  of  the  strictest  necessity,  that 
all  persons  haying  sustained  losses  during 
the  rebellion  under  the  circumstances 
iherein  described,  who  could  not  be  in- 
cluded within  the  category  of  exceptions 
specified  in  the  preamble  to  the  Bill — that 
18  to  saj,  "  who  had  neither  been  convicted 
of  treason  nor  committed  to  jail,  or  trans- 
ported after  having  submitted  themselves 
to  justice  " — would  by  virtue  of  the  Act 
be  entitled  to  compensation,  whether  en- 
gaged in  the  rebellion  or  not.  Upon  this 
Tery  material  point — rendered  especially 
0O  by  i!b»  opinions  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord — ^he  would  take  the  liberty  of  ad- 
dressing himself  more  particularly  to  the 
Attorney  General,  as  the  principal  law 
officer  of  the  Crown,  who  had  no  doubt 
earefolly  perused  the  Act  and  the  papers 
eonnected  with  it,  and  he  would  appeal  to 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  de- 
elare^  whether  if  the  Act  were  left  in  its 
mresent  shape  to  pass  into  execution — and 
oe  doubted  the  authority  of  the  Crown  to 
modify,  although  it  might  altogether  refuse 
its  assent  to  the  Act — any  power  would 
exist  to  put  any  other  construction  upon 
the  principle  by  which  the  distribution  of 
the  indemnity  money  was  to  be  governed. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  further  com- 
munications from  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
mi|^t  be  expected,  and  some  account 
of  the  instructions  he  intended  to  give 
:to  the  commissioners  who  were  to  carry 
the  Act  into  effect.  He  (Mr.  Ber- 
ries) believed  that,  under  the  Act,  the 
Governor  General  had  no  such  instructions 
to  give ;  and  that  was  the  point  to  which 
lie  desired  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
lion,  and  learned  Attorney  General,  for  he 
tfaooght  that  the  Governor  General  could 
not,  by  any  instructions,  vary  the  strict 
directions  of  the  Act.  It  appeared,  no 
doubt,  to  be  the  desire  of  the  noble  Lord 
•i  the  head  of  the  Government  that 
the  instructions  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
should  be  of  a  kind  to  prevent  the 
arolication  of  the  Act  in  that  sense  in 
which  those  who  had  been  so  much  exas- 
perated in  Canada  did  believe  that  it  must 
ie^  carried  into  effect.    This  was  a  point  of 


the  utmost  importance.  There  had  been 
an  attempt  to  answer  some  few  details  in 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  which 
were  comparatively  insignificant,  and  into 
these  he  would  not  go.  But  the  main 
question  was  one  of  the  gravest  and  most 
difficult  which,  perhaps,  the  House  had 
ever  been  called  upon  to  decide.  It  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  this — whether 
they  would  permit,  under  an  Act  con- 
cerning the  intentions  of  which  there  ex- 
isted this  difference  of  opinion,  a  measure  to 
be  carried  into  effect,  which,  if  strictly  ad- 
ministered, would,  he  was  confident,  strike 
at  the  very  foundations  of  all  good  govern- 
ment. It  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  this 
— whether  they  would  deliberately  approve 
of  a  principle  which  was  calculated  to  sever 
all  the  bonds  of  political  allegiance,  and  to 
stifle  every  feeling  of  loyalty  and  attach- 
ment to  Government  in  any  community? 
It  was  this — that  those  persons  who  had 
been  engaged  in  a  rebellion  should  at  the 
end  of  a  certain  period — it  mattered  not 
how  long — notwithstanding  their  participa- 
tion in  it,  receive  indemnification  at  the 
hands  of  those  who  had  been  engaged  in 
suppressing  that  rebellion.  If  they  suffered 
this,  how  could  they  expect  to  allay  the 
animosities  and  heartburnings  which  had 
prevailed  ?  Did  they  expect  they  were  so 
to  be  stopped  ?  Did  they  expect  that  loyal 
men  who  had  made  enormous  sacrifices  and 
exertions  to  uphold  the  power  of  the  Crown, 
would  have  their  loyalty  confirmed  by  seeing 
others  rewarded  whose  rebellion  and  trea- 
chery had  only  been  successfully  opposed 
and  frustrated  by  those  exertions  and 
sacrifices  ?  So  far  from  it,  they  would 
be  laying  the  foundation  for  perpetual 
and  enduring  differences.  The  noble  Lord 
would  permit  him  to  call  his  attention 
to  the  absurdity — he  used  the  word  in 
its  logical  relation,  and  of  course  not 
personally  to  the  noble  Lord — to  the  ab- 
surdity of  his  argument  on  this  subject. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  "  We  do  not  intend 
that  rebels  shall  be  paid.*'  That  was  one 
of  the  noble  Lord's  propositions,  and  he 
seemed  perfectly  conclusive  upon  it.  But 
he  said,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  would  be 
monstrous  to  attempt  to  investigate  or  try 
who  was  and  who  was  not  a  rebel  in  1837 
and  1838.  How,  then,  without  any  exami- 
nation, would  the  noble  Lord  avoid  pay- 
ment to  rebels  ?  There  was  now  on  the 
table  of  the  House  a  long  list  of  claimants 
for  indemnification,  and  among  these  ap- 
peared the  names  of  a  great  number  of 
persons  notoriously  concerned  in  the  rebel- 
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lion;  many  of  them  avowedly  upon  the 
very  face  of  the  document  having  been  in 
prison  for  the  share  which  they  took  in  it. 
Were  the  claims  of  these  persons  to  be  ad- 
mitted ?  According  to  the  noble  Lord 
they  were  not;  but  according  to  the  plain 
wording  of  the  Act  they  could  not  be  re- 
jected, if  the  facts  alleged  were  substan- 
tiated, and  the  parties  did  not  come  within 
the  exceptions  of  the  statute.  But  sup- 
posing the  view  taken  by  the  noble  Lord 
to  be  correct,  a  very  little  consideration 
would  satisfy  the  House  that  to  carry  into 
effect  the  avowed  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, some  inquiry  must  be  entered  upon, 
and  it  must  be  decided  by  investigation  who 
was  and  who  was  not  a  rebel  in  1837  and 
1838.  An  assembly  like  that  must  not  be 
told  that  it  was  out  of  human  power  to 
make  these  discoveries  and  discriminations. 
It  was  clear,  if  it  was  to  be  decided  that 
certain  persons  were  not  to  be  admitted, 
such  investigations  must  bo  entered  upon, 
and  such  distinctions  made.  Suppose  a 
man  had  been  in  prison,  but  not  convicted. 
According  to  his  (Mr.  lierries*)  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Act,  that  man  would  have  a 
title  to  indemnification  just  as  much  as  the 
most  loyal  subject.  In  what  way,  then, 
did  the  Government  intend  to  meet  that 
difficulty?  He  was  far  from  being  dis- 
posed to  cast  blame  upon  the  Earl  of  Elgin, 
or  to  enter  into  any  of  thoso  animosities, 
divisions,  and  heats,  which  had  prevailed 
in  Canada,  or  to  augment  them  by  any 
word  from  him.  But  this  much  he  would 
say,  notwithstanding  some  undue  imputa* 
tions  which  had  been  cast  abroad,  that 
there  had  prevailed  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  since  the  first  time  they 
had  been  alarmed  by  information  received 
from  Canada,  a  most  cautious  forbearance 
from  any  expression  of  opinion,  one  way  or 
the  other,  which  might  have  been  con- 
strued into  a  disposition  to  promote  any  of 
those  party  feelings.  But  now  ho  was 
prepared  to  state  his  belief  that  the  great 
blame  of  all  that  had  occurred  in  Canada 
rested  not  upon  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  but  upon 
the  shoulders  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  looked  to  the  dates.  Ho  found 
that  early  in  February  the  resolutions  upon 
which  this  Bill  was  founded  had  been  in- 
troduced in  the  Canadian  legislature.  In 
the  course  of  the  discussions  which  took 

C)  on  those  resolutions,  motions  had 
made  and  divisions  had  taken  place 
'^  which  the  points  now  at  issue  had  been 
iy  and  fuUy  mooted,  and  contested  be- 
ll the  opposite  parties.      These  had 


clearly  exhibited  the  grcnindfl  and  tiie  ex- 
tent of  the  deplorable  irritfttioii  whidi  the 
measure  had  given  rise  to.  Abcmt  the  19th 
or  20th  of  March  information  of  tkeae  pro- 
ceedings was  received  in  this  connttr.  He 
asked,  then,  what  was  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  upon  the  receipt 
of  that  first  intelligence  of  the  intro- 
duction of  this  measure,  of  the  effeet  it  had 
produced,  and  of  the  conteqneneeB  that 
were  likely  to  ensue  ?  What  was  the 
course  a  considerate  and  prudent  6ov«ii- 
ment  would  have  adopted  nnder  these  cir- 
cumstances? The  noble  Lord  opponte 
prided  himself,  and  the  noble  Earl  at  tiie 
head  of  the  Colonial  Government  prided 
himself,  in  an  especial  manner,  npon  hav- 
ing used  no  interference;  and  the  noUe 
Lord  dwelt  upon  the  merits  of  the  Sari  ni 
Elgin  in  carrying  ont,  without  advice  or 
direotion,  and  entirely  nncontroliedt  thii 
measure  of  which  information  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Government  here  in  Man^ 
It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Herries),  that  the 
first  duty  of  a  Government,  npon  reoehriDg 
such  information  as  that — ^information  of  a 
measure  teeming  with  danger  to  the  peace 
of  the  province  of  Canada — ^would  havebeea 
to  give  distinct  advice  and  reoommendatumi 
to  the  noble  Earl  entrusted  with  the  govem- 
ment  of  that  province.  If  the  Gofefnment 
had  been  of  opinion  that  it  was  wise  to 
persevere  in  a  scheme  which  manifestly  «t 
the  face  of  it  led  to  the  compensation  of 
rebels — if  they  had  been  of  opinion  that 
there  was  no  mischief  in  that  determi^ 
nation,  they  would  have  been  right  in  genag 
their  advice  to  the  Earl  of  Elgin  to  con- 
tinue in  the  course  which  had  heen  adopted. 
But  if  they  held  the  other  opinion — whMi 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lardy  it 
was  now  known  they  did  —  tiiat  swdi  a 
course  was  not  wise,  but  that  it  was  ad- 
visable to  do  exactly  the  oontrarj,  tlioa 
was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Government 
forthwith  to  have  warned  the  Eari  of 
Elgin  so  to  modify  the  Bill,  or  through  hit 
council  to  consent  to  such  modification  of 
that  Bill,  as  to  remove  all  possible  mis- 
construction and  objections  on  the  part 
of  those  who  were  opposed  to  it?  If 
the  most  influential  or  those  who  had 
opposed  the  measure  had  received  the  as> 
surance  that  rebels  were  not  to  reedvt 
compensation,  they  would  have  been  per- 
fectly satisfied.  No  mistake  waa  so 
great  as  to  represent  those  persona  as  op» 
posed  to  compensation.  Compenialion 
and  indemnity  they  were  wilfing  to  grant 
cheerfully,  and  to  pay  their  ihare  of  tho 
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burden.  Their  objeetion  was  to  that  which 
it  now  appeared  the  nohle  Lord  himself 
objected  to — ^namely,  that  this  Bill  should 
be  made  applicable  to  the  oases  of  those 
against  whom  they  had  stood  opposed  in 
arms  at  the  time  of  the  rehellion.  Those 
persona  were  entitled  to  have  received  such 
aasnranees.  Coold  the  Governor  General, 
or  oonld  the  Government  in  this  country, 
by  issning  any  instructions  or  making  any 
arrangement  through  the  commissioners, 
now  alter  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  so  as 
to  m^e  it  appHcable  only  to  loyal  persons, 
and  those  who  had  not  been  engaged  in 
the  rebellion?  The  disposition  of  the 
GoTemment  was  evidently  to  effect  some 
aucb  modification  in  the  operation  of 
the  Act,  and  thereby  to  obviate  those 
consequences  which  appeared  to  be  in- 
evitable if  the  plain  and  literal  construc- 
tion of  its  provisions  were  adhered  to. 
Snob  being  the  contradiction  between  these 
enaotmenta  of  the  Colonial  Assembly,  and 
the  views  and  intentions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
he  (Mr.  Henries)  was  at  a  loss  to  see  how 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  escape 
from  the  dUemma  in  which  they  were 
placed.  Did  they  stand  by  the  existing 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  express  them- 
selves satisfied  to  abide  by  it?  No;  they 
professed  to  rely  upon  the  further  steps  to 
be  taken  by  Lord  Elgin,  whereby  the  Act 
might  be  subjected  to  some  material 
changes  in  its  operation.  Now,  if  the 
Government  would  say  that  such  being 
their  expectation  they  would*  take  care  to 
mweri  the  obnoxious  consequences  of  the 
measure  by  instructions  to  that  effect  ad- 
dressed to  the  Colonial  Government — he 
laids  if  they  would  come  forward  now  and 
make  such  a  declaration  as  that — they 
would  allay  the  animosity  which  now  pre- 
vailed in  the  provinces,  and  remove  the 
doubt  and  anxiety  which  were  felt  at  home. 
But  no;  what  from  the  ill-advised  conduct 
cf  the  Canadian  Government  in  introducing 
the  Bill,  and  what  from  their  obstinate 
refusal  to  give  any  satisfactory  answer  to 
the  four  or  five  questions  which  hod  been 
I»iit  to  them  on  this  point — a  point,  above 
aH  others,  on  which  they  ought  to  be  ex- 
plieit — this  House  and  the  country  must 
■till  be  in  difliculty  to  understand  the  course 
the  Government  at  home  meant  to  pursue. 
It  was  true  that  when  the  Bill  had  passed, 
the  authorities  in  the  colony  said  they  did  not 
mean  to  apply  the  indemnity  to  the  rebels. 
The  speeoli  oi  M.  Caron,  the  president  of 
llie  Legislative  Council,  when  the  Bill  had 
i,  distinctly  declared  that  his  col- 


leagues were  opposed  to  the  thought  of 
remunerating  rebels.  But  that  was  too 
late.  During  the  progress  of  the  Bill  they 
obstinately  refused  to  give  any  satisfaction, 
or  to  offer  such  a  definition  of  the  word 
rebels  as  would  show  the  party  opposed  to 
the  measure  that  the  construction  they  put 
upon  the  preamble  might  be  avoided.  Ad- 
verting to  the  attempts  which  had  been 
made  to  justify  the  Act  upon  the  ground 
of  precedent,  ho  maintained  that  every 
argument  used  to  show  that  it  was  con- 
formable to  former  measures  introduced 
by  the  Canadian  Government,  had  failed; 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  had  already  made 
that  case  too  clear  to  require  again  to  be 
exposed.  Nothing  could  be  more  different 
than  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  from  those 
of  former  Bills  passed  by  the  Legislature, 
either  of  Upper  or  of  Lower  Canada.  The 
first  which  was  passed  by  the  Legislature 
of  Lower  Canada,  was  distinctly  confined 
in  its  operations  to  loyal  subjects,  the  word 
loyal  being  sedulously  employed  to  prevent 
any  misconception  on  that  point.  The 
Bills  passed  in  Upper  Canada  were  formed 
in  the  same  spirit;  the  same  words  were 
used  by  Lord  Metcalfe,  and  the  last  docu- 
ment which  emanated  from  him  upon  the 
subject;  and  it  was  not  till  after  the  Ad- 
ministration of  Lord  Metcalfe  had  termi- 
nated that  the  new  phraseology  was  in- 
troduced which  had  thrown  so  much  doubt 
upon  the  language  of  this  Act.  But,  how- 
ever, this  was  clear,  that  all  satisfaction 
was  steadily  refused  throughout  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  in  Canada;  and  when  the 
Earl  of  Elgin  expressed  in  such  strong 
terms  as  had  been  quoted  by  the  noble 
Lord  his  abhorrence  of  the  supposition 
that  rebels  should  be  remunerated,  the  Bill 
had  passed,  and  he  did  not  point  out  in 
what  way  he  proposed  to  avoid  the  conse- 
quences of  its  positive  provisions.  He, 
therefore,  should  put  it  to  the  Government, 
and  he  should  expect  an  explicit  answer 
from  some  Gentleman,  how  they  would  be 
able  to  avoid  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ? 
He  (Mr.  Herrics)  had  had  the  opportunity 
of  consulting  some  very  eminent  and  ex- 
perienced lawyers  upon  the  construction  of 
tbe  Act;  and  he  said,  upon  their  authority, 
he  was  confident  the  Government  could  not 
avoid  the  operation  of  the  Bill  by  instruc- 
tions applied,  either  here  or  in  Canada, 
and  that  they  could  not  hope  to  escape  the 
payment  of  the  rebels  by  any  administrative 
directions  in  Canada — tbe  means  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
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It  upon  mmi-eii  :o  zxiu..:  tUl-ii  «  i'.w:..a: 
and  he  'vuuid  "Tivi'idt:  v  -^i'jziiir.zir  j 
the  House  in  Aidre??.  "mv:u:;  "£^r  M^- 
jestv  ".vnuid  'e  ^r:iL!».»usi'"  -icia^-i  "J  t::z- 
liuld  'ler  Aoy;u  la^cui  :y  Jii  >-■.:  -a-ai^ju  'y 
I  ho  <\iiiadiau  Loi;«&iaL-.:r».*.  v  n.'vi.ie  z- 
demiiihcaciuii  :or ■u^i^.s .si;s;a;zr;«i  .v  •'»er?<.n* 
in  Lower  Canada,  r'n'm  :i:e  "^-'.-tiliuu  z  1?  T 
and  1^.!>S.  imioss  litr  M:ii'-->iv  siail  vceivr* 
a  satitftacturv  a^urauce  '.nac  !«.•  'tr^in  tiiu 
has  boon  ouica^ed  :n  .tlditj;;  .'i-  .ictft:z:£  :he 
rebellion  should  be  MoniiLtit'd  -o  •»urt:c!paie 
in  the  Indenuiiticacion.  lie  riiilv  rM'ie*! 
un  the  sincerity  ot  :he  iecianiiiL'u  jf  :he 
noble  Lunl,  chac  it  was  n^itii^r  :ae  wiah 
nor  the  inteution  ot'  Her  Majesty  >  G»»- 
vernnieni  that  any  oc  :uo:k.'  -mantes  should 
participate  in  this  -udcinuiiicatiun :  buc 
thereupon  arose  the  nucscion — in  what 
manner  could  ihev  now  be<c  pnjceed  in 
onU'r  to  prevent  it  ^  No  course  appeared 
to  him  to  be  so  eifcctual  as  that  which  he 
wart  about  to  propose.  If  :ho  execution 
of  the  Act  were  suspended  by  the  interpo- 
sition of  the  Crown,  uo  material  diificultj 
would  arise  in  establishiu|^  distinctions 
under  a  more  wise  and  explanatory  statute, 
whereby  indemnity  would  be  withholden 
from  rebels.  Among  the  long  list  of 
claim  ft  already  put  forward  under  the  pro- 
viHions  of  this  Act,  there  was  a  very  great 
number  concerning  whom,  upon  the  face 
of  the  documents  now  before  the  House, 
then;  wa8  ample  evidence  that  they  ought 
to  bu  excluded  from  all  participation  in  it. 
For  inntanco,  to  illustrate  this,  it  ap- 
pcAHMl  that  Bonio  800  persons,  and  up- 
wnnN.  wero  imprisoned  for  aiding  in  the 
rrholliiMi.  Sir  John  (/olborno  wrote  home, 
Btntmiui:  Uml  moRt  of  thcMP  were  taken  with 
<  iin  in  thiMi'  hnndi*.  TIiomi*  iMM'MonH  wore 
{poneil:  nil  oC  thoin  eould  be  identitied; 


---3   zazvened  that  of  this  number 
:z:jr?  man.  400  appeared  on  the  list 
iiicj^zz  mder  the  commiBsion,  the 
I  -ntHT  zames  being  detailed  in  the 
.«'-r-  ihe  Hooae.     Thej  were  ill 
ames  'j  :iie  rebellion,  and  some  70  or  80 
:    zsdn  ^rre  -.■onvicted  bj  eonrtB-mirtiiL 
J.    jj±  j^snbie  opinion,    die    noble   Lon! 
-Ill  -^siu^^  :he  doubt  suggested  by  his 
*.^zi  ion.  Friend  as  to  the  constniction  to 
e   -Ti:    icon  diese  sentences  by  courts- 
-zarna^:    kzni  oe  considered  that  thej  nniBt 
e  uimi~eti  :o  be  legal  conTictions  within 
-ze    zieai::!:;^  of  the    Act.       Bat  setdng 
^fiide  Txiese  .*a£es  of  actual  con^ctimi,  im 
■zose   u*».  who.  by  the  terms  of  the  Act, 
«^r?    rxeioded  as  having  submitted  them- 
•ci-nu  'Q  justice,  or  having  been  transport- 
-•i — ^;zie  xTen  or  eight  rndiyiduals  oidy— 
-he  -?!zaizder  ■>!  these  800  rebels  were  in- 
•:iii'i  z  :iie  isr.  [Mr.  Hawes  :  Of  dsim- 
iii'i    '    Aje.  zoc  onlj  of  claimants,  but  of 
*a^d  :iamuuit3.  as  he  ( Mr.  Henies)  assert- 
A:  md  !ie  ^raaid  challenge  the  hon.  Gen- 
-leman  to  siiow  npon  what  possible  growai 
vTiiiin  :ae  :erms  of  the  Act,  the  iDdemni- 
zeatiun  ^xild  be  refused  to  them.    TWi 
pome  wa&  rendered  more  dear  and  conelo- 
iive  by  :he  papers  tardily  produced,  after 
7«ineaced  applications,  bj  the  noble  Lord, 
showimr  the  proceedings  of  the  Cansdisn 
A^sembLy  m  Committee  on  the  xesolutioni 
for  uie  6ul.     From  these  it  appeared,  that 
:he  special  exceptions  from  all  claim  to  m- 
■iemnity  were  not  contained  in  the  origi- 
zal   resolutions.     Thej  were   introduced, 
at^er  much  discussion,  as  an  Amendment, 
and  they  manifestly  hod  the  effect  of  posi- 
tively extending,  to  all  parties  not  specifi- 
cally^ thereby  excepted,    the    unrestricted 
benefits  of  the  indemnity  granted  bj  the 
Act.     He  again  had  to  express  thehme 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  give  them  the 
assurance  that  means  would  be  taken  to 
avoid  the  evil  which  he  had  pointed  oat, 
and  which  would  naturally  follow  from  the 
unmodified  operations  of  the  Act.     If  such 
should  not  be  the  case,  he  would  moTe— 

"  To  leave  out  firom  tho  word  <  That'  to  thv 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word^ 
'an  bumble  Address  bo  presented  to  Iltf  Ms- 
jesly,  humbly  to  pray  that  Her  M^'esty  will  bt 
pleased  to  withhold  the  Royal  Assent  to  an  Act 
of  the  Canadian  LegisUture,  mtitnled,  "  An  Act 
to  proTidc  for  the  indemnification  of  peraou  in 
Lower  Canada,  whose  property  was  destrojed 
during  the  rebellion  in  1837  and  1638,**  without, 
and  until,  Her  Majesty  shall  hare  neeived  si- 
tisfoctory  assurance  that  no  petsons  engaged  ni| 
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or  haTing  aided  or  abetted,  that  unnatural  rebel- 
lion, ihall  be  admitted  to  participate  in  the  in- 
demniiksation  bo  to  be  granted.'  " 

Mb.  B.  COCHRANE  rose  to  second  the 
Amendment,  and,  in  doing  so,  he  could 
not  help  caUing  attention  to  who  were  the 
parties  forming  the  council  of  the  Earl  of 
Blgin.  Looking  hack  to  the  years  1837-38, 
be  found  that  some  of  those  parties  hold- 
ing high  office  had  been  accused  of  trea- 
son, or  had  been  compelled  to  leave  the 
oountiy  for  fear  of  being  charged  with 
treason.  [Mr.  Roebuck:  Hear,  hear!] 
Among  those,  he  found  that  Mr.  Baldwin, 
the  present  Attorney  General,  and  M. 
Lafontaine,  the  Solicitor  General,  had 
been  compelled  to  leave  the  country.  He 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield,  who  no  doubt  remembered  the 
names  of  all  those  who  had  been  brought 
into  office  to  the  prejudice  of  the  loyal  in- 
habitants, if  that  were  not  the  case  ?  No 
doubt  he  would  remember  the  case  of  M. 
Oirouard,  as  he  believed  it  was  a  relation 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
received  a  reward  of  5002.  for  arresting 
him.  Tet  that  person  afterwards  got  up 
in  the  House  of  Assembly  and  praised  M. 
Gironard,  who  was  made  a  Commissioner 
of  Crown  Lands  ;  and  when  Sir  Alan 
M*Nab  asked  him  whether  he  had  not  re- 
eeired  500L  for  the  arrest  of  that  person, 
he  replied,  "  Tes,  he  had ;  but  he  had 
changed  his  opinion  with  respect  to  him." 
He  asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
whether  this  party  was  not  a  relation  of 
his  f  He  paused  for  a  reply.  [Mr.  Roe- 
bvck:  I  inll  answer  you.J  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
nuui  woold  answer  him  with  the  same 
frankness  with  which  he  used  to  come  to 
the  House  and  defend  the  rebels  of 
Canada.  He  would  read  to  them  the 
names  of  parties  connected  with  the  affair 
of  1838,  who  now  held  office :  there  were 
Mr.  Baldwin,  Attorney  General ;  M.  La- 
fontaine, Solicitor  General ;  M.  Yalliere, 
Chief  Justice  of  Montreal ;  and  a  brother 
of  M«  Papineau,  a  Commissioner  of  Crown 
Lands,  and  his  son  received  an  appoint- 
ment of  1,000Z.  a  year.  Nay,  more,  one 
gentleman  had  a  good  appointment  given 
to  him,  but  when  it  reached  Canada  it  was 
found  that  he  had  been  hanged  for  trea- 
son !  He  was  not  advocating  the  cause  of 
anj  particular  party,  but  he  must  say  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment forgot  their  friends,  and  made  the 
lojal  inhabitants  feel  that  the  only  result 


of  respecting  the  authority  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  overlooked,  while  places 
were  found  for  those  men  who  had  acted 
against  the  loyal  inhabitants  and  the  Im- 
perial Government.  He  was  sorry  to  have 
to  state  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin  had,  on 
three  different  occasions,  advocated  mea- 
sures which  he  (Mr.  Cochrane)  considered 
most  pernicious.  The  first  of  these  mea- 
sures was  one  totally  uncalled  for,  and  had 
been  rejected  by  the  Assembly — namely, 
to  increase  the  number  from  84  to  150. 
The  next  thing  of  which  he  complained 
was  one  equally  uncalled  for — the  bringing 
back  to  Canada  of  that  arch-traitor  Mac- 
kenzie. He  went  back,  and  stated  that 
he  did  so  with  the  approval  of  the  Gover- 
nor, of  the  Crown,  and  of  the  Assembly  ; 
but  such  was  the  feeling  in  the  colony 
against  him,  that  he  was  compelled  to 
leave  it  again.  The  third  measure  of 
which  he  complained  was  the  one  they 
were  then  discussing,  and  which  had  been 
brought  in  by  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  under  the 
advice  of  Mr.  Baldwin  and  M.  Lafontaine; 
and  he  (Mr.  Cochrane)  deeply  regretted 
that  he  had  done  so.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect to  have  peace  and  tranquillity  in 
Canada,  if  they  carried  on  their  business 
in  the  way  it  had  been — in  fact,  it  could 
only  lead  to  disaffection.  The  inhabitants 
looked  to  the  mother  country,  and  they 
could  not  expect  quiet  when  they  saw  that 
rebellion  was  at  a  premium  —  that  the 
only  way  to  succeed  in  life  was  to  be  a 
rebel.  They  were,  in  fact,  acting  upon  a 
policy  which  would  not  leave  a  loyal  man 
in  the  country. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  roebuck  :  Sir,  I  thought  that 
we  were  about  to  discuss  this  question  in 
that  calm,  considerate,  and  honourable 
style  which  usually  distinguishes  Gentle- 
men in  this  House.  ["Order,  order!"] 
Oh,  I  can't  for  an  instant  suppose  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House  does  not  classify  himself  as  one  of 
the  order  to  which  I  have  alluded.  I  had 
hoped  that  the  spirit  in  which  we  were  to 
discuss  this  matter,  was  that  which  dis- 
tinguishes honourable  men  acting  as  oppo- 
nents in  political  life.  I  supposed,  that 
when  treating  a  subject  of  this  sort,  that 
if  a  man  were  to  be  accused,  it  would 
be  for  his  own  acts — that  if  I  were  to 
be  accused,  it  would  be  for  my  own 
acts — the  acts  for  which,  and  for  which 
only,    I  am    responsible  —  not    for    the 
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acts  of  other  persons  living  3,000  miles 
awajy  and  whom  it  is  not  my  duty  to 
blame,  inasmuch  as  they  are  not  now  in 
existence.  What  have  I  to  do  with  what 
my  friends  have  done  ?  Have  I  done 
aught  that  any  man  m  this  House — in  this 
country — that  any  man  anywhere,  can  dare 
to  tax  with  being  infamous,  or  even  dis- 
honourable ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bridport  has  said  that  I  came 
to  the  bar  of  this  House  to  defend  rebels. 
That  is  not  a  true  statement.  ['*  Oh, 
oh  !*'  and  **  Chair,  chair !  *']  I  repeat  it- 
it  is  not  true.  I  came  here  on  a  petition 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  signed  with  my 
name  as  the  authorised  agent  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  and  I  ap- 
peared at  the  bar  to  argue,  in  the  charac- 
ter of  their  agent,  against  a  particular  Bill 
then  lying  on  the  table  of  the  House — a 
Bill  which  went  to  destroy  the  constitution 
of  which  that  assembly  formed  a  part. 
The  persons  I  represented  constituted  the 
House  of  Assembly.  I  represented  them ; 
and  I  say  that  it  is  not  true  to  state  that 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
were  at  all,  or  at  any  time,  rebels.  Sup- 
pose that  there  were  some  rebels.  [**  Hear, 
hear !  **]  What !  Have  we  not  been  called 
on  in  this  very  assembly,  a  few  days  ago, 
to  issue  a  writ  in  place  of  a  person  whom  I 
don't  wish  to  oppress  now  that  he  is  a  fallen 
man,  but  of  whom  I  may  surely  say  that 
he  is  a  convicted  rebel,  and  that  he  was 
turned  out  of  the  House.  [Mr.  B.  Coch- 
rane: Expelled.]  No,  he  was  not  ex- 
pelled ;  but  does  that  fact  affect  the  cha- 
racter of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Grant 
tliat  there  was  a  Member  guilty  of  high 
treason;  would  any  person  representing 
this  House  be  considered  as  being  the  ad- 
vocate of  rebels,  because  Mr.  S.  O'Brien 
has  been  convicted  of  high  treason?  I 
appeared  at  that  bar  as  the  representative 
of  the  body  I  have  named,  and  I  will  re- 
peat now  what  I  said  then,  that  all  their 
acts  were  not  only  legal,  but  that  they 
were  distinguished  by  peculiar  prudence, 
care,  and  reverence  for  constitutional  law. 
Yes,  not  an  act  of  theirs  was  impeached  on 
any  ground  which  could  touch  them.  Their 
demands  were  constitutional  and  prudent, 
and  they  were  such  that  every  one  of  them 
has  since  been  conceded.  They  demanded 
of  the  House  the  power  to  regulate  their 
own  concerns,  the  power  to  determine  on 
their  own  taxation,  and  the  mode  of  appro- 
priating their  own  money;  and  I  repeat, 
that  every  demand  which  tliey  made,  with 
the  exception  of  the  constitution  of  the  Le- 


gislative Aflsembly,  was  granted  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  challenge  cavil  or 
question  of  this  statement.  And  now  I 
have  a  right  to  ask  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  on  what  auihoritj  he  chooaes  to 
say  that  I  was  the  advocate  of  reheb  %  I 
have  a  character  to  maintain  aa  well  as 
he  has.  It  is  as  dear  to  me  as  his 
can  be  to  him.  What  is  mine  I  made; 
I  owe  nothing  to  any  man ;  and  what  I 
made  I  vindicate.  To  say  that  I  have 
been  an  advocate  of  rebela  !  Whj,  Sir,  in 
the  strongest  words  which  I  can  here  me 
— words  not  so  strong  as  to  mfiinge  upon 
your  rules;  for  I  will  take  care  not  to  be 
called  to  order  by  yon.  Sir,  becanae  I  re- 
spect you  and  the  House — hnt  in  the 
strongest  way,  and  with  a  much  deeper 
feeling  at  bottom  than  the  mere  ezpret- 
sions  ordinarily  imply,  I  deny  the  tnrth  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  assertion.  Nay, 
more,  I  would  say,  had  that  assertiiA  not 
been  uttered  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
[**  Chair,  chaur ! "]  No,  I  am  not  jet  oat 
of  order.  Had  that  assertion  been  nttend 
by  any  man  not  clothed  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is,  with  the  protection  of  the  Honae 
—[Cries  of  "  Oh.  oh !"  drawMd  the  re- 
mainder of  the  sentence].  The  discrimina- 
tion of  hon.  Members  is  far  too  nice,  I 
say.  Here  you  listen  to  my  eharaeter 
being  assailed ;  but  yon  have  not  the  can- 
dour to  hear  the  accusation  characterised 
by  those  terms  which  are  and  ought  to  be 
applied  to  an  imputation  which  is  not  tme. 
[*'  Oh,  oh  2 "]  I  repeat,  the  impotation  is 
not  true.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  male 
a  statement  without  first  looking  for  proper 
evidence  to  support  it.  He  onght  to  lia?e 
looked  for  that  evidence.  It  is  a  orimiasl 
proceeding  to  make  charges  against  any 
man's  honest  character,  without  suffident 
inquiry  into  the  evidence;  and  I  dism 
the  hon.  Gentleman  with  not  having  mside 
that  inquiry.  And  now  I  am  going  to  si^ 
gue  the  question.  It  is  one  in  which  I 
feel  deeply.  I  long  represented  a  hrgb 
body  of  the  people  of  Canada.  I  hare  seen 
the  principles  which,  as  such,  I  advociMed, 
gradually  find  their  way  in  this  and  the 
other  House.  The  people  of  Canada  are 
now  enjoying  the  constitution  which  I 
asked  for  them  at  that  bar.  How  ^  this 
come  about  ?  A  noble  Lord  was  conunis- 
sioned  by  Her  Majesty  to  make  inquiries 
into  the  state  of  the  Canadian  Govemmenti 
He  wrote,  in  a  report,  which  has  sinoe  he- 
come  celebrated,  of  ''  responsiUe  goreni- 
mcnt.'*  That  meant  that  the  proeeedings 
of  the  Canadian  Administntion  shoold  be 
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Bnljeet  to  the  approval  of  tlie  majority  of 
the  Hoofle  of  ABsemblj.  Tou  passed  here 
an  Act  bj  which  you  united  Upper  and 
Lower  Canada,  hoping  thereby  to  avoid 
eertam  difficulties  which  you  feared  from 
differenoes  of  race.  Well,  lately  an  Act 
of  the  Canadian  Parliament  was  passed, 
which  goes  to  this :  Certain  losses  have  been 
sustained  by  the  inhabitants  of  that  coun- 
try. These  losses  were  incurred  in  an 
open  rebellion  of  a  certain  portion  of  the 
population  against  the  Government  of  this 
country.  The  losses  fell  alike  upon  the 
innocent  and  upon  the  guilty.  In  Canada 
there  was  no  means  of  obtaining  compensa- 
tion for  those  losses  save  by  applying  to 
the  House  of  Assembly.  Such  an  appli- 
cation was  made,  and  the  colonial  parlia- 
ment decided  that  compensation  should  be 
granted  to  persons  who  had  suffered  certain 
losses.  That  Act,  in  my  opinion,  does  not 
go  far  enough.  And  here  1  may,  while  I 
flunk  of  it,  answer  a  question  put  to  me 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He 
asked  whether  any  instructions  given  by 
the  Governor  General  to  the  commissioners 
would  aher  the  operation  of  this  Act  of  the 
colonial  Parliament?  I  reply  **  No."  But 
what  are  the  regulations  laid  down  by  the 
Act  ?  Certain  persons  have  suffered  losses. 
First,  the  Act  describes  the  species  of 
losses  which  it  contemplates,  and  then 
points  out  certain  persons  eo  nonHne  who 
are  not  to  be  compensated.  But,  as  I  said, 
the  general  terms  do  not  go  far  enough. 
The llill  says  that  it  was  necessary  and  just 
that  the  particulars  of  the  losses  should 
fbnn  the  subject  of  a  more  minute  inquiry 
under  legislative  authority,  and  that  the 
loss  oeeasiimed  by  unjust  and  unnecessary 
and  wanton  destruction  of  property  ought 
to  be  fully  paid  and  satisfied.  The  general 
description  is,  that  the  losses  must  have 
proceeded  from  unjust,  unnecessary,  and 
iranUm  destruction.  Now,  that  does  not 
go  hx  enough.  Suppose  a  purely  honest 
and  loyal  man  to  have  had  his  house  de- 
stroyed by  converting  it  into  a  necessary 
fortification.  Under  the  words  of  the  Act  he 
could  not  daim  reUef.  But  take  the  other 
side — suppose  a  man  whom  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tne  Member  for  Bridport  would  call 
a  rebel — ^I  have  been  called  a  rebel,  or 
Tsry  near  to  it,  to-night  myself — ^but  let 
that  go  ;  suppose  him,  if  you  will,  a  rebel. 
He  may  say,  "  My  house  has  been  wan- 
tonly destroyed;  an  enemy  of  mine  came 
when  I  was  absent — when  I  was  a  hundred 
nQesaway.  He  took  a  torch;  he  put  it 
to  my  house  and  my  bam;  he  burned  both 
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— the  former  over  my  family's  head." 
Now,  that  is  what  I  call  wanton  destruc- 
tion of  property;  that  man  can  therefore 
claim  his  loss,  and  it  is  no  answer  to  that 
claim  to  say  that  he  is  a  rebel.  1  have 
justified  that  portion  of  the  law,  and  I  jus- 
tify it  now.  I  ask  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  ask  the  country,  if,  since  the  years 
that  have  passed  since  1837,  there  has 
been  no  accusation  against  him — if.  he  has 
been  subjected  to  no  trial — 1  ask  if  you  are 
justified  in  accusing  him  of  being  guilty  of 
high  treason  ?  I  say  you  are  not  so  justi- 
fied. That  man  is  guiltless  until  he  is  con- 
victed. It  was  a  matter  of  policy  whether 
the  Government  should  give  compensation 
at  all;  but  having  determined  to  do  so,  it 
is  not  in  the  power  of  Parliament  or  of 
the  Goveiiiment  to  retract.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  says  that  he  would  have 
commissioners  to  inquire  whether  or  not 
these  persons  are  rebels.  Is  that  right  ? 
Is  it  right  that  you  should  empower  com- 
missioners to  say  that  a  man,  without  hav- 
ing been  put  on  his  trial,  is  guilty  of  high 
treason  ?  Can  you,  I  ask,  at  this  time  of 
day,  when  these  people  have  sprung  up 
about  you — can  you  on  a  sudden  call  on 
these  people  to  be  tried,  because  in  some 
person's  mind  or  other  there  is  a  belief  that 
they  are  guilty  of  high  treason  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  numbers  were 
taken  with  arms  in  their  han^Is,  and  that 
that  is  a  proof  that  they  were  rebels 
on  the  occasion.  I  deny  the  assertion  al- 
together. I  know  that  thousands  of  men 
have  been  incarcerated  who  were  as  guilt- 
less as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself; 
and  he  must  know  that  in  a  time  of  such 
excitement  as  that,  when  one  party  is  in 
the  ascendant,  that  the  rules  by  which  per- 
sons are  incarcerated  are  not  very  particu- 
larly inquired  into,  or  much  nicety  used  in 
the  execution  of  them.  I  could  mention 
the  case  of  men  who  have  been  incarcerated 
— I  could  mention  the  case  of  one  M. 
Vigor,  a  person  who  must  be  known  to  this 
House,  an  honourable  man,  75  years  of 
age,  who  was  kept  in  prison  several  months 
during  winter  in  the  terrific  climate  of 
Canada,  where  the  thermometer  often  fell 
33  degrees  below  zero,  and  was  at  last 
turned  out  of  prison  without  being  allowed 
a  trial  on  the  charges  alleged  against  him. 
He  was  kept  in  the  prison  of  Montreal  on 
the  charge  of  being  a  dangerous  man :  the 
Habeas  Corpus  in  such  a  case  was  sus- 
pended— but  when  the  time  came  round 
for  him  to  be  tried,  they  said,  "  No,  we  will 
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not  try  you ;"  and  they  turned  him  out  of 
prison.  [LaitgJUer,]  It  is  a  laughable  case, 
no  doubt.  But  let  us  apply  the  rule  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  that  case. 
The  party  incarcerated  was  taken  with 
arms.  Why,  everybody  is  armed  there. 
Everybody  has  a  rifle  or  fowling-piece  on 
his  shoulder.  I  remember  myself — I  was 
a  boy  at  the  time — that  I  never  went  out 
without  either  one  or  the  other.  [Laugh- 
ter,] Do  hon.  Members  know  that  what 
they  are  dealing  with  in  this  spirit  of  levity 
is  English  dominion?  Aye,  and  I  am  a 
man  who  wishes  to  support  English  domi- 
nion. But  do  they  know  that  they  are 
about  to  see  the  prophecy  fulfilled,  that 
that  pseudo-loyalty  of  1837  is  just  that 
which  is  now  found  to  be  the  most  dan- 
gerous characteristic  in  that  country— do 
they  know  that  it  is  just  that  loyal  party 
of  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  the 
great  patrons  and  supporters  ?  I  say  that 
the  Motion  of  to-night  is  dangerous  to 
English  supremacy.  The  principles  of 
America  are  now  so  strong,  that  do  what 
you  will  the  majority  of  the  country  must 
govern.  But  there  is  that  other  party  who 
are  now  acting  in  resistance  to  the  majo- 
rity, who  are  acting  in  that  spirit  which  at 
the  present  moment  is  the  terror  of  Eu- 
rope. For  what  is  that  we  now  see  through- 
out the  disturbed  nations  of  the  world  ?  It 
is  the  minority  resisting  the  determinations, 
the  grave  and  serious  resolutions,  of  the 
peaceful  majority.  [Laughter,]  Aye,  I  am 
speaking  of  a  country  in  which  are  rife  the 
dreadful  anticipations  that  the  minority  will 
rise  against  the  majority  constituted  by 
the  law.  It  is  that  dreadful  spirit  which 
has  led  to  the  present  results — it  is  that 
spirit  which  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stamford,  un- 
intentionally on  his  part,  I  fully  admit,  is 
calculated  to  keep  on  foot.  As  sure  as 
the  sun  will  rise  to-morrow,  such  a  Motion 
will  tend  to  keep  up  that  spirit  of  opposi- 
tion— to  give  heart  to  and  strengthen  it — 
and  tend  to  a  resistance  to  those  determi- 
nations of  the  majority  on  which  I  say 
good  government  can  alone  rest.  Sir,  I 
say  we  are  acting  unwisely  in  now  investi- 
gating the  conduct  of  part  of  the  Canadian 
Assembly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  point  his  charges  against  the 
Government  of  this  country.  Why,  Sir, 
the  Canadian  Assembly  at  this  moment  is 
by  the  constitution  actually  beyond  your 
reach  on  this  occasion.  What  they  have 
done  has  been  sanctioned  by  the  executive 
authority  previously  to  the  commencement 


of  the  legislative  function,  and  now  havlDg 
gone  through  them,  and  the  present  Bill 
having  had  the  acceptance  of  the  majority, 
and  having  received,  as  far  as  its  principle 
is  concerned,  the  assent  of  the  Crown,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  this  is  a 
moment  for  interposing  the  veto  of  the 
Crown,  and  for  preventing  the  wishes  of 
the  people  from  being  carried  into  effect. 
And  what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
propose  to  do  ?  He  fears  that  the  property 
of  persons,  not  loyal  subjects  in  1837, 
whose  property  was  wantonly  destroyed, 
may  succeed  in  obtaining  compensation 
from  the  Canadian  people  for  the  loss  of 
property  so  wantonly  destroyed.  That  is 
a  possible  danger,  of  which  I  admit  the 
existence  under  the  Act.  A  man  who  was 
disloyal  in  his  heart  in  1837,  whose  pro- 
perty was  wantonly  destroyed,  may  in  the 
year  1849  receive  compensation  under  the 
Act.  Now  that  is  the  sum  and  substance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  altogether  out  of  sight  the 
many  dangers  attending  the  course  he  now 
recommends.  He  recommends  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  pledge  himself,  the  House,  and  the 
country,  not  to  allow  this  Act  of  the  Cana- 
dian Parliament  to  become  law,  unless  he 
can  get  a  guarantee  from  the  Canadian 
Parliament  that  no  human  being  who  had 
disloyalty  in  his  heart  should,  after  the 
wanton  destruction  of  his  property,  receive 
compensation  undei;  that  Act.  Whj,  it  is 
utterly  impossible  to  draw  the  distinction. 
You  must  either  resolve  that  there  shall  be 
no  compensation,  or  you  must  take  the  line 
drawn  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  Bat 
I  go  on  a  step  further.  I  say  it  is  not 
only  impossible  to  draw  a  better  line,  hat 
that  if  it  were  it  would  be  highly  danger- 
ous and  impolitic  to  attempt  it,  and  dras 
run  counter  to  the  wishes  <n  the  people  of 
Canada,  as  expressed  through  the  consti- 
tuted authorities.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  says  there  is  great  excitement 
in  Canada;  but  has  he  not  seen  excitemoit 
in  another  part  of  the  British  «npiref 
Has  he  not  heard  of  excitement  in  liKMoAi 
and  would  he  recommend  to  this  House  to 
abstain  from  a  line  of  policy  which  it  might 
think  wise  and  prudent,  siraplj  hecaose 
there  was  great  excitement  in  that  cooii- 
try  ?  But,  Sir,  1  deny  the  assertion  alto- 
gether. There  is  not  that  exeitementin 
Canada  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man speaks.  There  was  exeitement  in 
certain  portions  of  Montreal;  bnt^  looking 
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at  the  nmnerons  addresses  to  the  Earl  of 
Elgin,  as  marking  the  feeling  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  I  say  that  excitement 
does  not  exist.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  says  that  it  is  a  question  of  races. 
I  deny  that  assertion.  The  question  of 
races  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  stated 
the  other  day  that  the  majority  of  English 
people  in  Upper  and  Lower  Oanada  were 
in  tavonr  of  this  Bill;  and  I  say  that  to 
talk  about  races  is  idle.  The  question  of 
raoea  is  totally  irrelevant.  It  is  simply 
and  totally  a  different  question.  I  will 
tell  you  what  is  the  question.  In  both 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  for  many  years, 
a  small  party,  not  the  majority  but  the 
minority,  were  enabled  to  domineer  and 
govern,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Colonial 
Office.  But  the  Colonial  Office,  this  House, 
and  the  country  have  grown  wiser.  They 
have  now  given  them  a  constitution,  and 
the  Coloniid  Office  has  given  the  Governor 
instructions  by  which  the  majority  of  the 
people,  in  place  of  the  minority,  shall  rule 
in  Canada.  But  the  minority,  long  accus- 
tomed to  domineer,  hate  to  lose  their  hold. 
Deprived  of  their  power,  they  become  an- 
gered, and  take  everything  as  an  insult, 
and  rise  in  this  sort  of  fury  against  the 
majority — ^taking  advantage  of  the  igno- 
rance of  the  multitude,  as  in  the  recent 
ease  at  Montreal.  They  also  take  advan- 
tage of  this  most  monstrous  outbreak  in 
Montreal  to  apply  to  Parliament  to  retrace 
its  steps,  and  transfer  from  the  majority  to 
the  minority  the  power  which  it  ought  to 
retain — a  power  which,  if  so  transferred, 
will  oertaudy  endanger  English  supremacy 
in  Canada,  and  pave  the  way  for  a  recur- 
rence of  those  events  which  characterised 
the  year  1837.  The  gigantic  Republic  of 
America,  in  that  spirit  of  independence 
which  the  offshoots  from  this  country  de- 
rived as  their  dearest  birthright,  has  shown 
its  determination  to  be  governed  by  the 
law  and  by  the  majority  of  the  people.  It 
is  a  spirit  which,  if  we  endeavour  to  put 
down  in  any  portion  of  the  continent,  might 
not  unnaturally  bo  expected  to  lead  to  a 
repetition  of  those  terrible  events  which 
the  world  witnessed  in  1776.  We  acknow- 
ledge ourselves  that  the  colonies  rose 
against  injustice,  that  they  rose  in  defence 
of  a  just  cause;  and  when  Lord  Chatham 
said  that  "they  had  rebelled,  and  he 
thanked  God  that  they  had  rebelled,*'  the 
world  was  not  prepared  to  witness  the  re- 
sult of  the  course  which  the  colonies  found 
it  necessary  to  take.  Sir,  I  do  not  desire 
to  seo  the  lesson  repeated.    I  want  to  re- 


tain our  colonies — I  want  to  see  them  lov- 
ing and  respecting  our  rule,  and  that  they 
should  be  impressed  with  the  generous 
spirit  in  which  we  govern  them — I  want 
that  no  narrow  policy,  no  such  unhappy 
interference,  should  shake  that  respect  and 
love  which  I  am  bold  to  say  they  are  happy 
to  owe  and  feel  towards  English  dominion 
in  that  country.  I  hope.  Sir,  so  far  as  my 
opinion  goes  in  this  House,  that  this  ex- 
pression of  it  calmly  and  deliberately  may 
not  be  weakened  by  the  somewhat  excited 
state  in  which  I  began.  Whilst  reasoning 
upon  the  matter,  that  spirit  of  indignation 
— for  such  I  confess  it  was — ^has  cooled 
down,  and  I  do  hope  that,  for  the  honour 
of  this  House,  and  for  the  sake  of  the 
opinion  which  the  world  holds  of  us  as  a 
generous  people,  we  shall  not  hear  any 
more  of  those  imputations. 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  explained.  He 
had  no  intention  of  casting  an  imputation 
upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  when 
he  stated  that  he  had  appeared  as  the  ad- 
vocate in  that  House  of  some  persons  who 
had  appeared  in  arms  against  Her  Majesty's 
forces. 

Mr.  CUMMING  BRUCE  desired  toap- 
proach  the  consideration  of  the  question 
in  that  spirit  of  calmness  and  impartiality 
which  its  importance  demanded — it  would 
be  difficult  to  exaggerate  that  importance. 
On  the  tone  of  the  discussion,  not  less, 
perhaps,  than  on  the  decision  to  which  the 
House  might  come,  might  depend  the  tran- 
quillity of  Canada.  It  was,  therefore,  far 
too  important  and  momentous  a  question 
to  be  made  the  subject  of  a  mere  party 
struggle.  It  would  have  been  well,  indeed, 
if  influential  parties  out  of  doors,  the  re- 
puted organs,  for  instance,  of  two  impor- 
tant sections  of  this  House,  had  thought  it 
right  so  to  approach  it.  They,  on  the  con- 
trary, and  more  especially  that  journal 
which  was  the  reputed  organ  of  the  party 
of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  was  so  distin- 
guished an  ornament,  had  not  scrupled,  in 
ignorance,  he  must  hope,  of  the  real  state 
of  the  case,  for,  if  not  in  ignorance,  then 
with  a  most  unfair  and  culpable  suppres- 
sion of  the  facts,  to  assail  the  Canadian 
Ministry  and  Parliament  in  the  fiercest 
strain  of  acrimonious  invective;  and  for 
weeks  past  had  endeavoured  to  prejudice 
the  Governor  General  of  Canada  in  public 
estimation,  by  directing  against  him  every 
expression  of  bitter  personal  attack,  and 
calumnious  misrepresentation.  They  had 
I  done  what  in  them  lay  to  aggravate  the 
'         K2 
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difficulties  of  a  position  already  sufficiently 
difficult,  and  be  wished  them  joy  of  their 
success — nothing  doubting,  now  that  the 
facts  of  a  plain  tale  had  put  down  malice, 
but  that  they  were  by  this  time  heartily 
ashamed  of  the  rabid  nonsense  with  which 
on  this  subject  their  columns  had  been 
disfigured.  He  thought  the  question  also 
too  important  to  be  made  the  ground  on 
which  the  battle  should  be  fought  which 
was  to  decide  between  the  merits  of  the 
policy  of  protection  on  the  one  side,  and 
the  demerits  of  the  system  of  free  trade  on 
the  other.  At  the  same  time — and  it  was 
one  of  the  disadvantages  under  which  the 
Government  in  Canada  laboured — it  was 
difficult  altogether  to  exclude  from  our 
minds  the  consideration  of  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  those  systems  of  policy.  Be- 
cause every  one  at  all  acquainted  with  the 
state  of  feeling  at  present  existing  in  Ca- 
nada, must  be  aware  that  the  discontent 
and  irritation  unhappily  existing  in  the 
minds  of  many  persons  in  that  country, 
and  for  the  manifestation  of  which  this 
Rebellion  Losses  Indemnity  Bill  had  fur- 
nished a  pretence,  producing  results  as 
disgraceful  to  the  instigators  and  actors  in 
them  as  they  were  deplorable  in  them- 
selves, were  greatly  aggravated  by  the 
distress  and  suffering  in  which  the  system 
of  free  trade,  adopted  by  the  mother  coun- 
try, had  involved  Canada,  as  it  had  in- 
volved Jamaica  and  other  colonies  of  the 
Crown;  and  he  feared  he  must  add  many 
of  the  most  important  interests  in  the 
parent  State.  He  had  no  intention  of  now 
entering  into  a  discussion  of  that  policy; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  most  necessary  and 
essential  that  this  should  be  borne  in  mind; 
because,  if  the  House  was  led  to  attribute 
Canadian  discontent  to  the  adoption  by  its 
legislature  of  the  Rebellion  Losses  Indem- 
nity Bill,  and  thought  that  by  disallowing 
that  Bill,  and  condemning  the  policy  of  the 
Governor  in  sanctioning  it,  contentment 
could  be  restored  to  all  parties  in  Canada, 
his  belief  was  that  they  would  be  alto- 
gether mistaken.  His  conviction,  on  the 
contrary,  was,  that  such  a  course  would  be 
attended  with  the  most  disastrous  results, 
and  entail  those  very  evils  which  all  par- 
ties professed  their  desire  and  anxiety  to 
avoid — a  continued  and  increasing  discon- 
tent— the  loss  of  all  reliance  on  the  impar- 
tiality and  integrity  of  purpose  of  the 
mother  country — and  the  possible  attempt 
to  work  out  the  system  of  constitutional 
government,  which  you  had  professed  to 
bestow,  and  which  they  are  determined  to 


maintain,  by  the  aid  of  other  means  and 
other  allies  than  those  wluch  the  constitu- 
tion suggests.  Now,  a  clamour  bad  been 
raised  against  this  Rebellion  Losses  In- 
demnity  Bill  as  if  it  were  now  heard  of  for 
the  first  time,  and  as  if  Lord  Elgin  was 
the  first  Canadian  Governor  who  had  tole- 
rated the  introduction  of  such  a  measure. 
It  had  been  represented  as  an  insolt  to  the 
Imperial  Government  and  to  the  loyal  in- 
habitants of  Canada;  and,  acting  on  the 
approved  principle  of  **  Give  a  dog  an  ill 
name  and  hang  him,"  its  opponents  had 
changed  its  title,  and  instead  of  a  "  Rebel- 
lion Losses  Indemnity  Bill,"  we  are  told 
we  have  to  do  with  a  *'  Rebels'  Reward" 
Bill.  He  found  it  so  represented  and  de- 
signated by  such  enlightened  guides  of 
public  opinion  as  the  Morning  Past  and 
Morning  Chronicle,  whom  it  was  refreshing 
to  see  rowing  in  the  same  boat,  and  mak- 
ing common  cause  in  this  worthy  attempt, 
through  an  attack  on  a  Colonial  Govemor 
to  storm  the  Colonial  Office.  Their  una- 
nimity was  wonderful.  Nothing  was  too 
bad  for  this  recreant  Governor — immediate 
recall — perpetual  exclusion  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  State — that  was  the  least  of 
his  deservmgs — even  the  rioters  received 
their  praise;  at  any  rate  they  had  not  been 
blamed  by  them  for  the  summary  punish- 
ment which  they  had  so  bravely  iimicted. 
It  would  be  consolatory  for  him  to  know 
that  such  opinions  were  not  shared  by 
those  within  these  walls,  whose  opinions 
they  were  presumed  to  represent — mofe 
consolatory  still  to  know  that  they  w^e 
not  shared  by  the  vast  majority  of  the 
loyal  inhabitants,  both  in  Upper  and  Lowor 
Canada.  Now,  with  all  respect  for  sneh 
high  authorities,  the  very  reverse  of  all 
they  represented  was  the  fact;  and  when 
the  excitement  of  the  moment  had  passed 
away,  men  would  wonder  at  the  miscon- 
ceptions into  which  they  had  been  led,  and 
at  the  monstrous  injustice  and  flagrant 
dishonesty  of  the  faction  which  had  sought 
so  to  misrepresent  it.  Now,  without  re- 
ferring to  the  indemnity  of  losses  incurred 
during  the  rebellion  in  Lower  as  well  as 
Upper  Canada,  previous  to  the  union  of 
the  provinces — and  on  the  wisdom  of  that 
union  he  would  express  no  opinion — he 
was  averse  to  it  at  the  time,  but  it  was  one 
thing  to  make  and  another  to  dissolve  it — 
it  would  not  be  denied  that  the  provincial 
Acts,  chap.  76,  1840,  and  chap.  39,  1841, 
while  the  Government  was  administered  by 
Lord  Sydenham,  appropriated  a  sum  m 
40,000{.  to  indemnify  the  suffiBrera  in  Up* 
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per  Cftoada.  No  one  could  imftgioe  that, 
sach  claims  having  been  thus  recognised 
in  one  division  of  the  province^  they  should 
not  be  considered  and  recognised  in  the 
other.  Accordingly  we  find  Sir  Charles, 
afterwards  Lord,  Metcalfe,  urging  on  Lord 
Stanley,  then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
in  March,  1844,  the  petition  and  claims  of 
certain  Lower  Canadians  for  similar  relief; 
and  we  find  Lord  Stanley  himself,  in  the 
month  of  May  following,  suggesting  that 
the  applications  from  both  sections  of  the 
province  might  be  submitted  in  one  appli- 
cation to  the  Assembly,  when  they  might 
receive  favourable  consideration,  and  be 
compensated  by  debentures.  Subsequent 
to  this  we  have  the  Acts  8th  Vic,  c.  72, 
9th  Vic,  c.  65,  and  10th  and  11th  Vic, 
c.  33,  in  the  years  1845-46  and  47;  of 
which,  the  first  provides  for  the  claims  of 
Upper  Canada ;  the  second,  for  certain 
claunB  in  Lower  Canada;  and  the  third, 
adds  a  farther  sum  of  3,6132.  to  the 
40,0001.  already  appropriated  to  Upper 
Canada.  During  all  this  period,  if  he  mis- 
took not,  the  party  now  in  opposition  formed 
the  government  of  the  province.  After 
the  lamented  death  of  Lord  Metcalfe,  we 
find  Earl  Cathcart,  who  succeeded  him  as 
administrator  of  the  province,  in  communi- 
cation with  the  commissioners  appointed 
by  his  predecessor  to  investigate  claims  to 
be  compensated  under  the  head  of  rebel- 
lion losses;  and,  up  to  the  year  1846,  at 
any  rate,  the  papers  on  the  table  prove 
that  the  subject,  now  the  pretence  of  such 
fierceness  of  patriotic  denunciation,  and 
sach  loyal  zeal  for  imperial  honour,  was 
quietly  and  steadily  proceeded  with  by 
Bttccessive  Ministers  under  successive  6o- 
vemors,  without  exciting,  either  in  Canada 
or  in  this  country,  even  a  whisper  of  dis- 
approbation. It  would  not,  therefore,  he 
trusted,  be  again  said  that  this  was  a  mea- 
Bore  brought  forward  by  the  Government 
of  Lord  Elgin  for  the  first  time.  The  fact 
was,  it  was  a  measure  inherited  from  their 
predecessors,  and  one  which  they  were 
bound  to  take  up  even  if  their  own  natural 
sympathies  had  been  all  the  other  way. 
But  it  was  known  that  their  sympathies 
were  favourable  to  it,  and  it  suited  certain 
parties  whom  the  results  of  the  last  elec- 
tion— an  election  called  for  by  themselves, 
and  conducted  under  their  own  auspices, 
had  compelled  to  relinquish  office — a  thing 
disagreeable  in  older  countries  than  Ca- 
nada— ^to  found  on  this  circumstance  their 
opposition  to  a  measure  which,  in  their 
own  hands,  had  appeared  to  them  liable  to 
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no  objection.  They  knew  for  certain  that 
those  sympathies  were  opposed  to  the  do- 
mination of  the  family  compact;  it  suited 
them  to  represent  them  as  favourable  to 
those  who  had  pushed  their  resistance  to 
that  domination  to  the  extent  of  a  wicked 
and  most  foolish  rebellion,  and  such  a  mea- 
sure in  their  hands  would  be  neither  more 
nor  less  than  a  measure  to  reward  rebels 
at  the  cost  of  the  loyalists  of  the  province. 
But  before  such  conclusion  was  adopted,  it 
would  be  only  fair  to  look  at  the  Act  itself, 
and  to  compare  its  provisions,  not  only 
with  the  Acts  which  had  preceded  it,  but 
with  the  instructions  to  the  commissioners 
appointed  by  previous  Governors  under  or 
with  reference  to  those  Acts.  It  would 
appear  from  such  a  comparison,  not  only 
that  the  present  Act  did  not  go  beyond 
those  which  preceded  it,  but  that  it  was, 
in  fact,  much  more  precise  and  guarded  in 
excluding  from  compensation  all  those 
against  whom  a  charge  of  having  partici- 
pated in  the  rebellion  could  be  fairly  estab- 
lished; and  if  this  were  so,  it  would  appear 
what  the  true  character  of  the  opposition 
really  was.  It  was  an  opposition  got  up 
by  those  who  would  willingly  have  gone 
the  same  or  greater  lengths  to  have  ata- 
swered  any  purposes  of  their  own;  and 
it  was  consequently  an  opposition  as  un- 
fair, factious,  and  unprincipled  as  was  ever 
had  recourse  to  by  any  party  seeking  to 
obtain  power  at  the  cost  of  the  peace  and 
tranquillity  of  their  country.  The  House 
was  aware  from  the  papers  on  its  table 
that  a  commission  was  issued  by  Lord  Met- 
calfe, in  December,  1845,  to  inquire  into 
rebellion  losses  in  Lower  Canada.  By  the 
instructions  addressed  to  those  commis- 
sioners, of  the  same  date,  by  Mr.  Daly, 
they  are  directed — 

**  Carefully  to  classify  the  case  of  those  who 
had  joined  in  the  said  rebellion,  or  been  aiding  or 
abetting  therein,  firom  the  case  of  those  who  did 
not." 

The  commissioners  being  at  a  loss  where 
to  draw  the  line  indicated  in  this  part  of 
their  instructions,  applied,  in  tl^e  month  of 
February,  1846,  under  the  administration 
of  Earl  Cathcart,  for  instructions  which 
might  furnish  them  with  a  rule  for  their 
guidance  in  the  execution  of  their  duties; 
and  on  the  27th  of  the  same  month  tho 
following  instiiiction,  explanatory  of,  and 
supplementary  to,  their  first  instructions 
was  addressed  to  them  : — 

**  In  making  the  classification  called  for  by 
your  instructions  of  12th  December  last,  it  is  net 
his  Excellency's  intention  that  you  should  be 
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gaided  by  any  other  description  of  evidenoe  than 
that  furnished  by  the  sentences  of  the  courts  of 
law." 

Now,  the  limit  seemed  narrow  enough, 
and,  certainly,  left  a  wide  door  open 
for  the  compensation  of  those  whose 
conduct  during  those  unhappy  troubles 
would  justly  have  excluded  them  from  any 
claim.  Not  a  word  was,  however,  then 
said  of  "rehels*  reward,*'  of  imperial  dis- 
grace, of  insult  and  injustice  to  Canadian 
loyalists.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  was 
then,  he  believed,  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies; and  he  could  not  but  feel  surprised 
at  the  extraordinary  susceptibility  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  exhibited  on 
these  points  since  the  accounts  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  this  Bill  had  reached  this  coun- 
try, for  he  found  no  remark  or  remon- 
strance on  his  part  in  regard  to  them  up  to 
the  period  of  his  quitting  office.  He 
appeared,  as  Colonial  Secretary,  to  have 
died  and  made  no  sign.  The  leisure  of 
opposition  had  allowed  him  doubtless  to 
take  a  juster  view  of  the  matter;  and  were 
he  agam  in  office,  and  instructions  similar 
to  those  of  Earl  Cathcart  again  to  issue, 
it  could  not  be  doubted  but  that  he  would 
visit  them  with  his  prompt  and  severe  anim- 
adversion. He  must  say,  however,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  appeared  to  him,  on 
this  occasion,  to  have  indulged  in  the  ope- 
ration of  splitting  hairs,  and  had  applied 
to  their  examination  glasses  not  only  highly 
coloured,  but  possessed  of  a  strong  micro- 
scopic power,  which  had  not  only  discolour- 
ed the  objects  of  his  exammation,  but  in- 
vested them  with  proportions  infinitely 
more  formidable  than  could  bo  discovered 
by  the  unaided  vision  of  common  sense. 
He  would  have  the  House  believe  that  a 
drop  of  the  waters  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
was  charged  with  all  those  formidable  cre- 
ations of  animal  life — all  those  indescrib- 
able monsters  Avhicli  tlie  microscope  revealed 
to  us,  waging  an  internecine  war  in  a  drop 
of  our  own  beautiful  and  ill-used  Thames. 
Fortunately  for  the  Government  of  Canada, 
and  doubtless  to  the  infinite  satisfaction  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  present  Bill  is 
liable  to  no  such  imputation.  Not  only 
are  persons  against  whom  sentence  was 
recorided  carefully  excluded,  but,  by  the 
very  terms  of  the  preamble,  all  those, 
though  untritnl  and  unconvicted,  whose 
losses  were  occasii^uod  by  their  own  mis- 
conduct, or  by  participation  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  rebels,  wore,  as  it  appean^d  to 
him,  effectually  excluded.     The  preamble 


recites,  that  such  losses  only  shall  be  eom< 
pensated  as  are  "  totally  or  partially  unjust 
(unnecessary)  or  wanton."  Now,  no  loss 
incurred  in  resistance  to  the  Queen's  au- 
thority, or  to  the  troops  engaged  in  re- 
storing it — no  loss  incurred  in  furthering 
the  rebellion — could  be  called  either  *'  to- 
tally or  partially  unjust,  unnecessajy,  or 
wanton.'  The  commiBBioners  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  their  investigation  are  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Governor  on  hia  re- 
sponsibility; they  are  to  conduct  their  in- 
quiries under  the  solemn  sanction  of  an 
oath  that  they  will  decide  according  to  the 
true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  Act.  Re- 
sponsibility must  rest  somewhere,  and  con- 
fidence must  be  placed  somewhere;  and,  if 
there  be  honesty  either  in  the  commis- 
sioners or  the  Government,  it  would  be 
impossible,  under  the  terms  of  this  Act, 
that  losses  incurred  in  furthering  the  cause 
of  the  rebels  could  for  a  m(nnent  be  held 
as  fitting  objects  of  indemnity.  But  it 
has  been  argued  that  a  malus  animut  is 
to  be  inferred  against  the  Canadian  Minis- 
ters, the  authors  of  this  Bill,  because  they 
refused  to  adopt  amendments  offered  b^ 
their  opponents,  which  tended  to  man 
more  distinctly  the  line  of  exclusion.  This 
argument  may  have  weight  with  those  who 
have  persuaded  themselves  that  those  Min- 
isters are  in  spirit  and  inclination  a?ene 
to  British  connexion,  and  in  their  hearts 
repudiate  their  allegiance  to  the  British 
CroAvn.  But  as  he  (Mr.  Gumming  Bmee) 
believed  that,  having  obtained  the  redress 
of  all  those  grievances  whicb  caused  the 
feelings  of  alienation  and  discontent  which 
broke  out  into  open  insurrection  in  1837 
and  1838,  they  are  now  to  the  foil  as  loyid 
and  as  much  attached  to  British  connexioa 
as  any  other  inhabitants  of  Canada — as 
much  so  as  they  proved  themselves  in  1775 
and  1812,  when  they  showed  their  readi- 
ness to  resist  American  invasion — ^he  at- 
tached no  weight  to  this  argum^it.  Hsd 
they  agreed  to  adopt  those  amendments, 
they  would  have  agreed  to  a  vote  of  oen- 
sure  on  themselves,  and  would  have  acqui- 
esced in  the  inevitable  inference  that  the 
Bill,  as  originally  introduced  by  them,  was 
intended  to  have  the  effect  alleged  by  thdr 
opponents — was  intended  to  conapensate^ 
not  rebellion  losses,  but  rebels.  They  re- 
pudiated any  such  injurious  inference.  The 
Bill,  as  they  had  introduced  it,  was  intoid- 
ed  to  exclude,  and  did  in  terms  exelode^ 
all  claims  which  could  be  liEurly  objected 
to.  The  amendments  pointed  at  an  inaui- 
sition  into  men's  thoughts,  and  one  whiefa 
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must  baTe  had  the  effect  of  reviying  all 
that  irritation,  all  those  feelings  of  hostility 
which  had  unhappily  existed  between  the 
people  of  British  and  French  origin  in  the 
proTince.  It  had  been  the  object  of  Bri- 
tish statesmen,  ever  since  the  insurrection 
*  was  suppressed,  to  allay  and  soothe  those 
feelings.  With  that  object  an  amnesty 
had  been  granted  even  to  those  who  might 
justly  have  been  punished.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Ministry  and  of  the  Govem- 
ment  of  Canada  to  resist  any  proposal 
tending  to  nullify  the  amnesty,  or  to  re- 
Tive  those  feelings  it  was  intended  to  allay; 
«nd  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Gumming  Bruce) 
that  the  Canadian  Ministry  would  have  ill 
discharged  their  duty  to  their  Queen,  and 
to  their  countrymen  in  both  sections  of  the 
province,  if  they  had  agreed  to  amend- 
ments which  merely  went  to  effect,  in  an 
ungraeiouB  and  hostile  spirit,  what  the  Bill, 
as  they  have  passed  it,  really  does  effect  in 
a  manner  as  effectual,  and  far  less  objec- 
tionable. But  the  determination  of  the 
Canadian  Ministry  was  approved  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  representatives  of  the  Ca- 
nadian people — not  by  a  majority  com- 
poeed  of  tlra  French  Canadians  alone,  but 
by  a  majority  of  the  representatives  of 
the  British  population  both  in  Upper  and 
liower  Canaida..  But  it  was  said  that  the 
Parliament,  though  elected  only  eighteen 
months  ago,  and  under  the  auspices  of  the 
party  now  in  opposition,  did  not  represent 
the  real  opinion  of  the  constituencies,  and 
therefore  that  the  Governor  should  have 
iBterposed  to  redress  the  inequality  in  the 
TOtes  of  his  Parliament;  and,  by  having 
fiuled  80  to  interpose,  we  are  told  he  has 
laid  the  fDundation  of  an  enduring  discon- 
tent, from  which  all  sorts  of  evils  are  to 
flow.  His  (Mr.  Gumming  Bruce 's)  belief 
was,  that  a  discontent,  enduring  because 
justifiable,  must  have  been  the  consequence 
had  he  adopted  any  such  course.  Where 
was  the  proof  that  the  decision  was  at  va- 
rianee  with  the  opinions  of  the  constitu- 
ents of  the  majority  ?  From  a  pamphlet 
by  Mr.  Mackay,  which  he  held  in  his  hand, 
be  learnt  that  all  the  representatives  of  the 
more  numerous  British  constituencies  voted 
ffxt  the  1^.  How  did  it  happen  that  none 
of  them  had,  before  or  since  its  passing, 
remonstrated  with  or  censured  their  repre- 
sentatiyes  ?  Mr.  Mackay  stated,  that  no 
such  manifestation  of  public  opinion  on 
their  parts  had  taken  place.  The  fair  in- 
ference was,  that  no  such  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  constituencies  and 
tbeir  representatives  existed.     His  belief, 


therefore,  was,  that  the  course  followed  by 
Lord  Elgin  was  the  right  course,  the  only 
one  which,  under  circumstances  of  the 
greatest  delicacy  and  difficulty,  could  have 
averted  the  worst  results,  involving  not 
merely  a  possible  insurrection  in  Canada, 
but  involving  very  possibly  the  interruption 
of  our  friendly  relations  with  the  United 
States.  You  had  conceded  to  Canada 
the  boon  of  a  free  constitution,  and  of  re- 
sponsible government.  He  said  not  whe- 
ther wisely  or  unvrisely.  Was  that  boon  to 
be  fairly  and  honestly  carried  out,  or  were 
you  to  brand  it  with  the  mark  of  a  delu- 
sion and  a  mockery  on  the  very  first  occa- 
sion on  which  its  working  might  seem  to 
run  counter  to  your  own  impressions  of  what 
it  might  be  right  and  fitting  for  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  to  do  ?  He  believed  that 
no  more  fatal  error  could  have  been  com- 
mitted than  to  have  impressed  on  the  mind 
of  the  Canadian  people  a  conviction,  that 
the  responsible  government  you  had  pro- 
fessed to  bestow  on  them  was  a  shadow 
and  not  a  substance,  a  concession  in  name 
only,  but  wanting  in  reality  and  truth.  He 
believed  that  such  a  conviction  would  have 
been  more  fatal  to  you  in  Upper  Canada, 
and  among  a  population  of  British  origin — 
a  population  who  know,  as  it  were  by  in- 
stinct, in  what  true  liberty  consists,  and 
who  worship  her  with  a  deep  and  earnest 
worship — than  even  in  Lower  Canada.  He 
believed  that  this  conviction  must  have  re- 
sulted from  any  arbitrary  interference  of 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  to  overrule 
the  decisions  of  the  Canadian  Parliament 
on  a  question  so  purely  local,  and  that  in 
its  results  it  would  have  proved  disastrous, 
if  not  irremediable.  That  such  were  the 
views  of  the  course  which  the  Governor 
should  take,  entertained  by  enlightened 
men  in  Canada  among  those  opposed  to  the 
Indemnity  Bill  and  to  the  policy  of  the  pre- 
sent Canadian  Ministry,  might  be  inferred 
from  the  opinions  expressed  in  papers  op- 
posed to  the  present  Government.  In  the 
Transcript  of  the  13th  of  April,  before  the 
late  disgraceful  riots  had  occurred,  he 
found  the  following  paragraph.  It  was  im- 
portant also  as  a  justification  from  the 
charge  of  culpable  remissness  brought 
against  the  Government  for  not  having 
been  prepared  for  the  outrageous  attacks 
of  the  rioters;  for  while  such  was  the  lan- 
guage held  by  the  public  press  opposed  to 
the  Indemnity  Bill,  no  such  violent  and 
outrageous  proceedings  could  have  been 
anticipated.  [The  passage  referred  to 
was  from  the  Transcript^  and  stated  that. 
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*<  bettor  twenty  such  Bills  than  an  inter- 
ference by  the  Crown  in  such  a  case/'] 
Such  he  believed  to  be  the  sentiments  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  respectable  por- 
tion of  the  British  Canadians,  even  among 
those  most  opposed  to  the  Indemnity  Bill; 
and  he  doubted  not  that  such  sentiments 
would  acquire  increased  strength  with 
eyery  day  that  elapsed,  however  that  result 
might  be  retarded  by  the  tone  taken  by 
certain  parties  and  papers  in  this  country, 
who  really  would  seem  to  be  labouring  to 
excite  a  war  of  races,  and  an  insurrection 
for  annexation.  Much  had  been  said  of  the 
unpopularity  which  the  course  he  has  pur- 
sued has  drawn  on  the  Governor,  in  the 
insults  offered  to  whom,  and  which  these 
enlightened  guides  tell  us  he  has  richly 
merited,  an  insult  has  been  offered  to  the 
Majesty  of  the  Sovereign  he  represents, 
and  by  which  Her  authority  has  been 
lowered.  He  (Mr.  C.  Bruce)  was  not  dis- 
posed to  underrate  the  value  of  popularity 
in  the  case  of  the  governor  of  a  province 
situated  as  Canada  was — it  might  greatly 
facilitate  the  smooth  working  of  the  ma- 
chine of  government ;  but  he]  believed 
that  the  course  followed  by  Lord  Elgin 
would,  in  the  long  i*un,  secure  the  greatest 
amount  of  that  sort  of  popularity  which 
resulted  from  the  satisfaction  and  content- 
ment of  those  he  governed — the  only  sort 
of  popularity  permanently  advantageous 
both  to  the  colony  and  this  parent  State — 
the  only  sort  which  he  believed  it  was 
Lord  Elgin's  object  to  acquire.  Had  he 
sought  mere  personal  popularity,  it  might 
not  have  been  difficult  to  attain  to  it.  He 
had  but  to  back  up  the  colonists  in  their 
denunciations  of  free  trade — to  insinuate 
to  those  about  him,  on  his  arrival  in  his 
government,  that  he  considered  the  colo- 
nists entitled  to  protection — that  in  their 
case  it  would  be  hard  and  unjust  to  with- 
draw it;  and  he  would  have  said  most 
truly.  Had  such  been  his  line,  he  would 
have  been  popular  enough.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  set  himself  to  stem  the 
tide  of  self-interest  and  popular  passion — 
to  endeavour  to  reconcile  the  colonists  to  a 
policy  disadvantageous  indeed  to  them, 
but  which  he  knew  the  mother  country 
had  deliberately  adopted,  and  which  he 
knew,  also,  would,  for  a  time  indefinite,  be 
carried  out  to  the  full  length,  it  might  be, 
of  a  most  disastrous  experiment — this 
would  not  be,  certainly,  the  direct  road  to 
personal  popularity,  but  it  would  be  a 
course  at  least  akin  to  that  highest  order 
of  patriotism  which  involves  the  sacrifice 


of  self  to  promote  the  interest  of  one's 
country.  The  first  of  these  courses  would 
have  been  inconsistent  with  his  duty  to  his 
Sovereign  and  his  country ;  and  be  little 
knew  his  noble  Friend  if  he  could  for  an 
instant  have  contempUted  it.  The  seeond 
he  has  followed.  It  may  be  incompre- 
hensible to  those  who  see  in  politicB  only 
a  struggle  for  place,  but  it  will  bo  TOider- 
stood  and  appreciated  by  those — ^he  tmsted 
the  great  majority  in  the  House  and  in 
the  country — who  were  influenced  by  other 
and  nobler  motives.  He  entirely  repudi- 
ated the  defence  set  up  for  the  GoTemor 
of  Canada,  which  would  separate  hia  shars 
in,  and  responsibility  for,  these  measures 
from  that  of  his  Ministers.  In  gtvmg  his 
sanction  to  them  he  had  adopted  them, 
and  did  not  wish  to  escape  m>m  his  full 
share  in  responsibility  for  measures  which 
he  approved.  They  had  denied,  and  he 
had  denied,  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
this  Bill  to  compensate  rebels.  Why 
should  their  words  be  doubted  ?  they  wen 
as  much  entitled  to  credit  as  the  parties 
opposed  to  them.  Not  that  he  questioned 
the  integrity  of  many  of  those  by  whom 
in  Canada  the  Bill  had  been  so  aealonsly 
opposed.  Sir  Allan  Macnab  waa  one  of 
them.  He  had  not  the  honour  of  a  per- 
sonal acquaintance  with  him  ;  far  be  it 
from  him,  however,  to  say  a  word  against 
the  motives  or  the  honour  of  one  ndiose 
loyalty  was  unimpeachable,  and  who  had 
given  proofs  of  that  loyalty,  which  no 
one  who  respected  devoted  loyalty*  great 
energy,  and  noble  courage,  would  OYor  for- 
get, or,  remembering,  speak  of  save  in 
terms  of  gratitude  and  respect.  He  was 
unwilling  to  trespass  longer  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  to  which  he  was 
already  so  largely  indebted.  The  personal 
popularity  or  unpopularity  of  a  goremor 
might  be  but  smidl  in  importance— what 
really  was  important  in  this  matter  was,  Ihat 
this  Imperial  Legislature  should  neither  i^ 
nor  do  any  thing  calculated  to  induce  m 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  Canada  a  doobt 
of  the  sincerity  of  your  determination 
honestly  to  allow  them  to  work  out»  and 
reduce  to  practice,  the  principle  of  rei^Km^ 
siblo  government,  which  your  own  con* 
cession  of  it  has  for  them  invested  widi 
the  character  and  the  force  of  a  passion. 
Look  at  the  language  of  his  countrymen 
in  the  Glengarry  district,  in  th^  address 
to  the  Governor,  and  say  if  you  can  douht 
their  appreciation  of  it.  He  confesied  he 
was  proud  of  that  appreciation,  beoanse  it 
was  an  appreciation  animated  and  ennoUed 
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by  those  devoted  feelinn  of  loyalty  to  the 
Grown,  and  devotion  to  tibe  person  of  our  gra- 
ciooB  Sovereign,  which  ever  had  lived,  and 
he  was  sure  ever  would  live,  m  the  hearts 
of  true  Highlanders.  He  had  deprecated 
any  thing  wluch  might  induce  a  douht  of 
our  sincerity,  lest  thereby  the  people  of 
Canada  might  be  led  to  endeavour  to  work 
out  constitutional  government  by  other 
means  and  other  allies  than  those  which 
the  constitution  suggested ;  and  however 
confident  we  were,  and  justly  so,  in  the 
loyalty  of  the  great  mass  of  its  population, 
we  should  not  forget  that  such  allies,  suf- 
fieientfy  diiqposed  to  make  common  cause 
inA.  aay  minority  in  that  country  dis- 
inelined  to  Ae  supremacy  of  the  British 
Crown,  were  not  far  to  seek.  An  open 
frontier,  a  river  easily  passed,  separated 
ihem  for  hundreds  of  mues  from  a  power- 
ful people,  restnuned,  as  we  too  well  knew, 
by  none  of  those  principles  of  international 
law  which  the  comity  of  older  States  has 
recognised  as  binding  upon  nations — 
throughout  the  various  border  States  of 
the  ianerican  Union,  it  is  well  known  that 
a  design  has  long  been  entertained  of  de- 
taching Canada  from  England,  and  that 
societies  exist  whose  object  it  is  to  effect 
that  separation  by  whatever  means  ;  nor 
is  there  any  secret  in  their  intentions — 
the  advantages  which  would  result  to 
Canada  are  a  constant  topic  not  only 
in  the  American  newspapers,  freely  cir- 
culated within  the  Provinces,  but  are 
made  the  subject  of  daily  discussion  in 
papers  conducted  by  Americans  within 
the  province  itself.  So  long  as  we 
maintained  in  their  integrity  those  free  in- 
stitutions, for  the  maintenance  of  which 
the  honour  and  good  faith  of  England  was 
pledged,  he  had  little  fear  of  the  effects  of 
such  nablications;  but  if  we  once  induced 
a  douVt  of  our  sincerity — if,  above  all,  we 
appeared  to  countenance  the  policy  of  those 
reckless  and  wicked  men  who  talked  of  the 
superiority  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race,  and 
of '*  Angfifying "  the  Canadians;  in  other 
words,  of  treating  600,000  or  700,000  of 
the  Queen's  subjects  as  men  undeserving 
of  liberty,  whose  language  and  religion 
were  to  be  suppressed,  whose  feelings  were 
to  be  outraged  and  held  of  no  account,  who 
were  to  be  branded  as  incapable  of  loyalty 
to  our  Sovereign;  then,  indeed,  we  might 
pepare  for  that  war  of  races  which  had 
been  so  eloquently  deprecated  in  another 
place,  but  which  the  policy  at  present  so 
nurly  carried  out  in  Canada  would,  he 
trusted  and  believed,  for  ever  avert. 


Mb.  BROTHERTON  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.   . 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  need 
hardly  say  that  after  the  length  at  which 
he  had  formerly  trespassed  on  their  at- 
tention, he  did  not  rise  then  to  make  any 
observations  on  the  general  subject,  even 
though  a  Motion  had  been  made  since  he 
addressed  the  House ;  but  he  rose  only  to 
offer  a  few  words  upon  that  Motion,  and 
the  position  in  which  it  placed  him.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford had  proposed  that  an  address  should 
be  presented  to  the  Crown,  praying  Her 
Majesty  to  suspend  her  assent  to  the  Act 
of  the  Canadian  Legislature  now  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  given  a  distinct  assurance 
to  the  noble  Lord  that,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  did  not  intend  to  make  any 
Motion  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
thought  that  course  was  demanded  by  the 
importance  of  the  subject.  Of  course  he 
had  no  power  to  limit  the  discretion  of 
other  Gentlemen,  but  he  thought  it  was 
the  general  expectation  of  the  House  that 
on  the  present  occasion  no  Motion  should 
be  submitted.  Independent  of  the  impos- 
sibility of  concluding  the  debate  to-night, 
he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  some  in- 
terval should  elapse  before  the  House 
came  to  a  formal  vote.  He  would  there- 
fore suggest  to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
might  venture  to  do  so,  to  take  one  of  two 
courses:  either  that  the  adjournment  of 
this  debate  should  be  moved  to  this  day 
se'nnight;  or  to  take  another  course,  which 
would,  perhaps,  be  more  appropriate  and 
becoming,  taking  all  things  into  view,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  should  withdraw  this 
Motion,  and  that  he  should  give  notice  of 
a  distinct  and  substantive  Motion  for 
another  occasion.  He  thought  himself 
bound,  having  already  expressed  his  opin- 
ion at  sufficient  length — he  thought  him^ 
self  bound  to  the  noble  Lord  and  to  the 
House  to  venture  to  make  these  sugges- 
tions to  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  HERRIES  would  repeat  what  he 
said  at  the  first,  that  he  would  not  press 
this  Motion  if  the  noble  Lord  would  give 
an  assurance  to  the  House  that  he  would 
carry  into  effect  the  intentions  and  the 
wishes  which  he  had  himself  expressed; 
for  he  thought  that,  with  such  an  assu- 
rance, not  onljr  would  this  Motion  not  be 
necessary,  but  it  would  not  be  advisable; 
and  therefore  the  noble  Lord  could  easily 
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remore  any  inconvenienoe  which  might 
arise  hj  giving  such  a  pledge.  If  the 
nohle  Lord  did  not  do  so,  he  must  persist 
in  his  Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  certainly  could 
not  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last,  that  he 
should  provide  a  mode  hy  which  persons 
who  had  heen  aiding  or  assisting  in  the  re- 
hellion  might  he  distinguished  from  all 
those  who  were  not  so.  He  conceived  that 
if  he  gave  such  an  assurance,  and  it  were 
afterwards  discovered  that  some  person 
who  received  compensation  under  the 
notion  of  his  perfect  innocence  had,  in 
fact,  from  rumaging  old  papers  or  some 
other  evidence  which  did  not  now  appear, 
been  found  to  have  participated  in  the  re- 
bellion— then  he  would  be  charged  with  a 
breach  of  the  promise  he  had  given  to  the 
House.  He  betieved  that  if  there  was  to 
be  any  mode  in  which  the  Canada  Bill  was 
to  be  altered,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  himself  to  suggest  that  mode.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  undertake  to  give 
that  assurance  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  for.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  he  certainly  did  not  expect  that 
a  Motion  would  be  made  to-night  on  this 
subject — he  did  not  expect  it  because  the 
course  was  most  unusual  that  when  one 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  notice  that  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
subject— thereby  implying  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  make  a  Motion — it  was  unusual 
that  another  Member  should  on  that  occa- 
sion make  a  Motion.  But  as  the  Motion 
had  been  made»  he  considered,  for  his 
part,  tbat  it  would  be  most  unfair  and  most 
unjust  if  the  debate  should  be  adjourned 
so  long  as  a  week.  He  had  no  objection 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  with- 
draw his  Motion,  and  make  another. 
[**  Hear,  hear !  "]  Well,  that  was  not  his 
suggestion,  but  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  persisted  in  his  Motion, 
he  thought  it  would  be  only  fau:  that  they 
should  go  on  as  soon  as  the  House  assem- 
bled again,  with  a  view  to  conclude  the  de- 
bate. He  thought  that  such  a  Motion 
having  been  brought  forward,  and  having 
been  put  from  the  chair,  it  was  right  that 
it  fthould  come  to  a  conclusion.  [  Cries  of 
le  !"]  Well,  if  the  House  wished 
e,  he  had  no  objection. 
DISRAELI  rose  to  disabuse  the 


noble  Lord  and  his  Frienda  of  any  ideas 
they  might  have  entertained,  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem« 
ber  for  Stamford,  or  of  the  Gentlemen 
round  him,  either  to  postpone  the  matter 
for  a  week,  or  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
They  had  no  wish  of  the  kind.  Such  a 
wish  had,  indeed,  been  expressed  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  but  he  was  not  in  any 
way  responsible  for  it.  At  the  same  time 
he  vrished  to  take  that  opportunity  of  vin- 
dicating the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Stamford  had  taken,  and  to 
show  that  though  it  might  be  unnsnal,  it 
was  by  no  means  irr^ular.  Proceedings  of 
a  most  important  character  had  taken  place 
in  one  of  the  most  important  colonies  of  the 
empire;  the  attention  of  the  House  and  of 
the  country  had  been  directed  to  that  eo- 
lony;  and  there  could  be  no  donbt  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  publicly  called  to  it  on  an  earij  and 
legitimate  occasion.  What  had  actually 
occurred  ?  A  right  hon.  Gentleman,  oc- 
cupying an  elevated  position  in  the  Hoose, 
who  had  held  the  situation  of  Seoretaiy 
for  the  Colonies,  had  given  notice  that  he 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Government  to  the  subject.  He 
had  done  so  in  an  able  and  elabosmte  state- 
ment. The  GoYemment,  represented  by 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  had  after- 
ward risen  and  stated  tiimr  case.  Was  it 
irregular,  then — was  it  not  rather  the 
bounden  duty,  being  thus  in  possessioa  of 
the  views  of  Government,  ehcited  by  the 
obserFations  of  the  right  hon.  Momber  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stamfod 
should  take  the  course  he  had  done  9 
What  could  be  more  absurd  than  that, 
after  the  debate  had  been  carried  on  hj 
two  eminent  Members  of  the  House,  they 
were  to  agree  that  all  this  discussioB  was 
to  go  for  nothing — ^that  after  the  case  had 
been  stated  on  one  side  by  a  late  Secretary 
of  State,  and  answered  on  tiie  other  by 
the  present  First  Minister  of  the  Ciowii, 
they  were  to  agree  that  all  this  should  be 
considered  mere  idle  discussion,  and  that 
another  day  should  be  fixed  for  a  formal 
and  grave  debate  on  the  snbjeeif  Ths 
course  which  his  right  hon.  Fr&id  had  ibU 
lowed  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  natural  and 
the  rational  one,  and  the  one  that  was  most 
convenient  for  discussion.  His  right  hoa. 
Friend  had  not  taken  this  step  without  duo 
deliberation,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  under  any 
stances  whatever. 
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Mb.  VERNON  SMITH  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Salford  would  persist  in 
his  Motion  for  adjournment.  He  denied 
that  the  right  hon.  Memher  for  Stamford 
had  taken  the  proper  course.  The  proper 
and  natural  course  would  have  been  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  if  he  intended  to  found  any  Mo- 
tion upon  his  obseryations,  and  if  he  did 
not,  then  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Stam- 
ford should  have  given  formal  notice  of  the 
Motion  he  intended  to  submit.  For  let  it 
be  understood,  this  was  no  trifling  question. 
This  question,  the  mail,  which  sailed  for 
Canada  to-morrow,  would  carry  out  to  the 
inhabitants  of  that  colony.  As  for  him- 
self, be  oonsidered  that  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  the  most 
important  colonial  questions  that  had  ever 
been  submitted  to  this  House.  He  con- 
tended that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  hare  given  notice  of  his  Motion  ; 
but  he  did  not  mean  to  say,  if  a  Motion 
had  been  proposed,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  it  did  not  go  far 
enough,  that  he  was  not  entitled  to  make 
another  Motion  going  farther.  It  would 
be  unwarrantable  to  press  on  the  House 
of  Commons  such  a  proposition  without 
notice,  or  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
liot  aware  of  it  should  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  opinions  on  the 
subject  by  their  votes. 

Mb.  BANEES  said,  they  would  now  see 
what  course  would  be  taken  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Salford,  who 
was  so  ready  to  give  way  when  the  Go- 
vernment desired  it.  They  would  now  learn 
whether  he  was  the  tool  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  not — [Cries  of  **  Order!'*  and 
"Adjourn !"] — for  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  would 
tell  mm  to  his  face,  however  individuals,  by 
their  clamour,  might  endeavour  to  drown 
his  voice,  but  they  would  not  succeed,  that 
if  he  persevered  in  his  Motion  it  was  as  a 
subservient  Member  acting  for  the  Go- 
yerament ;  he  made  that  Motion  knowing 
the  J  were  dreading  a  division.  His  con- 
duct was  that  of  a  subservient  Member 
acting  at  the  will  of  the  Government — 
actiiw  unfairly  to  the  House,  moving  for 
an  a^ournment  when  it  was  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  Government,  and  opposing 
such  adjournment  when  the  contrary  was 
the  case.  The  hon.  Member  could  no 
longer  hold  the  situation  Avhich  ho  was 
desirous  to  hold,  of  an  independent  Mem- 
ber, if  he  put  himself  prominently  forward 
on  thb  occasion ;  he,  therefore,  called 
upon  him  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  let 


them  now  take  the  division.  It  was  true, 
as  was  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton,  that  this 
was  an  important  question.  They  had  had 
a  statement  from  a  late  Colonial  Se- 
cretary, a  Gentleman  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter. Since,  then,  they  had  had  a 
speech  from  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown ;  and  the  Members  of  the  House 
were  then  as  well  prepared  to  come  to  a 
division  as  they  could  be  at  any  future 
occasion.  They  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  hearing  also  an  hon.  relative  of  the  Go« 
vernor  General  of  Canada ;  and  having 
heard  all  those  statements,  he  (Mr. 
Bankes)  knew  not  what  further  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton could  desire  to  hear,  before  he 
would  bo  prepared  to  come  to  a  division  on 
the  subject.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford would  preserve  his  character  for  inde* 
pendence,  he  would  not  press  his  Motion. 
If  he  did,  they  should  take  the  division  on 
the  adjournment ;  but  undoubtedly  it  was 
their  wish  to  come  to  the  division  on  the 
main  question. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON:  I  beg  to  tell  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  that  if  I  am 
to  be  a  tool  of  one  side  or  the  other,  I  will 
stand  by  my  friends  [pointing  to  the  Trea^ 
sury  hench].  My  object  in  moving  the 
adjournment  was,  that  the  debate  was  not 
likely  to  come  to  a  close  this  evening ;  but 
as  I  have  on  many  occasions  before  given 
way  when  it  has  been  the  wish  of  the 
House,  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY  wished  to 
know  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  when  the  adjourned  debate 
would  come  on,  in  case  the  question  was 
postponed  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  really  thought  that 
this  was  a  question  for  the  House  much 
more  than  for  him.  He  did  not  wish  to 
shrink  from  a  division  any  more  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire; but  he  believed  this  to  bo  a 
question  of  very  great  importance,  and  it 
was  for  the  character  of  the  House  that 
the  Members  of  it  generally  should  be 
aware  that  there  was  such  a  question  be- 
fore them.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
came  to  the  House  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mado  his  Motion,  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  question, 
there  having  been  no  notice  of  that  Mo- 
tion. 
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Mr.  W.  F.  MACKENZIE:  In  case  the 
debate  is  adjourned,  will  the  budget  be 
brought  on  to-morrow  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  In  that  case  the 
budget  would  be  postponed  for  a  week. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  it  would  no 
doubt,  he  considered,  be  very  advantage- 
ous to  have  a  prolonged  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  Canadian  affairs,  but  they  must 
consider  the  state  of  public  business;  and 
when  they  were  told  that  the  consequences 
of  postponing  the  question  would  be  the 
postponement  of  the  budget,  no  person 
could  sanction  it.  On  this  ground  he  ap- 
pealed to  those  Gentlemen,  few  in  number, 
who  wished  to  adjourn  the  debate,  that 
they  should  pause  before  they  pressed 
upon  the  House  their  impressions.  The 
subject  was  not,  certainly,  discussed  for 
more  than  one  night;  but  he  thought  it 
was  to  be  the  characteristic  of  the  Session 
to  avoid  long  discussions.  How  had  this 
question  been  discussed  ?  It  was  brought 
forward  by  an  eminent  Member  of  the 
House,  formerly  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, who  certainly  had  full  and  ample  op- 
portunity of  expressing  his  opinion.  [  Ories 
of  •*  Spoke  !  "1  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stamford  had  ex- 
pressed the  opinions  of  the  party  with 
which  he  is  connected;  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield, 
who  had  a  particular  interest  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  was  acquainted  with  its  merits, 
and  who  has  a  hau  standi  in  respect  to 
it,  had  also  spoken.  The  packet  was  about 
to  leave  England;  and  considering  that  the 
question  was  admirably  debated,  and  con- 
sidering that  the  postponement  of  the 
budget  would  be  the  consequence  of  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  he  must  ap- 
peal to  the  House  to  divide  now  on  the 
question. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  must  make  an  ap- 
peal  to  the  House.  [  Cries  of  •*  Divide !  '^] 
He  was  not  to  be  deterred  from  the  dis- 
charge of  a  most  solemn  duty.  He  never 
wished  to  place  himself  in  opposition  to 
the  opinions  of  any  portion  of  the  House; 
but  he  solemnly  and  earnestly  besought 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  the  deep  in- 
terests involved.  Let  them  consider  that 
it  was  with  respect  to  the  interests  and 
feelings  of  persons  removed  from  them 
many  thousands  of  miles  they  were  called 
upon  to  take  this  important  step.  Let 
them  consider  also  the  character  of  the 
"  '•^.  which  he  would  venture  to  say 
■er  seriously  there  and  elsewhere 
ir  proceedings  on  a  matter  of  I 


this  kind  were  marked  by  the  utmost  de- 
liberation, and  by  the  exercise  of  the 
clearest  and  most  dispassionate  judgment. 
There  had  rarely  been  a  question  of  a  na- 
ture more  important  submitted  to  the 
House.  It  is  a  question  of  which  the  be- 
ginnings may  appear  small,  but  the  subse- 
quent stages  may  be  extensive.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  stated  what  it  appeared  to 
him  the  honour  of  the  Crown  demanded; 
and  he  would  say  that  both  the  honour  of 
the  Crown  and  of  the  House  demanded, 
that  every  step  they  took  in  pressing  this 
matter  to  its  issue  should  be  a  step  carry- 
ing with  it  the  presumption  that  tney  hsd 
applied  their  minds  in  seriousness  to  the 
question — that  the  decision  at  which  thej 
arrived  had  not  been  taken  in  the  heal  <^ 
momentary  excitement  on  the  part  of  Gen- 
tlemen who,  he  must  say,  had  heard  little 
of  the  debate.  The  hOn.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  had  paid  him 
an  undue  compliment  in  respect  to  his 
statement  that  night;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  allow  him  to  say,  when  he 
spoke  of  the  statement  he  had  made,  and 
the  reply  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  as  affording,  in  some  de- 
gree, a  basis  on  which  the  House  might 
form  a  judgment,  that  he  had  addressed 
his  statement  to  a  House,  he  thought,  not 
containing  one-eighth  or  one-tenth  part  <rf 
the  Members  then  present.  The  prediea- 
ment  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  was 
nearly  the  same;  and  two-thirds  of  those 
who  had  heard  him  did  not  hear  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  GtentlemaB 
the  Member  for  Stamford.  He  would 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire,  in  all  seriousnciB 
and  good  temper,  if  he  were  looldi^ 
for  the  progress  of  public  husineaa,  he 
hoped  he  would  not  force  the  division  that 
night;  for  it  was  not  the  progress  of  pub- 
lic business  that  night  or  the  next  ^ej 
must  consider;  they  should  consider  how 
future  public  business  would  be  affoeted 
by  a  precipitate  issue  being  taken  m  the 
affairs  of  Canada.  If  they  wished  to  pro- 
vide for  the  future  progress  of  public  DQsi- 
ness,  he  advised  them  to  proceed  with  de- 
liberation and  caution,  and  giTe  the  whole 
people  of  the  empire  reason  to  tlunk  that 
they  considered  and  respected  their  6d- 
ings. 

Mr.  roebuck  reminded  the  light 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  laid  himself 
open  to  his  own  charge.  His  Moticm  had 
been  made  in  all  seriousness^  and  he  mwt 
have  expected  that  his  obsenrfttioDS  wodi 
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have  had  a  great  effect  at  least  on  hia  own 
party — if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
party— or,  at  all  events,  that  it  would  have 
an  influence  on  the  House.  One  of  the  con- 
sequences of  calling  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament to  great  questions  was,  that  it  led 
necessarily  to  divisions  in  that  House;  hut 
he  felt  hound  to  say  that  this  was  not  the 
first  occasion  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man produced  effects  hy  his  Motions  like 
the  present.  He  would  frankly  tell  *the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  come 
down  under  the  impression  that  a  division 
would  take  place,  though  he  helieved  that 
during  the  dehate  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  gone  away  under  the  impression  that 
no  diviaion  was  to  take  place. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  wished  to  know  if  any 
hon.  Memher  desired  to  address  the  House 
on  the  question.  He  saw  nothing  for 
which  an  adjournment  was  necessary. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  dehate  he  now  adjourned." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  172;  Noes 
107:  Majority  65. 

LUt  of  the  Ates. 


AMy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Add^ley,  C.  B. 
AiiBOD,  hon.  Col. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
BeUew,  B.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bericekj,  C.  L.  G. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bouvoie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
BnunsUm,  T.  W. 
Brand,  T. 
Brockiehnrst,  J. 
BroiherUm,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Brace,  C.  L.  C. 
Bnnbiiry,  E.  H. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cha^,  W.  J. 
CUy,J. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cowan,  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Bawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Booglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
I)nimmond,H.  H. 
Dondas,  Adm. 
Bondas,  Sir  D. 
Slirington,Visot. 


Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fagftn,W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FiUPatrick,rt.hn.J.W. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fox,  W.J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Ilaggitt,  F.  R. 
Harris,  R. 
Has  tie,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G.' 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henry,  A, 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S, 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hoyworth,  L. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon. Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
HoUond,  R. 
Horsman,  £. 


Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  0.  W,  G. 
Howard,  SirR. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 

I<abouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
LangstoD,  J.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
M*Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Maitland,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Mihies,  R.  M. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
OTlaherty,  A. 
Ogle,  S.  C.H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palraerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  C. 
Peel,  F. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pinney,W. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  0. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 


Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  0.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Simeon,  J. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.Sir  W. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Tufhell,  H. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tynte,Col.  C.  J.  K. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vesey,  hon.T. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,S.H. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
WUliamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
WUson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld.  J. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TKLLSRS. 

Mahon,  Visct. 
NichoU,  J.  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
ArchdaU,  Capt.  M, 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Bankes,  G. 
Harrington,  Visct. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bcnnet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blair,  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Chichester,  Lord  J. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 
Clive,  H.  B, 


Cochrane,  A. D.  R.W.B. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A, 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Davics,  D.  A.  S. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Dodd,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Parnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fox,  S.W.  L. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
L,       Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grogan,  E. 
Guernsey,  Lord 
Gwyn,  H. 
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Hall,  Col. 
IlalHoy,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  O.  A. 
Hiiiiiilton,  liOrd  C. 
HarriH,  hon.  Capt. 
i  lorries,  rt.  hoii.  J. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hindloy,  C. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hothaui,  Lord 
Koogh,  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Knox,  Col. 
Lowishaui,  Visct. 
Lindsay,  hou.  CoL 
Locko,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  £. 
liOokhart,  W. 
liOpes,  Sir  11. 
Mari'b,  Earl  of 
MaunsoU,  T.  P. 
Meux,SirH. 
Miles,  W. 
Moore,  G.  II. 
Morgan,  0. 
Mailings,  J.  R. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Mundy.  \V. 


H. 


Napier,  J. 
Neold,  J. 
Newport,  ViBct. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
0*Conncll,  M.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Portal,  M. 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
llepton,  G.  W.  J. 
St.  George,  C. 
Sandars,  G. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  £, 
Stuart,  n. 
Stuart,  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
WaddingtoD,  U.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Worcester,  Marq, 

TELLERS. 

Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Newdegato,  C.  N. 

Debate  adiourned  till  To-morrow. 
IIouso  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock. 
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for  the  Preyention  of  Aocidents  in,  and  the 
better  Ventilation  of,  Mines,  praying  for 
the  adoption  of  measiires  to  preyent  explo- 
sions in  coal  mines.  He  begged  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  explaining  a  matter, 
his  remarks  upon  which  on  a  former  occa- 
sion had  been  misunderstood.  He  did  not 
say  that  Mr.  Watt  had  any  inyention  upon 
the  subject  of  yentilation  in  mined.  Mr. 
Watt  neyer  pretended  to  haye  any  suek 
invention.  But  he  did  a  yery  gallant  and 
judicious  thing.  Finding  it  impossible  to 
trust  to  the  accounts  giyen  by  persons 
who  had  been  sayed  from  accidents  in  coal 
mines,  in  consequence  of  their  alann  or 
suffering  having  obscured  their  facolties, 
he  was  determined  to  see  an  explosion,  and 
witness  its  effects  himself ;  and  he  accord- 
ingly went  down  into  a  pit,  and  had  the 
courage  to  be  present  at  an  explosion.  He 
then  came  to  the  distinct  belief  that  there 
was  no  possibility  of  preventing  collections 
of  fire-damp  by  natural  yentilation,  and 
that  the  only  means  of  preventing  explo- 
sions would  be  found  in  artificial  yent3a- 
tion.  But  he  never  pretended  to  have 
any  invention  for  effecting  the  object.  But 
had  he  attempted  it,  he  (Lord  Broiffihain) 
had  no  doubt  he  would  have  adopted 
steam  as  his  agent. 


.of 


MiHiTB&l  Ptblic  Bill&— I*  Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Re- 
lief: Attonir>-«  and  Solidton  (Irelimd). 
o*  ltan»|^»tation  to  Treawn  (Ireland)  ;   Aceoonti  of 
Turnpike  TrutCs  iScoCland). 

Pbtitioxi»  Pmisbntbd.  By  the  Buhop  of  Woroertor.  firom 
the  PatUti^ton  and  several  other  Unions,  that  Board*  of 
Guardian*  may  be  Gmpowered  to  grant  Supetannuatioo 
AlKtvance*  to  IHwr  Law  OdkvnL— By  the  Earl  of  Har- 
r\twby.  IVom  Randvid^.  and  several  other  Places,  against 

the  1 1  ranting  of  any  New  Licenses  to  Beer  Shops ^From 

Bath,  in  favour  of  the  rreemen's  Lands  BilL— Prom  Man- 
chester, against  the  Bankrupt  Law  ConsoKdatioD  BilL— 
Frum  >\awniirsh,  afainst  the  Parliamentary  Oatht  BilL 

TUANSrOUTVnON  FOK  TREASON  (IRE- 
LAND)  lUl.l.. 

v^rvlor  ot  tho  Pay  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, and  tor  lakina:  into  consuleration  tho 
StAiuliujr  Orders  No;?.  -O  and  15*>.  in  or- 
der u>  their  beini:  dispensed  with,  read. 

LoKO  CAMPBELL  movcvl  that  tho  Bill 
le  now  n^ad  the  soooiul  time. 

KlI:  r^ad  *J^ 

The  said  Standiuir  Orvler  considered, 
and  disivnsed  with:  Co:iim;:teoo  neti:atived. 

Bill  rvad  ^V»,  akud  j^s<e>l,  and  sent  to 
the  Coiuiuous. 


V\ri.O>U>N>i  IN  COAI.  MINK5. 
Lok:^  BKvH'GlLVM  *j^rv*>eut<\l  a  pot;- 
llou  ^>m  the  N^s^uth  ^Iiiclds  A;&.QOcatMn 


SALE  OF  BEER  ACTS. 
The  Earl  op  HARROWBY  roM  to 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Seket 
Committee  to  consider  the  opermtion  of 
the  Acts  for  the  Sale  of  Beer.  He  sud, 
that  if  he  had  persisted  in  hia  original  in- 
tention of  hringing  in  a  Bill  upon  thia  snh- 
ject,  he  should  hare  felt  it  to  be  hia  duty 
to  enter  into  it  at  considerable  leng&; 
hut,  the  more  he  considered  the  eaae,  the 
more  clearly  did  he  perceiTe  that  the  only 
etfectual  mode  of  dealing  with  the  qiiei- 
tion  was  by  the  appointment  of  a  Conmut- 
tee  to  collect  eridence  respecting  it.  A 
radical  change  was  nccessarj  in  the  pre- 
sent system  ;  bat,  as  it  had  now  been  in 
forco  for  more  than  twenty  years,  he  oonld 
not  expect  to  induce  their  L<»dsliip6  to 
agree  to  such  a  change  without  biingiiig 
under  their  consideratioQ  a  vast  aooumnla- 
tion  of  facts,  which  perbapa  could  not 
hare  their  full  weight  unl^  thej  were 
previoosly  ascertained  to  be  fiicta  faj  tbe 
sLttlu^  tuTxirstigation  of  a  Select  Commit- 
ceo.  There  wa;?,  howerer,  aafficiADt  gnmiid 
already  laid  for  snch  an  inqairj.  Tlie 
:iumb«r  of  attempts  which  bad  already 
boon  made  to  alter  the  enactments  of  die 
B«r  Actt^  and  the  umilMr  of 
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wluch  had  already  been  presented  against 
them  during  the  present  Session,  were 
enough  to  prove  the  extent  of  the  mis- 
chief which  they  had  created,  and  the  sense 
of  the  public  respecting  it.  He  should 
therefore  refrain  from  making  any  state- 
ment upon  the  eyil  of  the  present  system, 
and  would  merely  moye  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  its 
nature,  and  into  the  best  means  of  reme- 
dying it. 

Lord  MONTE  AGLE  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one^rrhich  required  to  be  most  care- 
fully considered.  They  should  take  care  not 
to  be  prejudiced  by  ex  parte  statements, 
nor  eanly  induced  to  interfere  with  a  trade 
in  which  such  an  enormous  amount  of  capital 
was  infested  as  had  been  invested  in  beer- 
ehops  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1830. 
If  his  noble  Friend  had  any  intention  of 
returning  to  the  old  principle  of  licensing 
public-houses,  he  must  say  that  he  could 
not  agree  with  him;  but  if  the  inquiry  were 
to  be  &ir  and  ample,  he  would  give  it  his 
best  assistance,  should  his  noble  Friend 
think  well  of  placing  him  upon  the  Com- 
mittee. Their  Lordships,  however,  should 
be  upon  their  guard  against  the  efforts 
made  by  the  body  of  licensed  publicans  to 
prejudice  the  present  law,  it  being  so 
much  to  their  interest  to  destroy  the  beer- 
ahops. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  he 
would  not  call  a  witness  before  the  Com- 
mittee who  had  been  proffered  or  suggest- 
ed by  a  licensed  victualler.  He  assured 
their  Lordships  that  he  was  not  himself  in 
any  way  connected  with  that  body. 

The  Maequess  of  LANSDOWNE  as- 
sented to  the  Motion,  but  he  declined  to 
give  any  opinion  on  behalf  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  to  the  expediency 
of  any  alteration  in  the  law,  either  as  a 
matter  of  police  or  public  morality. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Committee  appointed. 

FRENCH  EXPEDITION  TO  ROME. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  reminded 
the  noble  President  of  the  Council  that  he 
had  promised,  a  few  days  ago,  to  bi-ing 
down  to  the  House  at  its  next  sitting  the 
communication  of  the  French  Government 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  explanatory 
of  the  object  of  its  expedition  to  Rome. 
That  communication  had  not  yet  been  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships,  and  he  now 
asked  the  noble  Marquess  when  be  intend- 
ed to  present  that  document  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
reply,  said  that  he  had  rather  expected  to 


have  that  question  put  to  him  in  the  course 
of  the  present  evening.     After  the  discus- 
sion of  the  former  evening,  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  alluded,  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  had  lost  no  time  in  commu- 
nicating with  his  noble  Friend  the  Foreign 
Secretary  on  the  subject;  and  he  now  felt 
himself  justified  in  stating  that  he  should 
be  prepared  to  lay  upon  the  table  within  a 
very  short  time  the  documents  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  referred.     But  one  of  those 
documents  would  not  be  presented  verbch 
tim;  for  he  felt  that  it  would  be  an  impro- 
per proceeding  at  this  moment,  and  under 
circumstances  to  which  there  was  no  need 
for  him  to  allude  further,  to  publish  in  ex- 
tense  the  document  which  had  been  com- 
municated to  us  by  tho  French  Govern- 
ment, without  first  making  a  communica- 
tion of  our  intention  to  publish  it  to  the 
French  Government.     He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  repeating — and  with  greater  accu- 
racy than  he  had  used  when  he  last  ad- 
dressed their  Lordships — that  the  general 
purport  of  that  communication,  which  de- 
scribed the  object  of  the  expedition  to  be 
sent   to   Civita   Vecchia,   was  this — that 
the  expedition  was  intended  to  secure  the 
equilibrium  of  nations,  the  independence  of 
the  Italian  States,  and  the  security  of  the 
population  of  Rome  from  either  the  evils 
of  anarchy  or  the  dangers  of  a  sudden  re- 
action.    This  was  stated  at  great  length; 
but  the  substance  of  the  communication 
was  such  as  he  had  just  mentioned.    From 
what  passed  in  the  last  conversation  which 
took  place  on  this  subject  in  the  House, 
the   House   was   undoubtedly  entitled  to 
know  tho  general  views  entertained  by  the 
French  Government  in  their  plan  for  set- 
tling order  in  a  country  where  order  was 
seriously  endangered,  and,  more  particu- 
larly, for  settling  it  by  the  restoration  of 
the  Pope.    He  had  no  doubt  that  be  should 
be  able  to  lay  those  papers  on  the  table  on 
Monday  next;    but  their  Lordships  must 
not  expect  to  find  in  them  a  history  of  all 
the  negotiations,  for  such  a  history  would 
involve  transactions  which  wore  now  pend- 
ing; but  they  would  be  sufficient  to  put 
their  Lordships  in  possession  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  restoration  of  order  in  Rome. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  had  no  wish 
to  press  for  the  production  of  any  papers 
which  the  noble  Marquess  might  think  it 
improper  to  produce;  but  he  thought  that 
their  Lordships  and  that  the  country  had  a 
right  to  know  the  reasons  why  so  large 
a  force  of  French  troops,  amountbg  to 
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30,000  men,  was  now  stationed  in  the  ter- 
ritories of  the  Roman  States.  It  was  for 
the  noble  Marquess  or  for  some  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  explain  the 
reasons,  either  from  their  own  stores  of 
knowledge  or  from  the  commnnications  of 
the  French  Goyeniment;  for  it  was  unrea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  either  their  Lord- 
ships or  the  country  could  be  satisfied  at 
seeing  a  French  force  of  that  magnitude 
employed  in  the  centre  of  Italy,  without 
having  some  documents  to  explain  why  it 
was  there,  and  what  were  its  objects. 
When  their  Lordships  had  the  papers 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  promised, 
they  would  be  able  to  ascertain  how  far 
the  explanation  of  the  French  Government 
was  satisfactory.  On  a  former  occasion 
the  noble  Marquess  had  said  that  the  ex- 
planation of  the  French  Government  had 
met  the  assent  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  at  least  that  it  was  not  disap- 
proved of  by  them.  Sufficient  explanation 
must  therefore  have  been  given  by  the 
French  Government  to  secure  the  assent 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  If  so,  their 
Lordships  had  a  right  to  know  the  pre- 
mises upon  which  that  assent  was  founded. 
He  supposed  that  before  Her  Majesty's 
Government  acquiesced  in  such  an  expe- 
dition, they  must  have  known  its  ob- 
ject. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  won- 
dered where  the  noble  Earl  had  discover- 
ed any  speech  or  document  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  given  their 
assent  to  the  French  expedition.  No 
such  assent,  if  by  assent  was  meant  ap- 
probation, had  ever  been  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  He  supposed  that 
the  noble  Earl  must  have  derived  such  a 
notion  from  a  casual  phrase  in  the  speech 
of  the  President  of  the  French  Republic, 
wherein  he  spoke  of  the  Government  of 
France  having  always  been  "  in  agree- 
ment "  with  that  of  England.  Undoubtedly 
such  an  agreement  had  existed  between 
the  two  Governments,  and  he  was  proud  of 
its  existence.  He  would  remind  the  noble 
Earl  that  another  foreign  Government  had 
also  interfered  in  the  affairs  of  Rome  with 
a  military  force.  Why  had  not  the  noble 
Earl  asked  for  an  explanation  of  the  rea- 
sons which  had  induced  it  to  interfere? 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  would  not 
say  that  the  time  had  net  arrived  when  it 
was  expedient  to  demand  such  an  explana- 
tion from  Austria,  as  well  as  from  Naples 
and  Spain. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN,  in  reply,  ob- 


served, that  in  his  former  speech  he  had 
adverted  to  the  words  used  by  the  noble 
Marquess  when  he  said  that  the  Gk>Teni- 
ment  had  not  disapproved  of  the  Freneh 
expedition  to  Civita  Vecchia.  If  the  6o« 
vemment  had  neither  approved  nor  disap- 
proved of  such  an  expedition,  bat  Tiewed 
it  with  indifference,  that  was  one  Tiew  of 
the  question;  but  wh^i  the  noble  Marqnets 
said  that  he  did  not  disapprove  of  the  ex- 
pedition, he  concluded  that  the  noble 
Marquess  approved  of  it.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  given  an  explanation  of  tlM 
agreement  subsisting  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments of  England  and  France.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  rejoiced  modi  in 
the  good  understanding  sulMsisting  wiUi  tlM 
French  Government,  and  he  would  there- 
fore venture  to  recommend  the  noUe  Mar- 
quess to  make  use  of  that  good  under- 
standing, and  give  the  French  GK>Teniin6nt 
this  piece  of  advice — ^that  in  future,  when 
it  sent  forth  an  expedition  of  which  it  was 
either  afraid  or  ashamed  to  avow  the  ob- 
ject, it  would  be  as  well  to  let  it  alone. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  wat 
understood  to  say  that  the  President  of  the 
French  Republic  had  never  stated  that  we 
had  assented  to  the  French  expedition  to 
Civita  Vecchia.  It  was  just  as  true  to 
assert  that  he  (the  Marquess  of  Laas- 
downe)  had  declared  his  assent  to  it 
Neither  the  one  nor  the  other  of  them 
had  done  any  such  thing.  The  noble  Eail 
had  misrepresented  his  words  somewhat 
strangely.  What  he  had  said  was  totdftjr 
different  from  a  declaration  of  assent.  Be 
had  said  that  Her  Majesty's  GKyvemment 
had  not  raised  any  obstacle  to  the  saQbg 
of  that  expedition.  It  was  singular  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  forgotten  that  expres- 
sion; for  on  a  former  occasion  he  had  com- 
mented rather  smartly  on  the  use  of  thai 
word  "obstacle."  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  was  therefore  not  a  little  sur- 
prised to  find  tho  noble  Earl  now  constm- 
ing  the  woi^  "obstacle'*  into  assent 
That  assent  he  had  never  ^ven.  To  call 
on  the  French  Government  for  any  etpla- 
nation  on  this  subject  now,  would,  in  Ui 
opinion,  be  extremely  improper;  for  he 
thought  that  we  ought  not  to  do  anytfaing 
at  this  moment  which  could  tend  to  the 
embarrassment  of  that  Government.  What 
he  was  prepared  to  say  on  this  suhject  was, 
that  at  the  proper  time  we  must  ask  for  an 
explanation — which  we  had  not  yet  de- 
manded either  of  the  French  GoyenimiBBt, 
or  of  the  Austrian  Government,  or  of  the 
Neapolitan  Government -» of  die  noiim 
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wHioh  bad  induced  each  of  them  to  send  an 
«rmed  force  into  the  Roman  States. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  concurred  with  the 
nokle  Marquess  in  thinking  that  we  ought 
to  abatain  at  present  from  doing  anything 
idiioh  was  likely  to  embarrass  the  French 
Goremment.      That     Government     had 
enough  upon  its  hands  at  present,  and  we 
ought  not  to  add  to  its  embarrassments, 
especially  when  we  considered   that  the 
present  stalking-horse    for    rebellion    in 
Paris  was  the  expedition  to  Rome.  He  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  difficult  to  comprehend 
the  motiTes  which  had  dictated  that  expe- 
dition.    One  of  its  alleged  objects  was  to 
help  ihe  Roman  people;  and  yet  to  send 
30»000  men  to  storm  Rome  was  an  odd 
way  of  helping  its  inhabitants.     Nothing 
more  unlike  a  Government  than  that  of 
which  M.  Mazzini  was   the   head,  could 
well  be  imagined;  and  yet  another  alleged 
object  of  the  expedition  was  to  relievo  the 
Roman  people  from  the  government  of  that 
indUvidual.      All  these  considerations  in- 
creased the  inconvenience  which  their  Lord- 
ships   experienced    in  not  having  these 
documents  before  them.     Austria,  Naples, 
and  Spain  were  placed  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  that  in  which  France  stood  as  to 
this  Roman  intervention.     Austria  never 
denied  that  it  was  her  intention  to  restore 
the  Pope.     Naples  never  denied  it.     Spain 
never  denied  it.     France  did  not  deny  it; 
but  she  took  measures  to  render  the  inter- 
Tention  of  Naples  at  any  rate  unsuccessful. 
The    Neapolitan    troops    had     advanced 
against  Rome,  but,  in  consequence  of  the 
temporary  armbtice    made  between  the 
Romans  and  the  French  troops,  had  been 
beaten  back,  leaving,  as  it  was  said,  the 
field  of  battle  covered  with  their  dead. 
Nowy  that  the  Neapolitans   should  cover 
any  field  with  their  dead  bodies,  unless 
they  were  acting  under  the  command  of 
Bonaparte  or  one  of  his  marshals,  was 
rather  a  startling  novelty.     He  had  there- 
fore made  inquiry  into  the  fact;  and  he 
found  that  two  Neapolitan  stragglers  had 
been  killed,  and  that  one  Neapolitan  had 
been  left  wounded  on  the  field  before  the 
rest  of  their  army  went  their  way.     The 
reason  why  they  went  away  was  justifiable 
enough.     They  had  not  from  France  the 
aopport  which  it  was  stipulated  at  Gacta 
that  they  should  have,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  they  were  ordered  to  retreat. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY  sin- 
eeiely  regretted  that  the  noble  Baron  had 
bfongfat  forward  the  question  at  all;  for, 
iJtb^mgli  he  agreed  nearly  on  every  point 
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with  the  noble  Earl  near  him;  yet,  in  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  France  at  this 
moment,  it  would  be  a  wiser  policy  to  re- 
frain from  any  discussion  in  that  House 
which  might  have  a  tendency  to  agitate 
public  opinion  in  that  country.     Hitherto, 
during  the  present  Session,  their  Lordships 
had  abstained  from  any  discussion  on  the 
afiairs  of  France,  because  they  felt  that 
the  maintenance  of  the  peace  of  Europe 
depended  on  the  good  understanding  of  the 
two  nations.     For  the   last  two  weeks  a 
Government  in  France  had  scarcely  been 
in  existence,  owing  to  the  rapid  changes 
arising  out  of  the  ffathering  of  the  new 
Assembly.     He,    therefore,    looked   upon 
the  present  discussion  as  premature;  and 
yet  in  their  Lordships'  House  questions 
had  been  put  to  the  noble  Marquess  which 
the  President  of  the  French  Republic  him- 
self would  find  a  difficulty  in  answering. 
He  confessed  he  did  not  think  the  French 
Government  itself  could  precisely  say  what 
were  or  what  would  be  the   intentions  of 
France  with  respect  to  the  expedition  now 
going  on.  The  original  cause  of  the  expedi- 
tion they  had  yet  to  learn;  it  was  not  yet 
before  the  country  or  the  world,  and  all  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  do    at  this 
moment   was   to    give    an    opinion   upon 
the  subject.     Indeed,  they  hardly  knew  in 
what  state  France  herself  would  have  been 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  loyalty  of  her 
army  and  the  prudence  and  firmness  of  the 
President  of  the  Republic.     The  French 
army  had  not  deceived  him.     He  was  cer- 
tain that  the  esprit  de  corps  would  keep 
them  true  to  their  colours.     He  then  once 
more  declared  that  he  should  have  been 
better  pleased  if  the  noble  Baron  had  not 
put  his  questions  on  this  subject,   and  if 
their  Lordships  had  abstained  from  expres- 
sing any  opinions  which  might  infiuence 
the  decision  of  the  President  of  the  French 
Republic,  who  was   sincerely  desirous  of 
maintaining  order  and  tranquillity  in  his 
own  country,  and  of  keeping  peace  with 
Great  Britain  and  all  the  world. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
able  to  communicate  to  their  Lordships  a 
document  which  would  make  this  case  quite 
intelligible.  He  had  just  received  the  pa- 
pers which  he  had  promised  to  lay  on  the 
table,  and  he  now  placed  them  there  for 
the  information  of  their  Lordships. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  it  was  quite  clear  that  the  first  com- 
munication of  the  French  to  the  British 
Government  could  only  contain  the  reasons 
why  it  was  sending  an  expedition  of  6,000 
L 
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men  to  Civita  Vecchia;  for  it  was  quite 
certain  that  it  had  made  no  provision  at 
the  time  for  increasing  the  amount  of  that 
force.  That  was  a  state  of  things  very 
different  from  the  present;  and  he  ap- 
prehended that  the  communication  of 
the  French  Government  in  the  first  in- 
stance had  no  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances which  existed  now.  What  ho 
wished  to  ask  the  nohle  Marquess  was  this 
<— did  the  French  Government  make  any 
communication  to  ours  when  the  expedition 
underwent  so  great  a  change  as  it  did 
when  it  was  increased  to  30,000  men? 
The  French-  Government  never  could  have 
intended  to  enter  Rome  by  force  when  it 
sent  only  6,000  men.  It  was  evident  that 
its  original  idea  was,  that  their  troops  would 
only  have  to  show  themselves  at  the  gates 
of  Rome  to  bo  admitted  as  Mends.  But 
"  a  change  came  o'er  the  spirit  of  its 
dream"  when  General  Oudinot  was  re- 
pulsed, and  the  introduction  of  his  troops 
was  resisted.  The  French  Government 
then  determined  to  send  an  army  to  Rome, 
which  had  an  army  sufficiently  numerous 
to  make  a  stout  resistance.  If  it  should 
now  get  into  Rome  by  force  with  an  army 
of  30,000  men,  its  position  would  be  very 
different  from  that  which  it  held  when  it 
endeavoured  to  march  in  with  only  6,000 
men.  What  he  wanted  to  know  was,  whe- 
ther the  French  Government,  when  it  de- 
termined to  send  to  Rome  a  hostile  force 
of  30,000  men,  made  any  new  communica- 
tion to  our  Government  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
not  prepared  to  debate  the  reasons  why  an 
expedition  in  which  we  had  no  participa- 
tion was  sent  out  by  a  foreign  Government. 
It  had  been  sent  out  with  a  large  discre- 
tion left  to  its  commander.  With  the  dif- 
ference in  the  amount  of  the  force,  and 
with  its  ulterior  measures,  we  had  nothing 
to  do;  that  was,  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
it  might  conduct  its  proceedings.  With 
regard  to  the  question  asked  by  the  noble 
Earl,  he  had  only  to  say  that  we  had  had 
no  formal  communication  from  the  French 
Government  on  this  subject,  save  in  con- 
versation, since  the  first  communication  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  The  Government 
had  had  its  attention  constantly  directed 
to  the  expedition,  but  we  had  not  yet  de- 
manded any  explanation  of  its  proceedings. 

CONSULAR  EXPENDITURE  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Earl    NELSON    moved    the    Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill.     He  was  at  a  loss  to 


know  on  what  ground  the  Government  were 
to  oppose  the  Bill ;  for  he  found  that  the 
principle  of  it  had  been  admitted  by  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs;  and  the  only  difference 
between  them,  therefore,  could  only  be  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  that  principle  eoold 
be  carried  out.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was,  that  chaplains  attached  to  consnlir 
establishments  in  foreign  parts  ought  to  be 
placed  under  episcopal  control,  and  that  a 
license  ought  to  be  granted  to  them  in 
order  to  show  that  they  were  tinder  such 
control.  The  provisions  of  the  Bill  had 
no  retrospective  character,  and,  therefore, 
would  not  affect  the  Madeira  case;  and  u 
he  was  ready  to  consent  to  any  amende 
ment  that  would  not  impair  the  prinoiple  of 
the  Bill,  he  hoped  there  would  be  no  ob* 
jection  to  read  it  a  second  time. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  wis 
sorry  to  bo  under  the  neoessit  j  of  oppoebg 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  fdt 
bound  to  do  so  upon  the  simple  ground  that 
no  Parliamentary  case  had  been  made  ooi 
in  its  favour.  By  the  Act  passed  in  1825 
for  regulating  the  consular  ezpenditore,  the 
appointment  of  the  chaplains  was  vested  in 
the  Crown,  and  power  was  giren  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  grant  additional  sti- 
pends out  of  monies  annually  voted  by 
Parliament  for  the  purpose,  and  this  power 
had  since  been  regularly  exercised  by  Her 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  F<neiga 
Affairs  (as  representing  the  Crown)  umj 
upon  his  own  responsibility;  and,  aofaatu 
he  was  aware,  no  charge  had  ever  been 
made  against  him  of  abusing  the  confidenoe 
so  placed  in  him.  The  effect  of  this  Bill, 
however,  would  be  to  interfere  with  the 
exercise  of  that  authority.  Besides,  he 
begged  their  Lordships  to  observe,  that  no 
British  prelate  had,  or  could  possibly  have» 
any  jurisdiction  in  a  foreign  oountiy.  It 
was  true  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Seere- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  consulting  the  ecclesiastieil 
authorities  in  this  country  on  the  appoint- 
ment  of  foreign  chaplains;  but  this  oonU 
form  no  ground  for  recognising  their  jniii- 
diction  over  them.  As  well  might  it  be 
said,  that  because  the  Lord  Chancellor  wsi 
in  the  habit  of  consulting  the  right  itr. 
Prelates  on  the  exercise  of  his  eodesisfr 
tical  patronage,  the  control  of  the  ri^ 
rev.  Bench  should  therefore  be  leoggniied 
by  the  law  of  the  land.  Indeed,  such  a 
demand  would  be  much  more  reasonsUe 
than  the  other,  because  it  would  be  oolj 
extendmg  an  existing  juiiadiotion;  bat  ii 
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lect  one  himself,  which  he  did  upon  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Bisbop  of  Ripon.  The 
right  TOT.  Prelate  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  (the  Bishop  of  London)  was 
then  asked  to  do  what  he  had  always  done 
in  similar  cases — grant  a  license  to  the 
cleigyman  so  selected.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate,  however,  refused  under  the  cir- 
cumstances to  grant  a  license.  He  begged 
their  Lordships  to  observe,  however,  that 
if  a  refusal  of  this  kind  were  to  be  allowed 
to  operate  as  a  bar  to  such  appointments, 
it  would  be  a  restriction  and  a  clog 
upon  the  Crown  in  the  exercise  of  its  un- 
doubted prerogative  to  dismiss  those  chap- 
lains for  any  reason  it  thought  proper. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said  that  the 
practice  of  the  Church  had  been  to  regard 
all  such  clergymen  as  being  placed  under 
the  spiritual  jurisdiction  of  the  Bishop  of 
London.  He  begged  to  read  to  their 
Lordships  some  sentiments  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  a  very  different  effect.  [The 
nohle  Lord  here  read  extracts  from  two 
letters,  written  by  the  Bishop  of  London 
some  years  ago,  in  which  he  declared  that 
he  held  no  jurisdiction  over  foreign  chap- 
lains, and  that  his  license  to  them  was  no- 
thing more  than  a  certificate  to  the  Go- 
yemment  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  British 
residents  on  the  other,  that  the  chaplain  so 
licensed  was  qualified  to  perform  the  duties 
of  the  office  to  which  he  had  been  appoint- 
ed.] The  bishop's  license  had  always 
hitherto  been  considered  as  concurrent  and 
co-existent  with  the  appointment.  If  it 
was  not  so,  it  would  be  placing  the  Bishop 
of  London  over  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  In  this  state  of  things, 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Palmerston)  had 
been  obliged  to  fall  upon  the  original  prac- 
tice sanctioned  by  law,  that  practice  being, 
that  both  the  appointment  and  the  power 
of  dbmissal  should  be  vested  in  the  Secre- 
iaty  of  State,  without  the  interference  and 
control  of  any  one  whatever.  This  was 
in  precise  analogy  to  other  cases.  In  the 
ease  of  chaplains  in  the  Army  and  Navy, 
iio  license  was  required  from  the  Bishop  of 
London,  or  from  any  other  episcopal  au- 
4hority.  There  was  the  original  ordination 
of  the  clergyman,  which  was  a  test  of  at 
least  the  original  orthodoxy  of  the  indi- 
ridual;  but  there  was  nothing  more.  Un- 
der all  these  circumstances,  he  held  that  no 
case  had  been  made  out  in  favour  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
-would  not  give  their  consent  to  it. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  that  the 
atatementB  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  at  all 


affect  the  statement  he  had  made,  neither 
did  the  letters  which  had  been  quoted  differ 
from  his  sentiments  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  had  never  asserted  that  he  had 
any  legal  claim  to  spiritual  jurisdiction, 
properly  so  called,  over  foreign  chaplains; 
but  after  giving  a  license,  whatever  charac- 
ter was  to  be  attached  to  it,  it  was  clear 
that  he  could  not  revoke  that  license 
without  being  satisfied  in  his  conscience 
that  the  chaplain  had  done  something  de- 
serving of  censure.  He  was  most  anxious 
to  assist  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  Stote 
to  the  utmost  of  his  power  in  regulating 
the  proceedings  with  regard  to  foreign 
chaplains;  but  until  an  Act  of  Parliament 
were  passed,  formally  removing  this  juris- 
diction from  the  Bishop  of  London,  he 
should  consider  any  inteiference  with  that 
jurisdiction  as  an  invasion  of  his  pro- 
vince. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  as  importance  was  attached  to  some 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  him,  as 
conveying  an  impression  different  from 
that  which  they  were  meant  to  convey,  he 
wished  to  say  only  that  there  was  no  dif- 
ference between  the  right  rev.  Pr^te  and 
himself.  He  had  not  said  that  a  clergy- 
man stationed  as  a  chaplain  abroad  was 
not  in  any  sense  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  bishop.  There  might  be  that  peculiar 
sort  of  jurisdiction  which  he  derived  from 
the  authority  of  his  office,  and  founded 
upon  the  opinions,  principles,  and  habits  of 
the  clergyman  himself;  but  what  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  hod  said  was — 
and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  hod  confirmed 
him  in  it  —  that  he  had  no  jurisdiction 
which  ho  could  exercise  and  enforce  against 
a  chaplain  abroad. 

The  Bishop  of  SALISBURY  thought 
that  a  measure  of  this  sort  would  compel 
those  who  had  the  power  of  appointment 
and  dismissal  to  exercise  due  considera- 
tion, and  to  consult  with  that  authority, 
with  whom  concert  would  then  be  neces- 
sary, before  they  proceeded  to  dismiss  a 
chaplain;  and  he  could  not  see  why  incon- 
venience should  arise  from  the  possession 
of  this  power  by  the  bishop  in  the  case  of 
foreign  chaplains,  when  it  had  not  arisen 
in  the  case  of  chaplains  to  gaols.  Under 
existing  circumstances,  however,  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion to  a  division. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  fully  believed  that 
if  the  Bishop  of  London  had  had  the 
power  which  the  Bill  would  confer,  the 
single  instance  of  the  Madeira  chaplain 
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upon  him,  and  dismiss  him,  while  his  case 
iras  pending  before  his  ecclesiastical  supe- 
rior ?  He  (the  Bishop  of  London)  remon- 
strated against  the  proceeding,  but  he 
found  that  he  was  too  late.  Then  arose 
the  question  whether  he  would  revoke  the 
license  of  the  clergyman  thus  dismissed, 
and  grant  a  now  license  to  a  successor. 
He  felt  that  it  was  out  of  the  question  to 
revoke  the  licence  of  a  clergyman  who  had 
committed  no  offence,  more,  at  least,  than 
an  error  of  judgment.  He  could  have  pre- 
vailed upon  him  to  resign;  but  as  he  had 
been  thus  ignominiously  thrust  out,  he  felt 
that  it  would  have  been  an  aggravation  of 
liis  punishment  to  withdraw  his  licence. 
So  the  case  stood  at  present.  With  re- 
ference to  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Earl,  he 
repeated  his  hope  that  ho  would  not  press 
the  matter  to  a  division,  because  he  did 
still  hope  that  some  plan  would  be  arranged 
for  securing  a  proper  system  of  episcopal 
jurisdiction  in  such  cases;  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  sec  their  Lordships  and  the 
Government  distinctly  pledged  to  a  denial 
of  the  principle.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  say  that  he  had  hitherto  done  his  best 
to  assist  the  Secretary  of  State  for  For- 
eign Affairs  in  the  sometimes  difficult,  and 
generally  troublesome,  task  of  selecting, 
or  at  least  of  approving,  of  clergymen  fit- 
ted to  fill  the  office  of  foreign  chaplains; 
and  until  this  unfortunate  case,  there  had 
never  been  the  least  difference  or  misun- 
derstanding between  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  himself.  He  appealed  to  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  whe- 
ther he  had  not  always  experienced  from 
him  the  readiest  assistance,  and  whether 
ho  had  ever  witnessed  any  attempt  to  in- 
fringe the  Royal  prerogative  ?  Until  the 
present  unfortunate  case,  there  never  had 
been  the  slightest  difficulty  or  misunder- 
standing between  him  and  any  Foreign 
Secretary  on  this  subject.  He  had  no  in- 
tention or  desire  wliatcver  to  interfere  in 
any  way  with  Her  Majesty's  prerogative; 
but  feeling  that  there  was  no  ground  for 
revoking  the  licence,  he  could  not  con- 
scientiously do  so,  though  at  the  same 
time  he  admitted  that  there  might  be  mo- 
tives of  expediency,  rendering  it  desirable 
that  the  reverend  gentleman  should  be  re- 
moved from  his  chaplaincy.  lie  did  not 
think  that  the  House  should  be  called  upon 
to  decide  either  one  way  or  the  other  on 
this  question. 

The  Earl  of  MINTQ  said,  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  and  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site seemed  to  forget  that  the  Established 
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Church  of  England  was  not  the  only  es- 
tablished religion  in  the  British  empire, 
and  that  there  was  another  part  of  the 
country  where  there  was  a  different  reli- 
gious establishment,  which  shared  with  the 
Church  of  England  in  the  advantages  be- 
longing to  that  character.  By  the  Act  of 
1825,  confening  upon  the  Foreign  Secre- 
tary the  power  of  contributing  to  the  sals- 
ries  of  foreign  chaplains,  authority  wis 
given  to  make  grants  to  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  as  well  as  of  the 
Church  of  England.  The  effect  of  this 
Bill,  therefore,  would  be  to  place  ministers 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  so  situated  un- 
der the  superintendence  of  the  Bishop  of 
London.  If  it  was  not  so,  he  had  misread 
the  Bill. 

Earl  NELSON  said,  he  did  not  intend 
the  Bill  to  have  such  an  effect. 

The  Bisnop  of  LONDON  said,  he  had 
not  the  slightest  desire  to  exerdse  any 
jurisdiction  over  ministers  of  the  Scotch 
Kirk. 

Lord  EDDISBURT,  who  spoke  with 
his  back  towards  the  reporters'  galleiy. 
was  understood  to  say  that  before  ue  Se- 
retary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs  could 
intei*fere  in  this  matter,  it  was  necessary 
that  a  meeting  of  the  congregaUon  should 
be  held,  and  a  certain  sum  subscribed  as  a 
part  of  the  salary  of  the  future  chaphun. 
The  voting  of  that  sum  was  an  indispen- 
sable condition  to  be  complied  with  b^Die 
the  Crown  could  interfere;  hut  the  Crown 
had  then  a  right  to  grant  an  additional 
sum,  and  to  appoint  a  chaplain.  But  if 
the  congregation  refused  to  vote  th^  part 
of  the  salary,  the  chaplain  would  be  left 
.unprovided  for;  and  it  would  be  absohitdj 
necessary  for  the  Secretary  of  State,  if  he 
desired  such  congregation  to  have  the  ben- 
efit of  religious  ordinances,  to  make  a  new 
appointment.  In  the  case  of  Madeira,  the 
congregation,  by  a  large  majority,  agreed 
to  discontinue  the  salary  of  the  chaplsm, 
and  therefore  the  Foreign  Secretary  eooM 
not  continue  the  grant  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown.  It  was  under  these  circnmstaneae, 
and  not  until  a  year  had  elapsed  after  the 
congregation  had  presented  a  memorial  ta 
the  Queen  to  take  the  case  into  oonsidei*- 
tion,  and  provide  a  proper  minister  for 
them,  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  P•lllle^ 
ston)  requested  them  to  recommend  a 
clergyman  for  his  nomination.  The  con- 
gregation declined  to  recommend  any  oMb 
on  the  ground  that  their  feelings  might  be 
considered  to  bo  biased  in  the  matter;  and 
therefore  his  noble  Friend  was  oUiged  to  a9- 


297  CiM^isular  Ejyi>snditure         { JimE  15}  Act  AnUndmerU  Bill, 


298 


lect  one  himself,  which  he  did  upon  the  rc< 
commendation  of  the  Bisbop  of  Ripon.  The 
right  TOT.  Prelate  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  (the  Bishop  of  London)  was 
then  asked  to  do  what  he  had  always  done 
in  similar  cases — grant  a  license  to  the 
clergyman  so  selected.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate*  however,  refused  under  the  cir- 
cumstances to  grant  a  license.  He  hegged 
their  Lordships  to  observe,  however,  that 
if  a  refusal  of  this  kind  were  to  be  allowed 
to  operate  as  a  bar  to  such  appointments, 
it  would  he  a  restriction  and  a  clog 
upon  the  Crown  in  the  exercise  of  its  un- 
doubted prerogative  to  dismiss  those  chap- 
lains for  any  reason  it  thought  proper. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said  that  the 
practice  of  the  Church  had  been  to  regard 
all  such  clergymen  as  being  placed  under 
the  spiritual  jurisdiction  of  the  Bishop  of 
London.  He  hegged  to  read  to  their 
Lordships  some  sentiments  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  a  very  different  effect.  [The 
noble  Lord  here  read  extracts  from  two 
letters,  written  by  the  Bishop  of  London 
some  years  ago,  in  which  he  declared  that 
he  held  no  jurisdiction  over  foreign  chap- 
lains, and  that  his  license  to  them  was  no- 
thing more  than  a  certificate  to  the  Go- 
yernment  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  British 
rendents  on  the  other,  that  the  chaplain  so 
licensed  was  qualified  to  perform  the  duties 
of  the  office  to  which  he  had  been  appoint- 
ed.] The  bishop's  license  had  always 
liitherto  been  considered  as  concurrent  and 
eo-ezistent  with  the  appointment.  If  it 
was  not  so,  it  would  be  placing  the  Bishop 
of  London  over  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  In  this  state  of  things, 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Palmerston)  had 
been  obliged  to  fall  upon  the  original  prac- 
tice sanctioned  by  law,  that  practice  being, 
that  both  the  appointment  and  the  power 
of  dismissal  should  be  vested  in  the  Sccrc- 
iaty  of  State,  without  the  interference  and 
control  of  any  one  whatever.  This  was 
in  precise  analogy  to  other  cases.  In  the 
oaae  of  chaplains  in  the  Army  and  Navy, 
jao  license  was  required  from  the  Bishop  of 
London,  or  from  any  other  episcopal  au- 
•ihority.  There  was  the  original  ordination 
of  the  clergyman,  which  was  a  test  of  at 
least  the  original  orthodoxy  of  the  indi- 
ridual;  but  there  was  nothing  more.  Un- 
der aU  these  circumstances,  he  held  that  no 
case  had  been  made  out  in  favour  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
-would  not  give  their  consent  to  it. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  that  the 
QCntB  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  at  all 


affect  the  statement  he  had  made,  neither 
did  the  letters  which  had  been  quoted  differ 
from  his  sentiments  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. He  had  never  asserted  that  he  had 
any  legal  claim  to  spiritual  jurisdiction, 
properly  so  called,  over  foreign  chaplains; 
but  after  giving  a  license,  whatever  charac- 
ter was  to  be  attached  to  it,  it  was  clear 
that  he  could  not  revoke  that  license 
without  being  satisfied  in  his  conscience 
that  the  chaplain  had  done  something  de- 
serving of  censure.  He  was  most  anxious 
to  assist  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  utmost  of  his  power  in  regulating 
the  proceedings  with  regard  to  foreign 
chaplains;  but  until  an  Act  of  Parliament 
were  passed,  formally  removing  this  juris- 
diction from  the  Bishop  of  London,  he 
should  consider  any  inteiference  with  that 
jurisdiction  as  an  invasion  of  his  pro- 
vince. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  as  importance  was  attached  to  some 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  him,  as 
conveying  an  impression  different  from 
that  which  they  were  meant  to  convey,  he 
wished  to  say  only  that  there  was  no  dif- 
ference between  the  right  rev.  Pr^te  and 
himself.  He  had  not  said  that  a  clergy- 
man stationed  as  a  chaplain  abroad  was 
not  in  any  sense  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  bishop.  There  might  be  that  peculiar 
sort  of  jurisdiction  which  he  derived  from 
the  authority  of  his  office,  and  founded 
upon  the  opinions,  principles,  and  habits  of 
the  clergyman  himself;  but  what  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdownc)  had  said  was — 
and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  confirmed 
him  in  it  —  that  he  had  no  jurisdiction 
which  he  could  exercise  and  enforce  against 
a  chaplain  abroad. 

The  Bishop  of  SALISBURY  thought 
that  a  measure  of  this  sort  would  compel 
those  who  had  the  power  of  appointment 
and  dismissal  to  exercise  duo  considera- 
tion, and  to  consult  with  that  authority, 
with  whom  concert  would  then  be  neces- 
sary, before  they  proceeded  to  dismiss  a 
chaplain;  and  he  could  not  see  why  incon- 
venience should  arise  from  the  possession 
of  this  power  by  the  bishop  in  the  case  of 
foreign  chaplains,  when  it  had  not  arisen 
in  the  case  of  chaplains  to  gaols.  Under 
existing  circumstances,  however,  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion to  a  division. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  fully  believed  that 
if  the  Bishop  of  London  had  had  the 
power  which  the  Bill  would  confer,  the 
single  instance  of  the   Madeira  chaplain 
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would  not  have  occurred,  because  a  com- 
munication would  have  taken  place  between 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
which  would  have  avoided  the  occurrence. 
He,  therefore,  was  very  anxious  that  such 
a  Bill  should  pass;  but  he  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
others  to  recommend  his  noble  Friend  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  at  present.  Opposed  by 
the  Government,  it  was  quite  impossible 
that  an  individual  Member  of  Parliament 
should  be  able,  at  that  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, to  carry  it  through  the  other  House. 

Earl  NELSON  said,  that  after  the 
intimation  of  the  opinion  of  the  House,  he 
would  consent  to  withdraw  the  measure. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn;  ori- 
ginal Motion,  and  also  the  Bill,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON  S,^ 
Friday,  June  15, 1849. 

MiNUTSB.]  PuBuc  Bills.— 1«  Transportatioii  for  Treason 
(Ireland)  t  Protection  of  Women;  Turnpike  Trusts  Union; 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amendment. 

Pbtitionb  Phsseiittbd.  By  Lord  John  Russell,  jfh>m  the 
City  of|p>ndon,  for  the  Adoption  of  Universal  SuArage. 
^By  Mr.  George  Hamilton,  from  the  Diocese  of  Raphoe, 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Church  Temporalities  (Ireland) 
Act-~By  Mr.  J.  Ellis,  from  Leicester,  for  the  Marriages 
BlU. — By  Mr.  Baring  Wall,  from  several  Parishes  in  Lon- 
don, against,  and  by  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans,  from  the  Parish 
of  St.  James,  Piccadilly,  in  favour  of,  the  Sunday  Trading 
(Metropolis)  Bill.— By  Mr.  P.  Miles,  from  the  House  of 
Assembly,  Jamaica,  for  Relief  for  the  West  India  Colonies. 
^By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from  Liverpool,  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates.— By  Sir  Joshua  Walms- 
ley,  firom  Nctherton,  respecting  the  Lancashire  County 
Expenditure. — By  Mr.  Lacy,  from  the  East  Anglian  Rail- 
ways Company,  respecting  Taxation  of  Railways. — [)y 
Mr.  Disraeli,  from  Chelmsford,  for  Agricultural  Relief.— 
By  Viscount  Duncan,  from  Bath,  for  the  Bankruptcy 
Laws  Consolidation  Bill.— By  Mr.  Wodehouse,  from  Nor- 
wich, for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  Education. 
— By  Mr.  Pearson,  from  Lambeth,  for  the  Establishment 
of  Home  Colonies ;  also  against  the  Removal  of  Smith- 
field  Market — By  Mr.  Masterman,  firum  Proprietors  of 
Hotels,  &c  in  London,  complaining  uf  Burthens. — By 
Mr.  W.  Brown,  from  the  l>roprietor8  and  Editors  of  the 
Liverpool  Mercury,  respecting  the  Mails. — By  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Matheson,  for  the  Police  of  Towns  (Scotland)  Bill. 
— By  Viscount  Palmerston,  from  Tiverton,  for  an  Alter- 
ation of  the  Poor  Law.—  By  Mr.  Pole  Carew,  from  the 
St.  Germans  Union,  for  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor 
Law  Officers. — By  Mr.  Heald,  from  Carnarvon,  for  the 
Suppression  of  Promiscuous  Intercourse. — By  Mr.  Moody, 
from  Winsham,  Somersetshire,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act— By  Mr.  Bulkdey  Hughes,  from  Car- 
narvon, for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act. 

THE  COLONIES— SUGAR  DUTIES. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  presented  a  petition 
from  Tobago,  stating  that  the  planters  of 
that  colony  had  fiuifcrcd  scverelv  from  the 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  which  had  exposed 
them  to  unequal  competition  with  slave- 
growing  producers  of  sugar,  and  praying 


the  HouBB  to  take  their  condition  into  con* 
sideration. 

Sir  J.  PAEINGTON  rose  to  present  a 
petition  from  the  House  of  AsBembly  of 
Jamaica,  and  also  a  petition  from  the  West 
India  body  in  this  country,  complaining  of 
the  present  position  of  the  colony  owing  to 
the  colonial  legislation  and  the  British  Pan 
liament.  [The  hon.  Gentleman  was  stat* 
ing  the  purport  of  the  petition,  which  al- 
leged that  the  petitioners  were  under  risk 
of  utter  ruin,  when  he  was  interrupted  by 
cries  of  **  Order,  order! "  (the  rule  on 
presenting  petitions  being,  that  Members 
may  state  the  purport  and  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners).  J  If  he  were  not  allowed  to 
take  the  usual  course,  he  should  certainly 
move  the  suspension  of  the  Standing  Order 
which  prohibited  unrestricted  speaking  on 
the  presentation  of  petitions.  [Mr.  Roe- 
buck :  You  cannot  do  that  without  notice.] 
He  said  that  he  should  then,  if  farther  m- 
terrupted,  more  that  the  petition  be  read 
by  the  clerk  at  the  table;  and  as  it  wis 
very  long,  he  thought  the  House  had  better 
permit  him  to  state  the  purport  of  it. 

Mr.  speaker  referred  to  the  role, 
and  intimated  that  the  hon.  Member  might 
take  that  course. 

Sir  J.  PARINGTON  then  proceeded 
to  state  that  the  petitioners  represented 
that  the  compulsory  emancipation  of  the 
negroes  had  been  enacted  upon  three  ex- 
press conditions  :  first,  there  should  be  foil 
pecuniary  compensation  to  the  planters; 
secondly,  that  there  should  be  a  corre- 
sponding exclusion  of  slave-grown  sogtr; 
and,  thirdly,  that  there  should  be  M 
liberty  allowed  to  the  colonists  to  procure 
free  labour  for  the  cultivation  of  their  land. 
The  petitioners  stated  that  all  three  of 
these  conditions  had  been  disregarded  tod 
violated;  for  that,  first,  though  oflioisl 
commissioners  had  valued  the  bUtos  at 
43,000,000/.,  the  compensation  only 
amounted  to  I6,000,000Z.;  then,  secondlyi 
that  the  colonists  had  been  ex;po8ed  to  lu- 
fair  and  unequal  competition  with  the  pn> 
ducers  of  slave-grown  sugar;  and,  tlurdly, 
that  the  colonists  had  been  prevented  from 
procuring  free  labour,  and  enoountered  in- 
superable difficulties  on  that  account.  Tht 
petitioners  particularly  complained  of  tin 
fatal  effect  of  the  Act  of  1846,  the  Sugar 
Duties  Act.  They  also  alleged  that  the 
prices  of  sugar  had  thus  been  reduced  it 
low  as  to  bo  unremunerative;  and  the 
professed  permission  to  procure  free  labour 
had  been  rendered  practicallj  inopentiTe 
by  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  uofcifr 
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ment  opon  immigration  of  free  labourers 
into  the  colony.  The  petitioners  therefore 
Btated,  in  conclusion,  that  though  they  did 
not  question  the  right  of  the  British  Par- 
liament to  alter  any  fiscal  regulations,  or 
effect  any  change  in  the  public  policy  of 
the  empire  affecting  them  in  common  with 
others  of  its  subjects,  they  submitted  that 
it  was  inconsistent  with  justice  first  to 
emancipate  the  slaves  of  the  colony,  and 
then  to  compel  the  colonists  to  compete 
with  the  producers  of  slave-grown  sugar, 
unless  so  contradictory  a  policy  were  ac- 
companied by  adequate  compensation,  not 
only  for  the  value  of  the  slaves,  but  for  the 
depreciation  of  colonial  produce;  as  other- 
wise the  effect  must  be  as  completely  to 
destroy  the  planter's  property  as  if  it  had 
been  actually  confiscated.  The  petitioners 
therefore,  prayed  that  the  House  would 
take  the  premises  into  consideration,  and 
grant  them  such  relief  as  they  justly  re- 
quired. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  table. 

CANADA— EXPLANATION. 
Mb.  roebuck  said  :  I  am  anxious  to 
throw  myself  on  the  House  for  that  in- 
dulgence which  they  are  always  exceed- 
ingly kind  in  extending  to  those  who,  like 
myself,  have  had  the  misfortune  to  have 
their  private  and  personal  relations  brought 
before  them.  That  misfortune,  however, 
has  happened  to  me  from  no  fault  of  mine; 
and,  therefore,  while  I  throw  myself  on 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  ask  them 
to  reeoUect  that  I  have  been  forced  to  it 
by  no  act  of  my  own.  When  I  repelled 
an  imputation  on  myself,  in  the  course  of 
last  night's  debate,  in  consequence  of  the 
acts  of  others,  I  was  anxious  not  to  mix 
up  that  refutation  with  anything  else;  but 
I  hoped  I  might  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining to  the  House  the  imputation  it- 
self, which  rests  on  one  wbo  was  connected 
with  me  by  ties  which  no  longer  exist,  but 
wUch  were  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
most  reverential  feelings  I  have  compel 
me  to  watch  over  his  honour  as  I  would 
watch  over  my  own.  It  so  happens,  then, 
that  I  am  obliged  to  speak  of  myself  and 
of  my  relations.  It  is  a  thing  I  am  sure 
.  the  House  will  do  me  the  justice  to  say  I 
am  not  prone  to.  As  it  happeus,  the  trans- 
actions to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port  alloded  last  night  were  to  me  utterly 
-onknown  for  years  after  they  had  occurred, 
tor  I  had  not  been  in  that  relation  in  which 
perhaps  I  ought  to  have  been  with  those  of 
whom  he  has  spoken.     The  line  of  politics 


I  took  was  decidedly  opposed  to  that  of  the 
person  alluded  to;  for  while  I  appeared 
here  as  the  advocate  of  Canada,  my  friends 
were  among  the  loyalist  party  in  that  coun- 
try. It  was  imputed  to  that  relative  of 
mine  by  the  hon.  Member,  that  he  had 
taken  money  for  the  arrest  of  a  person  of 
whom  he  had  spoken  well  afterwards,  being 
at  the  time  a  Member  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly. The  facts  are  these : — My  rela- 
tive, the  gentleman  alluded  to,  was  a  gen- 
tleman high  in  command  of  the  militia.  M. 
Girouard,  a  person  of  the  highest  character 
in  Canada,  and  I  believe  a  member  of  the 
legislature,  was,  in  the  height  of  the  ex- 
citement of  the  rebellion  in  that  country, 
most  unjustly  charged  with  high  treason. 
A  writ  was  issued  against  him.  He,  in 
great  alarm,  in  consequence  of  the  excite- 
ment which  prevailed,  and  of  the  terror 
caused  by  bands  of  what  I  can  only  term 
ruffians  from  the  other  province,  frighten- 
ing the  mild  and  gentle  inhabitants  of 
Lower  Canada — went  to  the  hou9e  of  my 
relative  late  on  a  winter's  night,  and  claims 
ed  his  protection.  He  received  it.  M. 
Girouard  was  taken  into  the  house  of  my 
relative.  He  was  sheltered  for  the  night, 
and  treated  as  one  of  the  family.  Next 
day,  at  his  own  request,  he  went  into  Mon- 
treal, under  the  direct  personal  protection 
of  the  gentleman  who  had  received  and 
sheltered  him  the  night  before;  and  when 
arrived  there,  he  was  safely  placed  from  all 
harm,  having  gone  of  his  own  will  to  the 
authorities  of  the  town.  When  they  first 
came  to  Montreal,  they  discovered  500^. 
had  been  offered  by  Government  for  the 
apprehension  of  M.  Girouard.  As  I  have 
said,  my  relative  was  in  the  direct  service 
of  the  Crown,  not  only  trusted  by  every 
Governor  up  to  that  time,  but  by  every 
Governor  since.  He  is  not  now  in  Canada. 
Well,  he  said  openly  at  the  time,  "  I  in- 
tend to  take  this  money."  He  did  take 
that  money,  and  I  am  bold  to  say  he  ap- 
plied it  to  charitable  purposes,  and  that  he 
has  not  by  so  doing  forfeited  either  the  re- 
spect of  the  constituted  authorities  or  of 
the  people  among  whom  he  lived.  It  so 
happened  that,  being  in  the  House  of  As- 
sembly when  the  name  of  M.  Girouard  was 
mentioned  as  being  appointed  to  office  by 
the  Crown,  my  relative  got  up  and  spoke 
highly  of  him.  And  then  Sir  Alan  M*Nab 
rose  to  ask  him  if  he  had  not  received  500^. 
for  M.  Girouard's  apprehension  ?  The  an- 
swer was  **  Yes,"  and  there  the  matter 
rested,  I  hope  the  House  will  accept  this 
explanation;  and,  however  unhappy  I  may 


303 


Military 


{COMMONS} 


304 


be  in  being  forced  to  make  it,  I  have  learn- 
ed one  thing  from  the  effect  of  last  night's 
debate,  that — as  the  only  object  of  such  an 
imputation  could  be  to  give  me  pain — in 
the  words  of  the  proverb,  which  was  then 
fulfilled,  **  the  wicked" — but  more  espe- 
cially the  intellectually  wicked — "  are  al- 
ways cruel." 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  :  I  hope  that  in- 
dulgence will  be  extended  to  me  by  the 
House  which  they  gave  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  though  he  had  not  the 
courtesy  to  inform  me  of  his  intention  to 
bring  this  matter  before  them.  The  House 
will  remember  that  what  I  stated  was,  that 
Messrs.  Baldwin  and  Lafontaine,  and  seve- 
ral others,  had  been  accused  of  high  trea- 
son, but  were  now  allowed  to  hold  office. 
I  said,  in  confirmation  of  my  opinion  of 
Messrs.  Baldwin  and  Lafontaine,  that  a 
man  publicly  accused  of  rebellion  for  his 
reward  had  been  placed  in  office  of  high 
confidence  by  the  Government;  and  I  then 
mentioned  precisely  the  same  facts  as  those 
stated  to-day  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. I  stated  that  a  gentleman,  a  relative 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  had  re- 
ceived a  reward  of  500?.  for  the  arrest  of 
M.  Gironard,  and  afterwards  made  a  com- 
plimentary speech  when  he  was  appointed 
a  commissioner  of  Crown  lands.  I  don't 
know  why  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
comes  to  attack  me  for  that.  If  I  am 
called  upon  to  answer  the  hon.  Member  in 
regard  to  the  slur  he  has  thrown  upon  me, 
all  I  can  say  is,  that  he  will  hurt  no  man*s 
fame  with  his  ill  word. 

Subject  at  an  end. 


EXPLANATION— MR.  BROTHERTON  AND 
MR.  BANKES. 
Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  that,  seeing 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  in  his 
place,  he  wished  for  an  explanation  of  the 
language  he  had  applied  to  him  on  the 
previous  evening.  Some  men  had  great 
courage  towards  those  who  were  not  in  a 
position  to  resent  their  affront,  and  very 
little  towards  those  who  were  in  that  posi- 
tion. [*•  Order,  order !  '*]  Ho  did  hope 
the  House  would  throw  its  protection  over 
him — as  he  was  one  who  did  not  fight — 
and  not  permit  imputations  to  be  cast  upon 
him  which  he  utterly  disavowed.  He  could 
conscientiously  say,  that  during  the  time 
he  had  been  accustomed  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  it  had  always 
been  his  desire  to  act  impartially  towards 
both  sides  of  the  House.    And  yet  the  hon. 


Gentleman  had  described  Urn  as  tbe  Bob- 
servient  too}  of  the  Govemmeiit.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared  to  re- 
tract that  expression. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  asked  whether  the 
present  would  not  be  a  good  opportunity 
of  testing  the  value  of  the  proposition  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  tbe  ouier  evening,  by 
referring  the  case  to  arbitration  ? 

Mr.  BANKES  quite  agreed  with  ihe 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  that  that  would 
be  the  best  way.  He  assured  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  that  at  the  time  he 
made  the  observation  of  which  he'  com- 
plained, he  (Mr.  Bankes)  was  not  aware 
that  he  did  not  fight;  and  since  he  had 
heard  it  he  had  a  greater  respect  for  him 
than  before,  if  that  were  possible.  But  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  persevere  in 
the  adjournment,  his  (Mr.  Bankes')  obser- 
vation fell  to  the  ground.  He  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  persevere,  he  should 
look  upon  him  as  the  tool  of  the  Goyem- 
ment.  The  hon.  Geptleman  did  not  per- 
severe, and  therefore  the  obserration  did 
not  apply  to  him. 

Subject  at  an  end. 


MILITARY  ETIQUETTE. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  rose  to  put 
the  following  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  at  War,  He 
wished  to  ask,  in  respect  to  retired  oflSeers 
of  the  Army  who  had  received  medak  for 
services  in  the  war,  whether  any  order  or 
prohibition  exists  against  their  wearing  st 
Royal  levees  or  other  public  occasions  the 
uniforms  which  they  bore  in  the  perlbna- 
ance  of  the  services  thus  graciouslj  dis- 
tinguished by  the  grant  from  Her  M«esty 
of  a  war-med&l;  and  if  any  snch  prdiibi- 
tion  does  exist,  whether  there  will  oe  any 
objection  to  relax  it  in  the  case  of  indin* 
duals  who  may  have  received  medals  ? 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  replied,  that  tlie 
rule  was,  that  officers  of  the  rank  of  Inl 
colonel,  or  who  had  received  the  deoontiott 
of  the  Bath,  were  allowed  to  wear  tbor 
uniforms  on  the  occasion  in  qnestion;  Wt 
that  officers  under  that  rank,  or  not  so  de- 
corated, were  considered  when  thej  ioU 
out  to  have  definitively  left  the  Army,  and 
were  therefore  prohibited  from  wearing 
their  uniforms  upon  the  occasions  in  point 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS,  oonsitoii« 
the  reply  to  be  evasive  and  unsatisfactoiyy 
gave  notice  that  he  would  call  the  attentiofi 
of  the  House  to  the  subject. 

Subject  dropped. 
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SMITH  O'BRIEN—THE  IRISH   CONVICTS. 

Mb.  NAPIER  asked  if  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Goverament  would  have 
any  objection  to  lay  before  the  House  a 
copy  of  the  document  commuting  the  sen- 
tence of  death  signed  by  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  Ireland,  which  had  been 
read  to  Smith  O'Brien  and  the  other  par- 
ties conyicted  of  treason. 

Sib  G.  grey  said,  he  had  no  objection 
wbaterer  to  lay  on  the  table  of  the  House 
the  document  which  had  been  read  to  the 
prisoners  mider  sentence  of  death,  intimat- 
ing to  them  that  mercy  would  be  extended 
to  them  upon  condition  of  transportation 
for  life.  Nfo  formal  document  commuting 
the  sentence  of  death  existed ;  conse- 
quently, those  persons  were  now  under 
sentence  of  death  uncommuted,  they  hav- 
ing refused  to  accept  the  commutation. 

Mb.  p.  FRENCH  hoped  that  the  docu- 
ment, whether  conditional  or  unconditional, 
would  be  laid  on  the  table  before  the  Bill 
now  in  progress  through  the  other  House 
came  before  them. 

Subject  dropped. 

SUPPLY— CANADA.— ADJOURNED 
DEBATE. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee 
of  Supply  ;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 

Order  read  for  resuming  the  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Amendment  proposed  to  be 
made  to  the  Question  (14th  June). 

Dr.  NICHOLL  began  by  saying  that 
he  perc^Ted  a  great  inconsistency  run- 
niiig  through  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  on 
the  previous  evening  ;  for  the  noble  Lord, 
in  the  first  place,  contended  that  to  in- 
quire in  1849  into  the  conduct  of  per- 
sons in  1837,  with  respect  to  their  share 
in  the  Canadian  rebellion,  would  be  an  act 
worthy  only  of  the  Star  Chamber ;  and 
the  noble  Lord  then  went  on  to  say,  that 
be  would  not  give  his  assent  to  this  Bill, 
or  take  any  steps  towards  the  sanction  of 
the  Crown  being  given  to  it,  until  he  had 
received  the  instruction  which  the  Earl  of 
BIgin  was  to  address  to  the  commissioners 
mder  the  Act,  and  which  instructions  the 
noUe  Lord  said  he  was  assured  would 
liaye  the  effect  of  excluding  from  partici- 
pation in  any  compensation  persons  who 
had  been  guilty  of  rebellion.  But  when 
die  noble  Lord  was  pressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stamford 
to  give  a  pledge  that  sanction  should  not 
bo  given  to  this  Act  until  he  had  become 
that  compensation  would  not  be 


given  to  persons  engaged  in  the  rebellion, 
the  noble  Lord  declined  to  give  that  as- 
surance. The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  also,  had  been  challenged  to  give 
an  opinion  whether  it  was  possible,  under 
the  words  of  the  Colonial  Act,  to  exclude 
from  compensation  persons  other  than  the 
two  classes  of  persons  specified  in  the  pre- 
amble of  the  Act.  The  two  classes  of 
persons  consisted,  in  the  first  place,  of 
those  who  had  been  convicted  of  treason 
in  the  due  course  of  law;  and,  in  the  next, 
of  persons  who,  having  given  themselves 
up  into  the  custody  of  the  sheriff,  suffered 
transportation.  What  he  should  like  to 
hear  from  the  Attorney  General  was, 
whether  the  Crown  could  qualify  this  Act 
in  any  manner,  and  also  whether  the  Earl 
of  Elgin,  in  virtue  of  his  authority  as  Go- 
vernor, had  power  to  vary  the  instructions 
specified  in  the  Act.  He  could  not  see 
what  objection  there  could  be  to  the  insti- 
tution of  an  inquiry  as  to  whether  persons 
claiming  compensation  had  been  implicated 
in  the  rebellion  or  not.  Lord  Metcalfe,  in 
1845,  had  clearly  intended  such  an  inves- 
tigation, for  he  spoke  of  the  "  losses  suf- 
fered by  loyal  subjects  in  the  course  of  the 
rebellion  ;'  and  it  was  clear  that  he  had 
meditated  an  inquiry  as  to  whether  the 
claimants  were  loyal  to  the  Crown.  No 
hardship  could  attend  such  an  investiga- 
tion. By  the  words  of  the  Act,  none  were 
excluded  but  those  who  had  actually  been 
convicted  of  treason  by  due  course  of  law. 
The  Earl  of  Elgin  might  easily  have  given 
instructions  to  the  commissioners  to  make 
further  limitations  ;  it  was  very  doubtful 
whether  he  had  now  the  power  to  do  so. 
The  preamble  of  the  Act  clearly  showed 
that  the  only  exceptions  contemplated  were 
in  those  cases  where  convictions  for  trea- 
son had  taken  place.  The  use  of  the 
words,  "  unjust,  unnecessary,  and  wanton 
destruction,"  evidently  pointed  to  the 
losses  sustained  by  rebels,  and  not  by 
loyal  subjects.  But,  if  the  commissioners 
were  to  inquire  if  the  injury  was  **  unjust 
and  unnecessary,'*  surely  they  might  also 
have  inquired  into  the  character  of  the 
claimants,  whether  they  were  loyal  sub- 
jects or  not,  or,  at  least,  whether  they  had 
been  actually  engaged  in  the  rebellion. 
With  the  exception  specified  in  the  pre- 
amble, of  parties  convicted  solely  of  trea- 
son, not  of  sedition,  riot,  or  any  minor  of- 
fence, it  would  be  impossible  to  exclude 
any  other  parties,  even  those  who  had 
come  in  and  submitted  to  the  charge,  or 
those  who  had  escaped  from  the  country 
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.witliout  punishment.  Tlio  seventh  section 
gave  tliQ  most  strictly  limited  authority  to 
the  cam misfii oners,  insomuch  that  no  in- 
fifcmctiona  from  the  Earl  of  Elgin  could 
possiblj  atter  their  cuurBe;  and  the  tenth 
•Bee tie n  referred  to  the  preamble,  and  made 
it  part  of  the  Act.  After  the  commis- 
fiionerfi  bad  reported  to  the  Governor  Qe- 
^sieral  on  the  amounts  to  be  allowed^  there 
l^as  no  kind  of  appeal ;  for  the  fourteenth 
Btion  imperatively  required  that  the  rao- 
*ji©y  awarded  should  he  paid.  If  the  com- 
raisaioners  were  to  have  a  larger  discretion 
than  was  flpeeified  in  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill,  he  confessed  that  he  should  regard 
the  Act  as  one  fraught  with  danger.  After 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  tliat  he  would  itot  give 
the  sanction  of  the  Government  to  this  Act 
until  the  instructions  from  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  to  the  eommissi oners  bad  been  re- 
ceived, ho  thought  it  was  clear  from  that 
admission  that  the  Ear!  of  Elgin  had  com- 
municated his  intention  of  giving  these 
instructions  under  the  cmivietion  that  he 
had  authority  to  limit  the  power  of  the 
commisaioners.  With  re&peet  to  the  Act 
generally,  it  had  caused  great  disgust  in 
the  colony,  and  was  felt  to  inflict  hardship 
and  injustice.  Whatever  might  be  the 
consequence,  here  or  elsewhere,  of  such  a 
course,  unless  the  Attorney  General  could 
give  him  an  assurance  that  his  construe* 
tion  of  the  Act  was  an  erroneous  one, 
he  should  feel  compelled  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stamford. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  could 
iiBBuro  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  it  was 
not  because  he  wa«  unprepared  to  answer 
the  questions  addressed  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford,  during  the  discussion  of  the 
previous  evening,  tbat  ho  had  not  im- 
mediately foUowed  him  in  debate,  but 
because  he  had  thought  it  desirahle 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  .Member  for 
Sheffield,  who  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  should  first  express 
his  views  to  the  House.  As  it  bad 
been  his  intention  laat  evening,  so  was  it 
his  intention  now,  not  to  enter  into  the 
general  merits  of  the  question,  or  into  the 
preceding  measures  of  former  governors, 
which  had  led  to  the  measure  now  under 
discussion.  He  rose  merely  in  discharge 
of  his  duty,  to  answer  the  questions  which 
had  been  addressed  to  him,  and  to  put 
that  construction  upon  the  Act  in  question 
whiob,  in  his  judgment,  was  tho  correct 


one.  He  felt  sure  tbat  the  House  would 
acquit  him  of  any  other  intentioD,  in  the 
performance  of  a  bouoden  duty,  than  of 
answering  these  questions,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  bearing  of  his  reply  on  one 
side  of  the  question  or  the  other,  his  dei^ire 
being  simply  to  assist  the  House,  with  the 
aid  of  the  little  legal  experience  at  bis 
command,  in  coming  to  a  just  conclusion 
with  respect  to  the  scope  and  intention  of 
the  Bill  under  discussion.  Now,  the  ro* 
suit  of  the  consideration  he  had  given  to 
tho  Act  was,  that  he  did  not  think  it  ne- 
cessarily entitled  persons  who  had  been 
or  who  wore  rebels  to  compensation,  for 
much  must  depend  upon  the  nature  of  the 
instructions  given  by  the  Governor  to  the 
commissioners.  But  the  first  question  put 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wa«, 
whether  the  Crown  could  qualify  this  Act  ? 
His  reply  was,  that  exprestsly  the  Crown 
could  not.  The  Crown  could  do  only  one 
of  two  things.  It  must  either  give  its 
assent  to,  or  must  negative,  the  Act*  If 
the  Crown  were  so  to  qualify  the  Act,  it 
would  be  an  usurpation  of  tho  legishitive 
anthority  of  the  colony,  and  of  the  three 
estates  of  the  realm.  With  respect  to  the 
second  question  put  to  him  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  whether  tho  Earl 
of  Elgin,  in  virtue  of  his  authority  as  Go- 
vernor, had  power  to  give  instructions, 
varying  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
Act,  hid  answer  to  that  question  was 
plain.  As  the  Governor  derived  his  au- 
thority from  the  Act  of  the  Legislature, 
con£rmed  by  the  Crown,  if  his  assent  were 
given  to  the  Act,  all  the  instructions  con- 
tained in  the  Act  must  follow  as  &  matter 
of  course,  and  the  Governor  bad  no  power 
to  vary  them.  It  was  mmecessary  to  ad- 
vert to  the  oath  taken,  or  to  the  seventh 
section,  requiring  the  commissioners  to 
make  their  award  according  to  the  Act; 
hut  ho  would  come  to  the  real  question 
before  tho  Houise,  namely,  what  was  tho 
true  intention  and  meaning  of  the  Act. 
Now,  if  the  Act  had  enabled  the  commis- 
sioners to  give  compensation  to  everyl»o<iy 
under  all  circumstances,  the  commissioners 
must  give  to  all  claimants.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  it  was  an  in- 
sult to  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  to  call 
upon  it  to  give  its  assent  to  a  statute 
under  which  compensation  was  to  he 
awarded  to  those  who  had  acted  against 
the  Crown  and  the  imperial  dignity.  Now, 
would  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
stated  it  in  the  Act  that  compensatioa 
was  only  to  be  given  to  persons  who  were 
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not  rebels  ?  If  so,  how  would  he  establish 
his  proposition  ?  Would  he  wait  for  legal 
proof  that  parties  were  rebels,  or  would  he 
treat*  them  as  pritnd  facie  rebels  ?  As 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  had  stated  last  night,  was  the  bur- 
den of  proof  to  be  shifted,  and  was  a  man 
to  prove  that  he  was  not  a  rebel  ?  But 
the  preamble  of  the  Act  was  clear  with 
respect  to  those  persons  who  had  been 
conyicted  of  high  treason.  On  persons 
being  convicted  of  high  treason,  their  blood 
became  attainted,  and,  notwithstanding 
any  injury  their  property  might  have  sus- 
tained, they  were  entirely  excluded  from 
the  investigation.  The  Act  expressly  ex- 
cluded persons  convicted  of  high  treason. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  had  complained 
of  the  constitution  of  the  courts-martial. 
If  courts-martial  were  established  under 
the  Mutiny  Act,  they  must  proceed  in  com- 
pliance with  the  directions  of  that  Act  ; 
but  the  courts-martial  which  had  been  ad- 
verted to  were  not  courts-martial  strictly 
so  called,  but  they  had  been  called  into 
existence  owing  to  the  necessity  of  en- 
forcing martial  law.  The  rule  of  common 
law  was  this,  that  whenever  the  exigencies 
of  the  State  so  required,  the  Queen  in  per- 
son, or  any  governor  representing  Her 
Majesty,  might  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  common  law,  and  proclaim  mai-tial 
law.  Lord  Hale  had  laid  it  down,  that  if 
the  necessity  for  proceedings  under  courts- 
martial  could  not  afterwards  be  proved, 
those  who  exorcised  martial  law  might,  or 
might  not,  be  guilty  of  murder;  but  the 
common  law  clearly  provided  for  the  esta- 
blishment of  courts-martial  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. With  respect  to  the  right  of 
creating  courts-martial  to  suppress  a  re- 
bellion, there  could  be  no  doubt.  Those 
who  were  delegated  to  preside  over  the 
peace  in  the  colonies,  might  institute 
courts-martial.  With  respect  to  the  two 
classes  of  persons,  those  who  had  been  in- 
dicted and  convicted  for  high  treason,  and 
thoso  who  had  made  a  confession  of  their 
treason,  and  had  been  transported,  the 
moral  effect  of  the  law  was  the  same,  and 
they  were  excluded  from  participation  in 
compensation.  They  were  equally  estop* 
ped  by  conviction  or  by  confession.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken 
when  he  said  that  the  proviso  gave  greater 
effect  than  the  previous  words.  Then  they 
came  to  another  class  of  persons — persons 
who,  not  being  either  convicted  or  con- 
fessed  rebels,  were   to  be  compensated. 


The  Act  stated,  that  the  claims  in  respect 
to  rebellion  losses,  so  far  as  they  had 
arisen  f^om  the  total,  or  partial,  or  unjust, 
unnecessary,  or  wanton  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, should  be  satisfied ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  under  the  words 
of  the  Act,  it  might  happen  that  a  man 
who  was  a  rebel  might  get  the  benefit  of 
compensation.  But  so  it  might  have  been 
if  it  had  been  expressly  enacted,  that  no 
man  in  fact  guilty  of  rebellion  should  re- 
ceive compensation.  He  apprehended  there 
was  no  question  but  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
had  the  right  of  defining  the  instructions 
of  the  commissioners — not  to  tell  them  ac- 
tually what  they  should  do,  but  to  direct 
their  attention  to  the  peculiar  modes  of 
ascertaining  the  unjust,  unnecessary,  and 
wanton  destruction  of  property  ;  and  that 
was  the  most  delicate  and  regular  way  of 
excluding  those  who  were  not  entitled  to 
compensation.  No  man  could  safely  be 
said  to  be  properly  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  on  mere  primd  facie 
proof;  but  under  the  words  "unjust,  un- 
necessary, or  wanton"  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, much  greater  latitude  would  be 
given  to  the  commissioners,  who  might 
very  well  say  they  would  pause  before 
they  went  so  far  as  actually  to  convict  a 
man  of  rebellion,  although  they  might 
have  their  suspicions  about  it,  while  they 
might  have  little  difficulty  in  deciding  that 
his  losses  were  not  such  as  arose  from  un- 
just, unnecessary,  or  wanton  destruction, 
or  seizure.  Having  stated  his  views  to 
the  best  of  his  ability,  in  answer  to  the 
call  that  had  been  made  upon  him,  as  to 
the  legal  construction  of  the  Act,  it  was 
not  for  him  to  enter  into  the  general  ques- 
tion, or  he  might  have  shown,  had  he  had 
the  opportunity,  that  the  course  of  the 
Government  was  the  best  that  could  be 
adopted  under  the  circumstances.  But  he 
thought  it  sufficient  for  him  to  have  done 
his  duty,  by  pointing  out  his  own  view  of 
the  legal  construction  of  the  Act  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  thought  this  ques- 
tion, disguise  it  as  they  might,  when  trans- 
lated into  plain  English,  was  neither  more 
nor  less  than  this — whether  or  not  they 
should  address  the  Crown  to  dismiss  his 
noble  Friend  the  Governor  General  of  Ca- 
nada, to  put  an  end  to  the  Ministry  there, 
and  possibly  weaken,  if  not  destroy  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  this  country. 
The  question  had  also  been  introduced  in  a 
most  extraordinary  way :  one  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  speech  without  % 
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.without  pnnishment.  The  seventh  section 
gave  the  most  strictly  limited  authority  to 
the  commissioners,  insomuch  that  no  in- 
structions from  the  Earl  of  Elgin  could 
possihly  alter  their  course ;  and  the  tenth 
section  referred  to  the  preamhle,  and  made 
it  part  of  the  Act.  After  the  commis- 
sioners had  reported  to  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral on  the  amounts  to  bo  allowed,  there 
was  no  kind  of  appeal ;  for  the  fourteenth 
section  imperatively  required  that  the  mo- 
ney awarded  should  be  jpaid.  If  the  com- 
missioners were  to  have  a  larger  discretion 
than  was  specified  in  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill,  he  confessed  that  he  should  regard 
the  Act  as  one  fraught  with  danger.  After 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  that  he  would  not  give 
the  sanction  of  the  Government  to  this  Act 
until  the  instructions  from  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  to  the  commissioners  had  been  re- 
ceived, he  thought  it  was  clear  from  that 
admission  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin  had  com- 
municated his  intention  of  giving  these 
instructions  under  the  conviction  that  he 
had  authority  to  limit  the  power  of  the 
commissioners.  With  respect  to  the  Act 
generally,  it  had  caused  great  disgust  in 
the  colony,  and  was  felt  to  inflict  hardship 
and  injustice.  Whatever  might  be  the 
consequence,  hero  or  elsewhere,  of  such  a 
course,  unless  the  Attorney  General  could 
give  him  an  assurance  that  his  construc- 
tion of  the  Act  was  an  erroneous  one, 
he  should  feel  compelled  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stamford. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  could 
assure  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  it  was 
not  because  he  was  unprepared  to  answer 
the  questions  addressed  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford,  during  the  discussion  of  the 
previous  evening,  that  ho  had  not  im- 
mediately followed  him  in  debate,  but 
because  ho  had  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield,  who  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  should  first  express 
his  views  to  the  IIousu.  As  it  had 
been  his  intention  last  evening,  so  was  it 
his  intention  now,  not  to  enter  into  the 
general  merits  of  the  question,  or  into  the 
preceding  measures  of  fonner  governors, 
which  had  led  to  the  measure  now  under 
discussion.  He  rose  merely  in  discharge 
of  his  duty,  to  answer  the  questions  which 
had  been  addressed  to  him,  and  to  put 
that  construction  upon  the  Act  in  question 
which,  in  his  judgment,  was  the  correct 


one.  He  felt  sure  that  the  Honse  would 
acquit  him  of  any  other  intention,  in  the 
performance  of  a  bounden  duty,  than  of 
answering  these  questions,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  bearing  of  his  reply  on  one 
side  of  the  question  or  the  other,  his  desire 
being  simply  to  assist  the  House,  with  the 
aid  of  the  little  legal  experience  at  his 
command,  in  coming  to  a  just  ooncluiian 
with  respect  to  the  scope  and  intention  of 
the  Bill  under  discussion.  Now,  the  re- 
sult of  the  consideration  he  had  given  to 
the  Act  was,  that  he  did  not  think  it  ne- 
cessarily entitled  persons  who  had  been 
or  who  were  rebels  to  compensation,  for 
much  must  depend  upon  the  nature  of  the 
instructions  given  by  the  Governor  to  the 
commissioners.  But  the  first  question  pot 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was, 
whether  the  Crown  could  qualify  this  Act? 
His  reply  was,  that  expressly  the  Crown 
could  not.  The  Crown  could  do  only  one 
of  two  things.  It  must  either  give  iti 
assent  to,  or  must  negative,  the  Act.  If 
the  Crown  were  so  to  qualify  the  Aet,  it 
would  be  an  usurpation  of  the  legislstive 
authority  of  the  colony,  and  of  the  three 
estates  of  the  realm.  With  respeot  to  the 
second  question  put  to  him  by  his  light 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  whether  the  Bad 
of  Elgin,  in  virtue  of  his  authority  as  Go- 
vernor, had  power  to  give  instmotioiis, 
varying  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
Act,  his  answer  to  that  question  wsi 
plain.  As  the  Governor  deriTed  his  au- 
thority from  the  Act  of  the  Legislstnni 
confirmed  by  the  Crown,  if  his  assent 
given  to  tho  Act,  all  the  instmotioiis 
tained  in  the  Act  must  follow  as  a 
of  course,  and  the  Governor  had  no  power 
to  vary  them.  It  was  unneoessary  to  ad- 
vert to  the  oath  taken,  or  to  the  serwdi 
section,  requiring  the  commissioneni  to 
make  their  award  according  to  the  Aet ; 
but  he  would  come  to  the  real  qnestieB 
before  the  House,  namely*  what  was  the 
true  intention  and  meaning  of  the  Aet 
Now,  if  the  Act  had  enabled  the  oommis* 
sioners  to  give  compensation  to  erenrhndy 
under  all  circumstances,  the  conunissuNMn 
must  give  to  all  claimants.  His  ri^^tlMB. 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  it  was  as  in- 
sult to  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  to  sail 
upon  it  to  give  its  assent  to  a  atsMa 
under  which  compensation  was  to  be 
awarded  to  those  who  had  acted  sWHt 
the  Crown  and  the  imperial  dignity.  Nov, 
would  tho  right  hon.  G^tleman  have 
stated  it  in  the  Act  that  oompeaastMS 
was  only  to  be  given  to  persons  who  wm 


S09 


A^pcuimdd 


{June  16} 


Lehats. 


310 


not  rebds  ?  If  so,  how  would  he  establish 
his  proposition  ?  Would  he  wait  for  legal 
proof  that  parties  were  rebels,  or  would  he 
treat*  them  as  primd  facte  rebels  ?  As 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  had  stated  last  night,  was  the  bur- 
den of  proof  to  be  shifted,  and  was  a  man 
to  proTe  that  he  was  not  a  rebel  ?  But 
the  preamble  of  the  Act  was  clear  with 
respect  to  those  persons  who  had  been 
conTicted  of  high  treason.  On  persons 
being  convicted  of  high  treason,  their  blood 
became  attainted,  and,  notwithstanding 
any  injnir  their  property  might  have  sus- 
tained, they  were  entirely  excluded  from 
the  investigation.  The  Act  expressly  ex- 
cluded persons  convicted  of  high  treason. 
The  right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  had  complained 
of  the  constitution  of  the  courts-martial. 
If  conrts-martial  were  established  under 
the  Mutiny  Act,  they  must  proceed  in  com- 
pliance with  the  directions  of  that  Act  ; 
but  the  courts-martial  which  had  been  ad- 
Terted  to  were  not  courts-martial  strictly 
BO  called,  but  they  had  been  called  into 
existence  owing  to  the  necessity  of  en- 
forcing martial  law.  The  rule  of  common 
Iaw  was  this,  that  whenever  the  exigencies 
cf  the  State  so  required,  the  Queen  in  per- 
son, or  any  governor  representing  Ucr 
Majesty,  might  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  common  law,  and  proclaim  martial 
law.  Lord  Hale  had  laid  it  down,  that  if 
the  necessity  for  proceedings  under  courts- 
martial  could  not  afterwards  be  proved, 
those  who  exercised  martial  law  might,  or 
might  not,  be  guilty  of  murder;  but  the 
common  law  clearly  provided  for  the  esta- 
blishment of  courts-martial  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. With  respect  to  the  right  of 
creating  courts-martial  to  suppress  a  re- 
bellion, there  could  be  no  doubt.  Those 
who  were  delegated  to  preside  over  the 
peace  in  the  colonies,  might  institute 
oourts-martial.  With  respect  to  the  two 
elaases  of  persons,  those  who  had  been  in- 
dieted  and  convicted  for  high  treason,  and 
ttiose  who  had  made  a  confession  of  their 
treason,  and  had  been  transported,  the 
moral  effect  of  the  law  was  the  same,  and 
they  were  excluded  from  participation  in 
sompensation.  They  were  equally  estop- 
ped by  conviction  or  by  confession.  But 
{he  right  hen.  Gentleman  was  mistaken 
when  he  said  that  the  proviso  gave  greater 
effect  than  the  previous  words.  Then  they 
tame  to  another  class  of  persons — persons 
vho,  not  being  either  convicted  or  con- 
fstsed  rebels,  were   to  be  compensated. 


The  Act  stated,  that  the  claims  in  respect 
to  rebellion  losses,  so  far  as  they  had 
arisen  from  the  total,  or  partial,  or  unjust, 
unnecessary,  or  wanton  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, should  be  satisfied ;  and  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  said,  that  under  the  words 
of  the  Act,  it  might  happen  that  a  man 
who  was  a  rebel  might  get  the  benefit  of 
compensation.  But  so  it  might  have  been 
if  it  had  been  expressly  enacted,  that  no 
man  in  fact  guilty  of  rebellion  should  re- 
ceive compensation.  He  apprehended  there 
was  no  question  but  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
had  the  right  of  defining  the  instructions 
of  the  commissioners — not  to  tell  them  ac- 
tually what  they  should  do,  but  to  direct 
their  attention  to  the  peculiar  modes  of 
ascertaining  the  unjust,  unnecessary,  and 
wanton  destruction  of  property ;  and  that 
was  the  most  delicate  and  regular  way  of 
excluding  those  who  were  not  entitled  to 
compensation.  No  man  could  safely  be 
said  to  be  properly  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Act  on  mere  primd  facie 
proof ;  but  under  the  words  **  unjust,  un- 
necessary, or  wanton*'  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, much  greater  latitude  would  be 
given  to  the  commissioners,  who  might 
very  well  say  they  would  pause  before 
they  went  so  far  as  actually  to  convict  a 
man  of  rebellion,  although  they  might 
have  their  suspicions  about  it,  while  they 
might  have  little  difSculty  in  deciding  that 
his  losses  were  not  such  as  arose  from  un- 
just, unnecessary,  or  wanton  destruction, 
or  seizure.  Having  stated  his  views  to 
the  best  of  his  ability,  in  answer  to  the 
call  that  had  been  mode  upon  him,  as  to 
the  legal  construction  of  the  Act,  it  was 
not  for  him  to  enter  into  the  general  ques- 
tion, or  he  might  have  shown,  had  he  had 
the  opportunity,  that  the  course  of  the 
Government  was  the  best  that  could  be 
adopted  under  the  circumstances.  But  ho 
thought  it  sufficient  for  him  to  have  done 
his  duty,  by  pointing  out  his  own  view  of 
the  legal  construction  of  the  Act  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  thought  this  ques- 
tion, disguise  it  as  they  might,  when  trans- 
lated into  plain  English,  was  neither  more 
nor  less  than  this — whether  or  not  they 
should  address  the  Crown  to  dismiss  his 
noble  Friend  the  Governor  General  of  Ca- 
nada, to  put  an  end  to  the  Ministry  there, 
and  possibly  weaken,  if  not  destroy  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  this  country. 
The  question  had  also  been  introduced  in  a 
most  extraordinary  way :  one  right  hen. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  speech  without  a 
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Motion,  and  another  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  a  Motion  without  a  speech.  In 
the  opening  speech,  that  had  no  **  Q.  E. 
D."  at  the  end  of  it,  the  only  justification 
offered  for  our  interference  at  all  was,  that 
this  was  not  a  mere  local  question,  hut  an 
imperial  question ;  but  the  proof  of  its  being 
an  imperial  question  was  never  so  much  as 
stated  or  even  alleged.  It  was  very  true 
that  they  had  been  allowed  to  draw  the  in- 
ference for  themselves;  and  the  logical 
form  in  which  the  matter  had  been  put  was 
this  : — Rebellion  being  an  offence  against 
the  Sovereign  of  the  whole  empire,  ergo, 
it  is  an  imperial  and  not  a  local  offence; 
ergo,  the  question  is  not  a  local  but  an  im- 
perial one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  also 
said,  in  his  notice  on  the  Paper,  that  he 
objected  to  **  certain  parts**  of  a  recent 
Act;  whereas  it  was  clear,  from  his  argu- 
ment, that  his  objections  referred  to  no 
part  of  the  Bill  more  than  another,  but 
that  he  objected  to  the  Bill  altogether. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  If  this  was 
an  impenal  question,  the  whole  Act  was 
an  imperial  question.  All  in  that  House 
agreed  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin  was  a  very 
able  man;  all  agreed  that  his  talents  pecu- 
liarly fitted  him  for  the  situation  to  which 
he  had  been  appointed.  He  (Mr.  Drum- 
mond)  supposed  they  had  there  five  hun- 
dred gentlemen  in  that  House,  and  that 
they  were  not  all  remarkably  clever  men, 
and  fitted  to  be  the  governors  of  colonies. 
He  therefore  infen^ed,  without  intending 
offence  to  any  body,  that  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
was  a  cleverer  man  than  the  majority  of 
those  in  that  House.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  this  Motion,  wished  to  take 
the  Government  of  Canada,  in  a  matter  of 
detail,  out  of  the  hands  of  that  able  Gover- 
nor, and  to  convert  that  House,  not  into  a 
legislative,  but  into  an  administrative  as- 
sembly, to  administer  the  affairs  of  Canada. 
For  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands,  that  there 
was  a  certain  class,  A,  that  ought  to  re- 
ceive, and  another  class,  B,  that  ought  not 
to  receive  compensation;  and,  after  all,  it 
was  a  matter  of  detail  and  of  judgment; 
and  pass  what  law  they  pleased,  it  must 
be  left  to  the  discretion  and  judgment  of 
those  who  had  to  carry  it  into  effect.  Now, 
he  confessed  that  it  was  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary that  two  Gentlemen  who  were — 
he  could  not  say  the  heads  of  parties,  but 
— the  two  half-heads  of  two  parties,  should 
come  forward  with  a  proposition  of  this 
kind,  they  having  had  on  ordinary  occa- 
sions a  professed  antipathy  to  what  were 


called  radical  opinions  and  radical  mea- 
sures. Now  his  (Mr.  Drummond's)  quarrel 
with  radical  opinions  and  radical  measures 
in  that  House  was  this,  that  they  would 
convert  that  House  into  a  place  of  adminis- 
tration; and  that  was  precisely  the  very 
thing  that  these  Gentlemen  were  calling 
on  the  House  to  do  now;  and  therefore  he 
confessed  that  the  only  safe  courae  he  saw 
for  them  to  pursue,  either  as  regarded  the 
dignity  of  that  House  or  of  Canada,  was  to 
leave  the  question  in  the  hands  of  the  Bad 
of  Elgin. 

Mu.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  had  introduced  the  sub- 
ject in  a  very  elaborate  speech,  entering 
into  the  whole  question  with  the  greatest 
accuracy,  and  showing  that  he  was  pos- 
sessed of  great  ability,  and  admiraUe 
powers  of  investigation.  But  still  he  (Mr. 
V.  Smith)  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  address  was  more 
fitted  for  a  Canadian  Assemhlj  debating 
Mr.  Wilson's  Amendment,  than  for  the 
Imperial  Parliament  discassing  whether  or 
not  the  Royal  assent  should  be  refused  to 
the  colonial  Bill  of  a  colonial  legisUtnre. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goveni- 
ment  had  answered  the  right  hon.  Oends- 
man's  speech,  taking  up  point  after  pant 
with  great  energy  and  spirit;  and  had  met 
the  question  manfully,  as  a  Minister  of  tin 
Crown  should  meet  a  question  of  this  cha- 
racter, and  had  greatly  gratified  his  snp- 
porters  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  too 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
concluded  with  any  Motion;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  StamfiBidf 
although  he  hesitated  at  first,  at  last»  13w 
a  party  leader,  eager  to  grasp  any  omr* 
tunity  of  gaining  a  triumph  over  uie  Min* 
istry,  supplied  the  omission  by  bringiig 
forward  a  Motion.  A  new  par^  mofs^ 
although  perhaps  allowable  on  ordiatiy 
occasions,  was  greatly  to  be  deprecated  oa 
colonial  questions,  especially  when  thej 
were  connected  with  riotous  prooeedinigi. 
The  manceuvre,  however,  had  fiuled,  ud 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  doomel 
to  disappointment  in  his  expected  trionqA. 
Although  there  was  some  ground  for  Ao 
attack  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Ae 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford— aod 
the  question  was  one  worthy  of  the  attflB- 
tion  of  the  House — ^yet,  at  the  same  tiiMb 
his  opening  speech  was  (as  the  hon.  MflB- 
ber  for  Surrey  had  said)  so  much  deroiri 
to  objections  to  almost  eyeiy  detail  of  dw 
BiU,  that  he  (Mr.  V.  Smith)  thoi^  Ae 
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rigbt  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his  great  colo- 
nial experience  and  acknowledged  ahility, 
was  bound  to  submit  a  Motion  to  the  House 
on  this  occasion.  He  thought  that  the 
question  before  the  House  opened  up  a 
bu^r  and  much  wider  field  than  the  mere 
question  that  had  been  just  debated  be- 
tween his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site and  the  Attorney  General.  They  were 
dealing  with  the  most  important  of  all 
branches  of  colonial  government,  namely, 
what  was  to  be  the  responsible  government 
of  our  colonies  ?  The  theory  of  that  go- 
Temment,  at  least,  had  been  explained  by 
the  noble  Lord  when  himself  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies;  and  the  doctrine 
laid  down  in  his  celebrated  despatch  to 
Lord  Sydenham,  had  been  ever  since  acted 
npon,  and  never  was  impeached  in  the 
slightest  degree  by  any  succeeding  Colonial 
Secretary.  Lord  Stanley  and  Mr.  Glad- 
atone,  when  in  ofBce,  had  never  departed 
from  the  noble  Lord*s  interpretation  of  re- 
sponsible eolonial  government;  and  the 
noble  Lord  himself  last  night  gave  full  de- 
Tolopment  to  the  doctrine  now  at  issue, 
under  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford.  Tbe  vote  for  the  colo- 
nial militia  of  Canada,  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
▼ersity  of  Oxford,  in  introducing  the  ques- 
tion* partly  grounded  his  remarks,  they 
were  told  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qner  would  not  have  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
imperial  treasury  any  longer;  and  when 
thej  were  about  to  call  on  the  colony  to 
defray  the  charge  from  its  own  resources, 
was  this  a  time  to  turn  round  and  tell  the 
eolonj  that  it  should  no  longer  have  the 
power  previously  given  to  it  of  acting  for 
Itself  in  its  own  legislature  ?  It  was  a  sin- 
gokur  coincidence,  apparently  implying  that 
somebody  else  must  have  drawn  up  the 
Motion  for  the  right  hon.  Mover,  that  it 
eontained  particular  words  that,  of  all 
Others,  ought  most  studiously  to  have  been 
ezcloded.  They  were'  almost  exactly  the 
Sttme  as  those  used  in  Mr.  Robinson's  and 
Mr.  Wilson's  Amendments  to  the  Bill,  pro- 
posed in  the  Canadian  Assembly,  and  reject- 
ed, the  former  by  a  majority  of  46  to  26,  and 
the  latter  by  a  majority  of  44  to  28.  Could, 
then,  a  greater  insult  be  offered  to  the  legis- 
letare  of  Canada  than  for  this  House  to  adopt 
a  Motion  embodying  the  very  words  that 
they  themselves  negatived  ?  Ought  they 
to  force  the  majority  in  that  colonial  le- 
gislature to  adopt  those  very  expressions 
ef  the  minority  s  suggestions  which  they 
had  deliberately  declared  that  they  would 


not  adopt?  That  he  thought  would  be 
a  very  formidable  inroad  upon  the  doctrine 
of  responsible  government.  And  why  was 
the  House  asked  to  do  that?  Becai^se, 
by  a  minute  and  captious  criticism  of  the 
wording  of  the  Act,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man here  in  Great  Britain  might  be  able 
to  find  out  how  in  some  way  the  legisla- 
ture in  Canada  might  not  be  able,  as  he 
conceived,  to  carry  out  its  own  declared  in- 
tentions. Against  that  criticism  the  noble 
Lord  last  night  quoted  from  the  despatches 
of  the  Earl  of  Elgin  and  the  debates  on 
the  question,  giving  the  expressions  of  Mr. 
Hinckes  and  other  colonial  Ministers;  and 
he  must  ask,  when  even  in  this  country 
they  often  took  the  declarations  of  Minis- 
ters for  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature, 
whether  all  these  declarations  were  to  go 
for  nothing  because  they  were  made  at  a 
distance  of  some  thousand  miles?  Even 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  good 
the  whole  of  his  case,  still  he  (Mr.  V. 
Smith)  would  ask,  was  the  danger  of  pos- 
sibly admitting  some  few,  who  might  have 
aided  or  abetted  the  rebellion,  to  a  share 
in  the  compensation,  anything  at  all  to  bo 
compared  with  the  imminent  hazard  they 
must  run,  by  telling  the  greatest  and  most 
important  of  our  colonies,  that  we  would 
not  allow  any  Act  sent  home  to  us  from 
their  legislature  to  receive  the  Royal  as- 
sent, unless  they  would  modify  every  letter 
and  word  of  the  Act  to  suit  our  views  of 
what  would  best  carry  out  the  obvious 
spirit  and  intentions  of  its  framers?  The 
noble  Lord  himself  had  told  them  last 
night,  that  he  would  postpone  his  decision 
on  the  Act  till  he  had  received  the  instruc- 
tions to  be  given  to  the  commissioners ; 
and  surely  the  House,  too,  could  not  refuse 
to  pause  till  it  had  first  seen  these  instruc- 
tions before  it  came  to  a  decision.  Let 
hon.  Gentlemen  not  come  to  a  premature 
vote  to-night,  but  pause  before  they  adopt- 
ed a  resolution  most  prejudicial  to  their  in- 
terests, and  which  might  plunge  the  colony 
into  a  state  and  a  feeling  that  they  must 
all  deprecate.  They  had  been  told  of  the 
agitation  of  the  minority  in  Canada  against 
this  Bill;  but  ought  they  not  much  more 
to  dffead  the  agitation  of  the  majority  who 
had  adopted  the  measure,  when  it  was  now 
proposed  to  tell  them  that  we  would  not 
carry  out  towards  them  the  principles  we 
had  for  years  past  assured  them  should  be 
held  as  most  sacred  ?  He  believed  that 
the  disgraceful  riot  which  had  taken  place 
in  Montreal  was  repudiated  by  all  public 
men  as  a  demonstration  of  public  opinion. 
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That  night  they  had  had  the  opinion  of 
the  chief  law  advisor  of  the  Government, 
who,  without  any  feeling  of  party,  had 
merely  pointed  out  to  them  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Act;  and  they  had  also,  on  the 
same  side,  the  opinion  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin, 
a  man  chosen  from  no  party  consideration, 
hut  simply  selected  for  his  important  post 
on  the  ground  of  his  great  experience, 
ahility,  and  acquaintance  with  the  forms  of 
that  House;  and,  up  to  this  moment,  not  a 
single  blemish  could  be  found  in  his  cha- 
racter as  a  colonial  Governor.  All  that  he 
(Mr.  V.  Smith)  had  heard  alleged  against 
him  was,  that  he  had  come  down  too  has- 
tily to  give  his  assent  to  the  Bill  after  the 
Assembly  had  maturely  and  deliberately 
adopted  it ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
had  said  that  he  had  no  fault  to  find  with 
cither  the  colonial  Governor  or  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Stam- 
ford, however,  had  blamed  the  Government 
here  severely  for  not  having  meddled  and 
interfered  at  every  step  with  the  provin- 
cial legislature.  Now  he  (Mr.  V.  Smith) 
had  heard  a  great  deal  of  abuse  of  the  con- 
stant and  vicious  intermeddling  of  the 
Colonial  Office;  but  it  rejoiced  him  now  to 
hear  it  reproached,  because  the  colony  and 
its  Governor  were  left  to  act  freely  for 
themselves;  because  ho  approved  of  the 
widest  and  largest  discretion  compatible 
with  the  rights  of  the  mother  country  being 
given  to  the  colony,  and  Earl  Grey  had 
steadily  acted  upon  that  principle  with  re- 
gard to  the  Canadian  legislature.  This 
question  affected  our  whole  connexion  with 
the  colonies;  the  maintenance  of  our  impe- 
rial dominion  was  involved;  and  there  was 
a  danger  of  separation  unless  we  were  more 
cautious  this  century  than  wo  were  during 
the  last.  But  he  called  on  the  House, 
mainly  and  chiefly  for  the  paramount  rea- 
son that  they  could  not  wisely,  on  the 
ground  of  the  mere  details  of  the  Bill,  on 
the  ground  of  a  mere  legal  interpretation 
of  a  particular  clause  that  was  very  likely 
erroneous,  but  certainly,  as  he  thought, 
captious — he  called  on  the  House,  on  that 
consideration,  not  to  refuse  its  assent  to 
this  Bill.  If  they  were  prepared  to  reject 
it,  let  them  have  a  larger  and  more  solid 
ground  for  its  rejection;  but  he  would  ear- 
nestly entreat  the  House  to  beware  how 
they  rejected,  without  sufficient  reason, 
this  Act  deliberately  passed  by  the  legis- 
lative assemblies  of  Canada. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  it  was  not  often  that 
he  could  approve  of  the  acts  of  the  Colonial 
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Government  of  thii  country,  for  in  general 
he  had  to  speak  of  it  in  the  language  of 
complaint;  but  on  the  present  occasion  he 
should  be  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he  did  not 
express  his  opinion  that  the  Colonial  De« 
partment,  on  this  question,  bad  taken  the 
proper  course,  and  one  that  ought  to  be 
pursued  towards  all  our  other  colonies. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  had  himself  ad- 
mitted that  he  would  make  responsible  go- 
vernment the  rule,  the  only  exception  to 
the  principle  being  in  the  case  of  imperial 
questions;  but  the  debate  must  have  con- 
vinced the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  h§ 
had  failed  to  make  this  out  to  be  a  case 
coming  under  his  own  category  of  excep- 
tions; for  it  had  not  yet  been  shown  m 
what  way  the  Bill  of  the  Canadian  Parlia- 
ment before  them  became  an  imperial  ques- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Hume)  was  glad  to  hev 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  boldly  and  clearly  enforce  the  potttkm 
he  had  formerly  laid  down  in  his  despatdi 
to  Lord  Sydenham,  and  state  the  determi- 
nation of  his  Government  to  carrj  out  the 
statesmanlike  principles  he  had  enunciated. 
But  there  was  one  point  in  the  nohle  Lord'i 
speech  with  which  he  could  not  agree.  He 
thought  the  Home  Govemment  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  detaik  d 
this  Bill;  for  responsible  goremment  gan 
the  local  assemblies  and  the  local  gorem- 
ment  the  power  of  managing  all  their  own 
internal  affairs,  provided  they  did  not  inju- 
riously affect  the  mother  country.  Heeih 
tirely  concurred  in  the  high  eulo^mns  pass- 
ed upon  the  Earl  of  Elgin;  and  no  partef 
his  conduct  did  he  think  more  luAly  of 
than  the  manner  in  which  he  had  aeled 
during  the  late  proceedings,  where  he  was 
so  improperly  treated,  and  where  the  po^ 
ties  ought  to  have  been,  as  he  befieted 
they  were,  thoroughly  ashamed  of  tlieai- 
selves.  But  it  was  precisely  heoune  be 
had  so  strong  a  confidence  in  the  Bail  d 
Elgin  and  his  MinistiT»  that  he  conU  aoC 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the  headef 
the  Govemment  in  requiring  fint  to  see 
the  directions  to  bo  giyen  to  the  i  mimk 
sioners  for  carrying  out  this  measure.  Ht 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  iiiiiuniMiir 
that  decision,  as  it  must  be  a  hamiKatHg 


decision  in  the  eyes  of  the  Earl  of  Blm 
who  deserved  still  greater  confidenee  ttai 
the  noble  Lord  seemed  inclined  to  r^oii 
in  him.  The  noble  Lord,  seeing  that  tb 
Earl  of  Elgin  had  already  done  so  nradili 
justify  the  high  opinion  justly  eiatextaiad 
of  him^  ought  to  confer  i  Km  him  the  addfr 
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tional  nurk  of  confidence  in  him  and  his 
Ministry  by  entirely  declining  to  interfere 
in  any  part  of  what  was  requisite  to  regu- 
late and  carry  out  the  Bill  before  the 
HoQie.  That  was  the  only  point  on  which 
ha  (Mr.  Hnme)  conld  find  fault  with  the 
noble  Lord's  speech,  which,  with  that  ex- 
ception,  was  a  manly  and  spirited  exposi- 
tion of  a  statesmanlike  policy,  and  would, 
he  felt  assured,  be  productive  of  very  be- 
neficial resnlts.  There  was  another  mat- 
ter to  be  considered,  and  it  was  this — that 
those  who  are  now  the  opposers  of  those 
grants  had  plenty  of  opportunity,  if  they 
wished  to  object  to  this  compensation. 
The  first  application  that  was  made  during 
the  goTemment  of  Lord  Sydenham  was, 
that  the  British  Parliament  should  pay  the 
money;  and  the  noble  Lord  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Office  referred  the 
question  to  the  Treasury.  From  the  letter 
of  Sir  Charies  Trevelyan,  it  would  be  seen 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  an  imperial  ques- 
tion, but  merely  a  local  question;  and  on 
that  decision  the  noble  Lord  wrote  his  de- 
spatch—ashort  one,  but  very  decided.  If  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
Motion  took  the  proceedings  in  Canada  into 
consideration,  he  would  find  it  there  repu- 
diated as  an  imperial  question.  It  was 
stated  to  be  a  local  question  :  the  law  offi- 
MTS  took  npon  themselves  the  responsi- 
Inlityy  and  let  them  carry  out  the  measure 
they  had  themselves  devised.  He  had 
seen  Tarions  instances  of  the  different 
Ofunions  held  by  men  in  and  out  of  office, 
and  here  there  was  an  example  of  it.  The 
party  who  now  raised  the  outcry  were  in 
office  when  an  unanimous  address  to  Go- 
ternor  Metcalfe  was  agreed  to,  praying  that 
bis  ExeeUency  would  be  pleased  to  cause 
proper  measures  to  be  adopted  in  order  to 
inaure  the  inhabitants  of  that  part  of  the 

Gffinee,  formerly  called  Lower  Canada, 
emnity  for  the  just  losses  sustained  by 
Ibem  during  the  rebellion  in  1837  and 
1838.  The  very  men  who  are  now  crying 
oni  against  giving  the  money  were  the 
purtiea  (then  in  office — then  in  the  Minis- 
trj) — who  recommended  that,  and  carried 
oni  the  steps  then  taken  to  give  compen- 
■ation*  One  thing  was  certain  and  most 
advuitageous,  that  a  result  of  the  late  pro- 
•aedinga  in  Canada  would  be  to  open  the 

Sa  of  many  who  had  not  heretofore  seen 
real  situation  of  the  country,  and  the 
Mnl  eharacter  of  the  unprincipled  men  who 
fad  so  audacious  arrogated  to  themselves 
Aa  reputation  ot  oeing  the  only  loyal  sub- 


jects of  Her  Majesty  in  the  province.  The 
worthy  representatives  of  these  worthy  per- 
sons, who  had  come  over  to  England  in 
search  of  support,  would  return  to  Canada 
laden  instead  with  the  indignant  condemna- 
tion of  every  honest  Englishman.  It  was 
said,  the  voice  of  Canada  was  against  this 
measure;  but  let  them  look  to  the  addresses 
sent  to  Lord  Elgin  from  every  part  of  the 
country.  Here  was  one  agreed  to  at  Nor- 
wich : — 

"  Resolved,  that  this  meeting  feeh  indignant  at 
the  movements  being  made  to  alarm  the  fears  of 
the  people  of  this  province  bj  attempting  to  make 
it  appear  that  the  Bill  before  Parliament  for  pay- 
ment of  the  rebellion  claims  of  Lower  Canada  is  to 
be  raised  by  direct  taxation  on  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada, a  thing  they  know  to  be  untrue,  as  the  pro- 
pagators of  the  same  are  dishonest." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brid- 
port  had  charged  the  Earl  of  Elgin  with 
appointing  persons  to  office  who  had  been 
rebels.  Those  who  made  such  an  accusa- 
tion seemed  to  have  benefited  little  from 
history,  or  they  would  find  that  the  rebel 
of  Monday  would  be  the  patriot  of  Tues- 
day, if  he  were  successful.  Those  men 
were  most  unjustly  treated  as  rebels 
against  the  Queen.  They  never  had  a 
hostile  feeling  against  Her  Majesty,  but 
they  had  against  the  faction  which  was 
blindly  kept  in  power  by  the  Government 
for  many  years.  It  was  against  that 
faction  they  had  contended,  and  not 
against  the  Crown.  It  was  true  those 
men  were  acting  against  Her  Majesty's 
troops,  but  that  arose  from  the  circum- 
stance that  Her  Majesty's  troops  in  Canada 
were  one  day  called  upon  to  support  one 
system,  and  on  another  day  another  sys- 
tem. He  hoped  they  never  would  be  sub- 
jected to  that  again,  and,  under  the  system 
of  responsible  government,  he  hoped  Ca- 
nada, before  long,  would  be  able  to  dis- 
pense with  British  troops  to  a  great  extent. 
He  formerly  was  opposed  to  the  policy 
adopted  with  respect  to  Canada  by  the 
noble  Lord,  but  he  now  thanked  him  for 
what  he  had  done.  He  thought  he  had 
acted  properly,  not  only  for  the  honour  of 
England,  but  for  the  interest  of  Canada. 
Everything  he  did  for  the  interest  of  Canada 
would  redound  to  the  honour  of  the  Crown. 
It  was  their  duty,  if  they  wanted  to  retain 
that  most  important  possession,  to  allow 
them,  as  they  are  now  doing,  to  conduct 
their  own  affairs,  and  bring  out  their  re- 
sources for  their  advantage,  instead  of 
being,  as  they  had  been,  a  burden  and  a 
cause  of  trouble.  He  hoped  the  House, 
whether  they  came  to  a  division  that  night 
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or  not,  would  support  Her  Majeatj'a  Go- 
Temment,  who  had  in  such  a  firm  and 
manlj  manner  stood  by  the  principles  and 
acts  of  those  who  were  in  favour  of  respon- 
sible goremment. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  reaUy  had  not  in- 
tended to  have  intruded  upon  the  House, 
but  he  could  not  autifer  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  to  pass  unno- 
ticed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  who 
had  commenced  the  debate,  had  made 
a  most  powerful  and  conclusive  speech 
against  this  Bill,  and  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  Bill  justified  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Towards 
the  close  of  his  speech  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  seemed  alarmed  at  the 
strength  of  the  position  he  had  himself 
assumed,  and  at  the  strength  of  the  case 
he  had  himself  submitted,  and  so  spent 
the  last  twenty  minutes  of  his  speech  in 
blowing  off  his  steam.  Despite  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attempts  to  shake  the 
strength  of  the  case  he  had  himself 
established,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did  not 
believe  that  the  Ilouse  would  gain  any 
further  insight  into  the  matter  by  a  pro- 
longed debate.  The  House  was  in  full  pos- 
session last  night  of  the  general  bearings 
of  the  question,  and  no  good  would  be 
gained  by  the  delay.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  with  that  vague  indefinite- 
ness  of  expression  which  was  so  often  the 
characteristic  of  his  speeches,  had  mixed 
up  in  the  same  category  the  American 
sympathisers  who  were  in  arms  against 
the  Queen  in  1837  and  1838,  and  those 
misguided  rioters  who  had  recently  allowed 
themselves  to  be  betrayed  by  the  warmth 
of  their  feelings  into  excesses  which  every 
right-minded  man  must  condemn.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  also  thought 
fit  to  class  the  defenders  of  Canada  in 
1837  and  1838  with  the  rioters  of  Mon- 
treal. He  (Mr.  Newdcgate)  begged  to  re- 
call to  the  recollection  of  the  Ilouse  the 
fact  that  those  who  were  now  stigmatised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  were  the 
very  men  whoso  proaenco  of  mind  and 
courage  were  the  most  conspicuous  amongst 
thoHo  wlio  endeavoured  to  save  the  public 
property  consigned  by  the  rioters  to  the 
flames.  He  repeated  that  those  who  were 
forcMuoMt  anioiigftt  the  defenders  of  Canada 
ill  1837  and  1838  wore  the  most  forward 
ill  support  of  tho  (lovenmiont  and  the  cause 
of  order  in  1840.  Sir  Alan  M'Nab  had 
boon  one  of  the  first  to  tender  his  support 


to  the  Government;  he  bad  giren  tliat  pro- 
tection which  his  known  character  enaUed 
him  to  afford  to  the  frightened  members  of 
the  Assembly,  and  exerted  himself  mostio- 
defatigably  in  the  endeaToor  to  rescue  the 
valuable  documents  endangered  by  the  fire. 
He  served  his  Queen  and  coontrj  with  the 
same  determined  courage  that  he  exhibited 
in  1837  and  1838;  and  yet  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Montrose  spoke  of  him  as  though 
he  had  been  actuated  by  motives  the  Tory 
reverse  of  that  loyalty  which  had  been  tl» 
leading  characteristic  of  his  life.  He  muit 
recall  to  the  recollection  of  the  House  the 
fact  that  it  was  Sir  Alan  M'Nab  who,  at 
the  head  of  his  gallant  Tolanteer8»  had  re- 
pulsed the  American  sympathisers  on  all 
hands,  and,  in  fact,  it  was  he  who  had 
given  the  coup  de  grdce  to  the  rebdl- 
lion.  He  had  received  the  thanks  of  two 
of  the  Governors  General  —  Sir  Frauds 
Head  and  Sir  George  Arthur.  He  had 
been  distinguished  by  many  marks  of  their 
esteem;  while  his  conduct  throughont  the 
last  exigency  had  been  blameless ;  and, 
if  possible,  stood  still  higher  in  pdhEe 
estimation.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  could 
not,  however,  say  he  was  surprised  at 
the  confusion  of  ideas  eyinced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  because  he  had 
also  affirmed  that  the  rebellion  of  1837-38 
was  a  just  rebellion.  On  the  interpretaftioa 
of  that  word  ''just,"  turned  the  whole 
question.  If  it  were  a  just  reheDion,  ac- 
cording to  the  interpretaUon  of  the  Aet 
by  the  Attorney  General,  all  the  losiei  m- 
curred  by  the  rebels  must  be  compenistei 
under  the  proposed  Act.  The  only  re- 
servation was  that  which  was  implied  in 
the  requirement,  that  the  destmetkRi  of 
property  should  be  "  unjust,  wanton,  ui 
unnecessary ;  *'  but  if  it  was  ft  just  le- 
bellion,  the  losses  occasioned  hj  it  ami 
be  unnecessary  and  unjust.  It  was  !■- 
possible  to  place  the  position  of  the  ^aei- 
tion  more  fairly  in  that  respect ;  and  nppa 
this  opinion  of  the  Attomej  General,  the 
gravest  imperial  questions  were  tnraei. 
Was  an  attempt — aided  by  fbreigncis  w 
the  part  of  the  rebellious  anbjeets  of  Ae 
Queen,  to  separate  a  eolonj  from  Ae 
Crown,  an  offence  against  the  naperial 
authority  or  not?  If  anything  eonliioa* 
stituto  such  an  offence,  it  must  he  mA  as 
endeavour  to  separate  a  colony  froai  Ae 
Crown.  He  would  put  a  qneilMa  to  Ae 
hon.  Member  for  Ifontrose.  S^paiS 
this  Government  in  1838  had  detanMd 
to  retaliate  upon  the  i  leent  Strtea  if  At 
Union,  and  hod  songni  fbreikly  to.anei 
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one  of  those  States  and  separate  it  from 
the  federal  Union,  would  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  have  considered  that 
a  federal  question  or  not?  The  cases 
were  analogoas,  for  the  American  sympa- 
thisers did  not  want  '*  responsible  govern- 
ment," but  their  object  was  to  separate 
Canada  from  the  Grown  of  England,  and 
add  another  star  to  the  American  constel- 
lation. There  could  be  no  question  that 
was  the  fact,  and  jet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  said  it  was  a  just  rebellion,  and 
that,  therefore,  every  loss  inflicted  by  the 
troops  in  repressing  that  rebellion  was  un- 
just, wanton,  and  unnecessary.  If  the  in- 
terpretation put  upon  those  words  were 
admitted,  it  reduced  representative  go- 
Tomment  to  an  absurdity;  because  if  the 
Qoeen  and  the  Government  were  to  have 
so  discretion,  it  was  perfectly  clear  by 
the  terms  of  the  Act  that  they  must  con- 
sent to  give  the  compensation  awarded 
to  rebels.  M.  Lafontaine  and  Mr.  Bald- 
win would,  in  accordance  with  their  pre- 
<nons  conduct,  he  had  no  doubt,  accept 
ihat  interpretation ;  and  if  it  were  the 
proper  one,  he  should  like  to  know  how 
any  person  could  be  disqualified,  who  had 
not  been  absolutely  convicted  of  high  trea- 
son, from  receiving  indemnity  for  losses. 
He  could  not  wonder  that  the  loyal  men  of 
Canada  should  have  been  deeply  irritated 
at  what  had  passed.  The  Government  of 
Canada  had  been  at  much  pains  to  conceal 
ihe  expression  of  opinion  against  this  Bill, 
which  had  proceeded  from  numerous  bodies 
in  Canada.  They  had  rumours  and  reports 
of  numerous  petitions  against  the  Bill,  but 
the  Government  had  distinctly  refused  to 
|nye  an  account  of  those  received  by  them. 
They  had  paraded  before  the  House  page 
after  page  of  addresses  to  the  Earl  of  El- 
gin, expressive  of  the  regret  which  all 
elasses  felt  at  the  outrage  which  had  been 
offered  to  him  as  the  representative  of  the 
'Sovereign  to  whom  they  were  attached; 
bot  there  was  not  one  given  which  ex- 
messed  an  opinion  adverse  to  this  Bill. 
He  felt,  with  the  loyalists  of  Canada,  that 


the  colonial  legislatures.  Could  anything 
be  more  flagrant,  than  that  under  the  am- 
biguous terms  of  this  Act,  though  he  denied 
that  they  were  ambiguous  when  coupled 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  case — com- 
pensation would  be  given  to  rebels  against 
the  Crown?  If  the  Crown  of  England  were 
to  consent  to  this  measure,  what  Bill 
passed  by  a  colonial  legislature  would  it 
have  good  grounds  for  rejecting?  It 
seemed  that  the  doctrine  of  responsible 
government  had  gone  to  such  an  extent 
that  the  Governor  had  no  discretion,  and 
that  the  Crown  had  no  discretion  when 
the  Act  was  sent  home.  The  noble  Lord 
said  he  was  waiting  until  the  instructions 
given  to  the  commissioners  came  home;  but 
when  they  did  come  home,  was  it  the  noble 
Lord's  intention  to  send  out  an  interpre- 
tation of  the  words  **  unjust,  wanton,  and 
unnecessary,"  as  applicable  to  the  losses 
which  were  the  foundation  to  the  claims 
that  had  been  submitted  to  the  commission- 
era  ?  He  begged  to  put  that  question  point- 
edly to  the  Government,  for  on  those  three 
words  the  whole  case  depended.  He  should 
put  some  other  questions  to  the  Govern- 
ment— questions  which  had  been  already 
put  in  Canada  and  not  answered.  Colonel 
Prince,  in  the  House  of  Assembly,  put 
these  questions  to  the  Government : — 

"  1.  Do  you  propose  to  exclude  in  your  in- 
structions to  tho  commissioners  to  be  appointed 
under  this  Act  all  who  aided  and  abetted  the 
rebels  in  1837-38?" 

To  this  there  was  no  reply. 

"2.  Do  you  propose  to  exclude  those  who 
admit  and  confess  a  participation  in  the  rebel- 
lion?" 

Again  no  reply  was  vouchsafed. 

"3.  Do  you  propose  to  exclude  those  whose 
admission  of  guilt  is  at  this  moment  in  the  pos- 
session of  Government  ?  " 

Again  no  answer. 

"  4.  Do  you  mean  to  exclude  any  of  the  800 
men  who  were  imprisoned  for  participating  in  tho 
rebellion,  but  who  were  discharged  from  custody 
by  the  clemency  of  tho  Governor  General,  and 
whoso  claims  for  losses  exceed  70,000/.  ?  " 

No  reply  !     Colonel  Prince  then  said  that 


H  would  be  an  insult  to  the  Crown  of  Eng-  he  would  read  the  questions  again  seriatim, 
]ftiid»  an  injury  to  them,  and  a  degradation  |  or  furnish  the  Government  with  a  copy, 
to  the  British  Legislature,  if  this  Bill  re-  and  trusted  that  they  would  give  a  reply. 
ceived  the  Royal  Assent,  and  were  suffered  M.  Lafontaine  then  said  that  they  had 
to  paas  into  a  law.     He  put  it  to  tho  noble  |  been  answered  in  the  debate  before.     The 


Idid  opposite  to  answer  this  question — 
irliat  Act  hereafter  could  be  passed  by  the 
legislative  assembly  of  any  colony  which 
Ibe  Crown  could  consistently  disallow? 
JThis  House  and  the  Crown  of  England 
inmld  hereafter  be  bound  by  every  act  of 
VOL.CVI.    {2SS} 


only  answer  that  had  been  given  before 
was  one  given  in  private  by  M.  Lafontaine 
to  Mr.  Jones;  and  it  was  that,  according  to 
his  understanding  of  the  Bill,  no  distinction 
could  be  made.  The  refusal  to  answer  these 
questions  was  not  calculated  to  give  satis- 
M 
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That  address  was  agreed  to  before  the 
passing  of  the  Rebellion  Losses  Bill  for 
Upper  Canada;  and  the  only  meaning  that 
could  be  attached  to  it  was,  that  there 
should  be  a  Rebellion  Losses  Bill  for  Lower 
Canada  analogous  to  that  for  Upper 
Canada.  Ho  maintained,  therefore,  that 
to  such  a  measure  for  Lower  Canada  the 
House  of  Assembly  was  pledged  by  its 
address.  The  Governor  was  pledged  by 
his  having  proposed  a  Rebellion  Losses 
Bill  for  Upper  Canada,  and  the  Imperial 
Government  was  pledged  by  having  assent- 
ed to  that  Bill.  Now,  the  Rebellion  Losses 
Bill  for  Lower  Canada  was  the  fulfilment 
of  these  pledges.  There  was  no  difference 
in  principle  between  the  Bills  for  the  two 
provinces.  The  chief  difference  that  he 
could  discover  between  them  was,  that  the 
terms  which  defined  the  kind  of  rebellion 
losses  to  be  compensated,  were  more  com- 
prehensive in  the  Bill  for  the  Upper  Pro- 
vince than  for  the  Lower  Province.  In 
the  Upper  Province,  claims  were  to  be  in- 
vestigated and  compensated — 

"  in  respect  of  any  losses  occasioned  by  violence 
on  the  part  of  persons  in  Her  Majesty's  service, 
or  acting  or  assuming  to  act  on  behalf  of  ller  Ma- 
jesty's service,  in  the  suppression  of  the  said  re- 
bellion, or  for  the  prevention  of  further  disturb- 
ance, and  all  claims  arising  under  or  in  respect  of 
the  occupation  of  any  houses  or  premises  by  Her  | 
Majesty's  military  or  naval  forces  either  imperial  I 
or  provincial." 

These  terms  were  certainly  more  compre- 
liensive  than  the  words  of  the  Rebellion 
Losses  Bill  for  Lower  Canada,  which  only 
provided  that  losses  should  be  paid — 

••  so  far  only  as  they  may  have  arisen  from  the 
total  or  partial,  unjust,  unnecessary,  or  wanton 
destruction  of  the  dwellings,  buildings,  property, 
and  the  effects  of  the  said  inhabitants,  and  from 
the  Si'izure,  taking  or  carrying  away  of  their  pro- 
perty and  effects,  provided  that  none  of  the  per-  | 
sons  convicted  of  treason,  or  who  were  trans-  ! 
porteil  to  Bermuda,  shall  bo  entitled  to  any  in-  ' 
demnity.** 

It  must,  therefore,  be  acknowledged  with  re-  ' 
ferenco  to  the  terms  of  the  two  Bills,  that 
there  was  less  opening  for  compensating 
i-obcls  under  the  Bill  for  Lower  Canada 
than  under  that  for  Upper  Canada.  If 
this  wore  acknowledgeil,  then  he  had 
vrm-oil  his  i>osi t ion.  ^ that  the  Rebellion 
Lwsos  Bill  of  Lower  Canada  was  the  ful- 
filment of  a  ple*lge  given  by  the  House  of 
Assembly  and  the  Governor  General  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
tlio  Colonies,  and  in  virtue  of  the  diH.»trine 
1  down   by  successive   Secretaries    of 


State  for  the  Colonies,  that  compensation 
for  rebellion  was  a  locid  and  not  an  impe- 
rial question.  He  held,  therefore,  that  a 
refusal  to  agree  to  this  Bill  would  be  a 
breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  tbe  empire 
to  the  colony.  He  attached  great  import- 
ance to  the  vote  of  to-night,  not  merely  on 
account  of  Canada,  but  as  a  test  of  sound 
principles  of  colonial  policy;  for  he  held 
that  it  was  of  paramount  importance  to 
our  colonies  that  the  House  and  the  Im- 
perial Government  should  cease  to  b^eve 
in  their  own  omniscience  and  infallibility 
in  colonial  matters;  that  thej  should  be 
persuaded  of  their  necessary  ignorance  of 
those  matters,  and  should  not  Tenture  to 
rescind  the  decisions  of  the  representatives 
of  a  great  colony  on  the  pleas  which  had 
been  urged  in  the  course  of  that  debate. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  denied  that  Lord 
Stanley,  in  his  despatch  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  had  at  all  raised  the  questioa 
of  the  right  of  rebels  to  participate  in  any 
compensation  which  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  confer  upon  the  loyil 
subjects  of  Canada.  He  heliered  that 
Lord  Stanley  would  have  rather  severed 
his  right  hand  from  his  body  than  have 
penn^  a  despatch  calling  upon  the  lament- 
ed Lord  Metcalfe  to  lend  nimself  to  any 
such  proceeding.  The  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  resumed  his  seat  had  contended 
that  the  Bill  for  Upper  Canada  gave  a 
wider  scope  to  the  parties  to  be  compen* 
sated  than  that  for  Lower  Canada.  It 
was,  however,  perfectly  impossible  to  wreit 
the  meaning  of  that  Act  to  any  sneh  por- 
pose  as  that  of  the  compensation  of  rebds. 
The  just  fears  of  the  Canadians  wore  ex- 
cited at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
¥rith  respect  to  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  loyal  colonists  had  wit- 
nessed the  repeated  rejection  at  the  hsndi 
of  die  Colonial  Office  of  all  their  af^ies- 
tions  and  recommendations  for  a  jnst  rs* 
compense  and  compensation  to  those  who 
in  the  cause  of  the  Crown  in  Canada  had 
hazarded  the  loss  of  all  they  possessed. 
They  saw  in  the  case  of  Colonel  Fitigib- 
bon,  who  so  ably  repulsed  the  Ameriesii 
sympathisers  at  Toronto  during  the  rebd- 
lion,  that  all  the  efforts  of  the  colonists  to 
obtain  not  merely  compensation  for  his 
losses,  but  even  remuneration  for  his  ser- 
vices, had  been  rendered  nseless  by  tXw 
conduct  of  the  Colonial  Office.  Twice  die 
Legislature  of  Canada  had  passed  an  Act 
for  compensating  him,  and  twice  the  6o> 
vernmcnt  of  this  country  had  refissed  te 
sanction  the  measore;  and  np  to  tins  time 
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that  officer  had  neither  been  compensated 
for  hiB  losses,  nor  remunerated  for  his  ser- 
vices. M.  Lafontaine  and  Mr.  Baldwin, 
who  had  been  so  active  with  respect  to  this 
measure,  were  themselves  rebels.  [Mr. 
Ha  WES :  No,  no!]  A  sum,  however,  was 
set  upon  the  head  of  Mr.  Baldwin ;  and  yet 
he  had  since  that  time  been  appointed  to 
the  office  of  Attorney  General,  under  the 
present  Governor  of  Canada.  Almost  the 
whole  of  the  loyalists  had  been  dismissed 
from  office,  and  their  places  supplied  by 
those  who  took  part  in  the  rebellion.  Mr. 
M'Leod  had,  up  to  this  time,  received  not 
a  farthing,  either  for  his  services  or  for  the 
Bufferings  which  he  endured  during  that 
long  and  memorable  imprisonment  of  which 
he  was  made  the  subject  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  mob  of  the  United  States.  All 
the  applications  on  the  subject  had  been, 
as  in  tke  case  of  Colonel  Fitzgibbon,  re- 
jected by  the  Colonial  Office.  Could  they 
wonder,  then,  that  the  loyal  people  of 
Canada,  knowing  that  the  avowed  purpose 
of  the  Act  for  the  union  of  the  two  Canadas 
was  to  destroy  the  old  French  laws  and  the 
old  British  party,  by  fusing  into  one  assem- 
bly the  French  and  English  represcnta- 
tives,  and  that  the  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  what  its  advocates  intended, 
should  have  been  led  to  regard  with  more 
than  usual  suspicion  this  new  Bill  for  com- 
pensating rebellion  losses  which  had  been 
brought  in  by  such  men  as  Mr.  Baldwin 
and  M.  Lafontaine  ?  It  entirely  depended 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  local  executive  as 
to  the  effect  which  this  Bill  would  have 
with  regard  to  the  compensation  of  rebels. 
JDoring  its  discussion  in  the  House  of  As- 
aemblj  an  endeavour  was  made  to  procure 
from  the  Government  a  distinct  statement 
4>f  their  intentibns  in  bringing  forward  this 
Act.  They  refused,  however,  to  give  the 
required  information,  and  all  the  Members 
of  the  Government  voted  with  the  majority 
against  the  Amendment.  The  present 
Canadian  Ministry,  true  to  their  principles, 
when  they  got  into  power,  resolved  to  put 
money  in  their  purse.  The  question  which 
the  House  now  had  to  consider  was,  whe- 
iher  the  Colonial  Office,  representing  the 
(Drown,  as  he  regretted  to  say  they  must 
still  consider  it  to  do,  had  acted  rightly  in 
leaving  to  a  single  individual  in  Canada  so 
much  discretion.  The  noble  Lord  the  Prime 
If  inister  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  that 
he  could  give  him  no  assurance  that  the 
Tebela  of  Lower  Canada  would  not  bo  com- 
pensated for  the  losses  which  they  had  suf- 


fered during  the  rebellion;  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  refusal  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  had  moved  his  Amend- 
ment. The  reason  which  tho  noble  Lord 
gave  for  not  conveying  that  assurance  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  wholly  be- 
side the  matter,  for  it  did  not  follow  that 
because  the  Government  could  not  give  a 
guarantee  that  not  a  single  rebel  should  be 
compensated,  they  should  not  do  all  in  their 
power  to  prevent  rebels  from  being  reward- 
ed. Of  course  the  law  was  always  open 
to  evasion,  do  what  they  would ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  should  not  by  his  silence  permit 
a  construction  to  be  put  upon  the  Act  which 
justified  the  compensation  of  a  single  rebel 
for  what  he  did  in  1837.  At  present  the 
dilemma  was  presented  to  them  of  either 
coming  in  collision  with  the  Canadian  Le- 
gislature, or  of  basely  submitting  to  the 
Colonial  Office  and  those  Canadian  agita- 
tors who  had  obtained  tho  confidence  of 
that  office.  A  middle  path  was,  however, 
offered  by  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Stamford,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  disallowance  of  a  Bill 
the  avowed  object  of  which  was  a  gratifi- 
cation— for  he  scorned  to  call  it  compensa- 
tion— for  rebellion  against  Her  Majesty. 
He  was  concerned  to  think  that,  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  no  one  had  spoken 
on  the  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
who  had  said  one  word  against  the  rebel- 
lion of  1837,  or  one  word  in  favour  of  those 
by  whose  assistance  that  rebellion  had  been 
put  down.  At  present  the  loyal  population 
of  Canada  wished  to  maintain  the  connexion 
with  this  country;  but  he  feared  that  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  if 
persevered  in,  would  infallibly  conduct  them 
into  the  camp  of  those  who  desired  the  se- 
paration of  the  Canadas,  and  the  conces- 
sion of  independence.  There  were  now 
40,000  persons  in  Canada,  enrolled  in 
Hunters'  Lodges  and  other  secret  societies, 
whose  object  was  the  annexation  of  Canada 
and  the  other  provinces  of  British  North 
America  to  the  United  States.  It  was  in 
order  to  avoid  all  participation  in  so  signal 
an  infamy  that  he  should  give  his  vote  for 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MACGREGOR  would  strictly  con- 
fine himself  to  reference  to  facts  connected 
with  the  present  condition  of  Canada. 
He  should  lament  very  much  if  the  Bill 
went  back  to  that  colony  unsanctioned  by 
the  Government,  because  he  believed  it 
would  create  discontent  and  dissatisfaction 
in  the  minds  of  all  those  who  were  friendly 
and  faithful  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
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It  had  been  the  misfortune  of  that  country 
to  have  early  had  planted  in  its  soil  a  few 
overbearing  British  individuals,  who  had 
gradually  acquired  an  influence  over  its 
administration,  and  this  influence  was 
strengthened  in  their  families  by  a  compact. 
Down  to  1 830  there  were  only  two  Gover- 
nors General  who  were  not,  to  some  ex- 
tent, under  that  influence — namely.  Sir 
J.  0.  Sherbrooke  and  Sir  James  Kemp. 
The  latter  gallant  Officer  set  out  with  a 
determination  to  do  justice  between  all 
parties,  and  to  listen  to  nothing  that 
should  emanate  from  the  compact,  or 
from  any  faction.  The  people  of  Lower 
Canada  were  always  considered  as  an  alien 
people  by  the  self-called  British  party,  and 
their  very  religion  was  presented  by  the 
British  grand  jury  as  a  nuisance.  No 
man  lamented  more  than  he  did  the  re- 
bellion of  1837-8,  on  account  of  the  people 
of  Lower  Canada,  who  were,  generally 
speaking,  a  loyal  people,  but  who  had  been 
influenced  by  a  few  demagogues  to  believe 
that  they  were  oppressed  by  the  mother 
country,  when  in  reality  the  oppressors 
were  the  British  faction,  and  a  few  French- 
Canadian  agitators.  The  pretended  mo- 
tive of  the  latter  was  a  good  one,  that  the 
Canadians  ought  to  demand  a  measure  of 
self-government  for  themselves.  Such 
government  has,  much  to  the  honour  of 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, now  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
been  given  to  the  Canadians.  Now,  if 
the  present  Bill  was  disallowed,  it  would 
go  to  the  extent  of  declaring  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  that  although  they  had  a 
controlling  and  responsible  Government 
in  Canada,  notwithstanding  that,  they 
would  be  deprived  of  its  exercise  when  it 
suited  the  Home  Government  to  do  so. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  sentiments 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  on  the 
previous  evening  would  be  received  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction  by  the  people  of 
Canada,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  dis- 
appointed persons  who  were  mainly  instru- 
mental in  fomenting  the  recent  disturb- 
ances. He  did  not  believe  that  any  large 
number  of  the  inhabitants  of  either  Upper 
or  Lower  Canada  were  in  favour  of  a  union 
with  the  United  States.  Montreal,  the 
focus  of  disturbance,  being  contiguous  to 
the  few  discontented  parishes  in  Canada, 
was  the  cause  of  the  riots  in  that  city.  K 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Stamford  were  adopted,  it  would  be 
tantamount  to  a  declaration  that  the  Ca- 


nadians should  not  have  aelf-government. 
The  object  at  issue  was,  were  Canadian 
rebellion  losses  to  be  oompensated  out  of 
Canadian  funds,  not  out  of  the  imperial 
funds  of  the  empire  at  large  ?  He  con* 
sidered  that  Canada  should  pay  those 
losses.  Few  persona  were  aware  of  the 
difficulties  that  beset  the  administratioB 
of  a  colonial  Governor.  In  Canada,  how- 
ever, the  present  responsibility  was  thrown 
on  the  legislature;  and  to  reject  the  Acts 
of  that  legislature  would  be  to  drive  the 
people  into  despair.  It  would  extinguish 
the  principle  and  practice  of  self-goveni- 
ment.  As  the  Act  of  the  majority  of  a 
legally  constituted  legislative  body,  the 
Earl  of  Elgin  had  no  option  but  to  ac- 
cept the  Bill  in  question.  It  was  said  that 
the  people  of  Canada  desired  annexation  to 
the  United  States;  and  the  oultiyation  of 
the  American  side  was  pointed  to  as  pioef 
of  the  difference  in  favour  of  the  Gevem* 
ment  of  that  country.  But  it  ahonld  be 
borne  in  mind,  that  one-seventh  of  the 
lands  on  the  Cuiadian  side  of  the  St.  Law- 
rence belonged,  until  lately,  to  the  Church 
of  England;  that  those  sectional  aeventhi 
lay  uncultivated,  for  no  one  would  take 
them  on  lease  when  lands  could  elsewhcm 
be  bought  at  very  low  prices  |  and  it  shoild 
be  also  recollected  that  it  was  only  lateh 
the  Canadians  had  had  self-govenimMt. 
If  the  Canadas  werelinnexed  to  the  Uniftaj 
States,  all  the  Customs'  duties,  and  die 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  lands,  wonid  go 
for  federal  purposes  to  Washington.  Now, 
those  monies  are  all  expended  for  pubBs 
purposes  in  Canada.  If  the  Bill  in  ques- 
tion was  rejected  by  Her  Mi^eaty's  ad- 
visers, it  would,  he  repeated,  gire  Jart 
cause  of  profound  complaint  to  the  people 
of  Canada.  He  approved  of  the  oooiie 
about  to  be  taken  by  Her  Migesty's  Oa- 
vernmeut  with  respect  to  the  AaatrslisB 
provinces,  because  it  was  analogou  to 
that  which  they  had  taken  towards  Ca- 
nada. He  did  not  anticipate  any  ahoie 
of  the  money  voted  by  the  Bill,  for  he  wu 
sure  the  Canadians  would  look  well  after 
its  expenditure. 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  if  the  as- 
sumption made  in  one  part  of  the  han. 
Member  for  Glasgow's  speech  was  to  be 
granted,  the  rest  of  it  was  utteily  noBeeee- 
sary;  for  if  it  could  be  made  oat  that  Ao 
Act  which  they  were  now  dUaoosung  wis 
simply  of  local  importance,  no  panea 
would  wish  to  interfere  with  it.  It  was 
not  the  Act  itself  that  he  complahied  of, 
and  wished  to  interfere  widi,  hat  its  am^ 
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biffiuty  of  knguage,  which  left  it  open  to 
nuuDteraretfttion.     He  rose  with  consider- 
able pain  on  this  occasion,  because  he 
wished  to  state  the  reasons  why  he  him- 
self, and  several  of  his  friends,  would  feel 
eompeUed  not  to  vote  for  the  Motion  be- 
fore the  House,  though  heartily  condemn- 
ing and  deeply  deploring  the  policy  of  the 
Grown.     The  reason  why  be  could  not  vote 
for  the  Motion  was  simply  that  it  came  too 
late.     An  Address  was  now  moved  to  the 
Orown  to  do  that  which  it  ought  to  have 
done  long  ago.     The  Earl  of  Elgin  ought 
in  the  first  instance  to  have  refused  the 
introdoetion  of  the  Act  without  sufficient 
guarantee  in  the  Act  to  prevent  the  possi- 
bility of  rebels  receiving  any  portion  of  the 
oompensatioo.    He  (Mr.  Adderley)  would 
venture  to  say   that  Mackenzie  himself 
would  be  one  of  the  first  recipients  of  this 
compensation.     Only  conceive  the  feelings 
of  men  who,  having  lost  sons  or  fathers  in 
tfaa  rebellion,  were  taxed  to  pay  compensa- 
tion to  raeb  men  as  Mackenzie.     It  was 
true  that  M.  Lafontaine    could    not  be 
termed  a  rebel,  but  he  was  only  more  for- 
tmiate  than  the  rebels  in  being  their  in- 
fsrior  in  ooorage  and  boldness.     The  Act 
would  be  misoonstrued  by  the  commis- 
sionen.     If  there  could  be  a  guarantee 
given  that  the  Act  would  be  carried  out 
bamiJidSf  he  would  not  object  to  it.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford 
Univenity  had  clearly  shown  that  the  am- 
neety  did    not   obliterate    the  rebellion. 
What  waa  now  to  be  done  ?     What  was 
the  Imperial  Parliament  to  do  ?    This  Act 
was,  based  upon  the  precedent  of  other 
Aets,  whieh,  it  was  saia,  were  pledges  that 
iUa  Act  wonld  be  passed.      The  former 
Aeta,  however,  said  that  the  compensation 
should  only  be  given  to  loyal  subjects;  but 
aa  tha  word  **  loyal "  had  been  left  out  of 
tlw  present  Act,  the  necessary  inference 
waa,  that  persons  were  to  be  recompensed 
who  were  rebels.     He  would  say  this,  that 
if  tiiey  eould  safely  induce  the  Crown  to 
mapend  its  consent  until  the  wording  of 
the  Aot  waa  altered  as  proposed  by  the 
yi§^t  hon.  Gentleman    the    Member  for 
StamSwd,  he  would  vote  for  the  Motion; 
bat  ha  fttared  that  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
poasible  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
caea,  as  it  would  go  forth  that  it  was  a  re- 
jeation  of  the  Act.     It  was  too  late,  and 
Moh  a  step  would  be  dangerous  to  this 
aoutij  and  the  colonies.     The  noble  Lord 
at  the  bead  of  the  Government  said  that 
inatrnetions  would  be  given  to  the 


commissioners  as  to  carry  out  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Earl  of  Elgin — that  was,  that 
rebels  should  not  receive  compensation. 
Why,  was  not  that  a  flat  contradiction  to 
his  own  argument  against  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford?  The  noble 
Lord  said  to  applv  any  test  would  be  to 
establish  a  kind  of  Star  Chamber  inquisi- 
tion; and  yet  he  proposed  that  such  in- 
structions should  be  given  to  the  commis- 
sioners as  would  require  tests  as  to  rebel- 
lion to  be  applied.  He  (Mr.  Adderley) 
could  not  but  express  his  strong  censure  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  MONCKTON  MILNES  felt  there 
was  something  that  had  not  yet  been  fairly 
brought  before  the  House,  and  that  was, 
the  manner  in  which  the  question  had  been 
put  before  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Staffordshire  had  said  the  question  came 
too  Ute  before  the  House;  but  for  his  life 
he  could  not  see  how  it  could  have  come 
earlier.  He  entreated  the  House  to  look 
at  the  question  in  its  historical  bearing,  in 
order  to  see  how  Canadian  affairs  had 
reached  their  present  lamentable  result. 
The  question  of  indemnity  in  the  case  of  a 
rebellion  which  had  become  a  civil  war,  in 
itself  implied  much  acerbity,  heartburning, 
and  difficulty;  and  with  respect  to  Canada 
might  be  impolitic  while  the  provinces 
were  disunited.  But  a  Bill  of  Indenmity 
having  been  passed,  and  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada  having  been  united,  then  it  was  no 
longer  a  question  between  Upper  and 
Lower  Canada,  but  whether  the  united 
provinces  should  pay  the  losses  sustained 
on  account  of  the  insurrection.  The  people 
of  Upper  Canada  were  indemnified  for 
their  losses;  but  there  was  some  difficulty 
with  respect  to  Lower  Canada,  in  discri- 
minating between  those  claimants  who 
were  loyal,  and  those  who  were  otherwise. 
In  the  Bill  introduced  to  indemnify  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada,  special  instruc- 
tions were  inserted,  to  the  effect  that  all 
persons  convicted  of  rebellion  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  any  share  of  the  proposed 
compensation.  Those  instructions  were 
received  by  the  Canadian  House  of 
Assembly  with  great  ill-will.  They 
said — 

"We  will  reoeive  no  instruetions  whatever. 
We  have  allowed  the  monej  of  the  united  pro- 
vinces to  go  for  the  compensation  of  Upper 
Canada,  on  condition  that  the  same  compensation 
should  be  allowed  for  Lower  Canada;  and  we  must 
now  rejeet  the  instructions  that  you  propose,  be- 
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cauM  they  arc  inconsistent  with  an  implied  agree-  I 
inent." 

Then  came  the  question — "  Who  were  the 
rebels  ?"  The  answer  of  Earl  Cathcart 
was  thus  given  by  Mr.  Secretary  Daly — 

"  In  making  out  a  classification  of  persons  (en- 
titled to  conii)cnsation)  on  tho  12th  of  December 
last,  it  is  not  his  Excellency's  intention  that  you 
should  be  ^ipiided  by  further  instructions  than 
those  furnished  by  tho  decisions  of  the  courts  of 
law." 

This  limitation  was  fixed,  not  by  the  Earl 
of  Elgin,  but  by  Earl  Cathcart,  in  Febru- 
ary, 1836.  That  was  the  time  for  the 
House  to  decide  whether  that  limitation 
was  a  proper  one.  If  it  were  objectionable, 
the  grounds  of  objection  should  have  been 
tben  stated;  but  it  was  unwise  to  bring 
forward  objections  now,  because  a  minority 
of  tho  colony  had  created  an  agitation 
against  the  Bill.  Was  it  possible  for  the 
House  to  call  upon  tho  Crown  to  reject 
such  a  Bill  as  this,  sanctioned  by  such  a 
majority  in  tho  Canadian  legislature, 
without  seriously  endangering  the  connex- 
ion between  the  two  countries?  Those 
whom  such  a  course  would  provoke,  were 
tho  parties  least  bound  to  us  by  birth  and 
habit  and  other  ties.  But  by  agreeing  to 
the  Bill,  the  House  would  in  effect  say — 
**  Wo  wish  to  make  the  amnesty  real,  and 
truly  to  unite  the  two  provinces.*'  Let  not 
hon.  Gentlemen  go  on  making  this  distinc- 
tion (independently  of  that  constitute4  by 
a  conviction)  of  **  loyal  **  and  **  disloyal," 
rebel,  and  attached  to  British  authority; 
that  was  still  believing  in  rebellion  and  not 
in  the  amnesty.  Canada  must  be  attached 
to  us  by  the  tie  of  the  consciousness  of  her 
own  interest;  otherwise  we  could  not  hold 
Canada,  and  the  question  of  separation 
could  be  only  ono  of  time.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  tho  House  would  sanction  a  Bill 
approved  of  by  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Canada,  assented  to  by  the  Earl  of 
Elgin,  and  supported  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY:  Sir,  in 
the  few  observations  I  shall  address  to  the 
House,  I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid  going 
over  the  ground  occupied  by  those  hon. 
Members  who  have  preceded  me.  I  think 
the  question  has  been  very  much  narrowed 
during  the  debate.  The  question  to  be 
considered  is  not  whether  we  shall  or  shall 
not  endeavour  to  reverse  the  principle  of 
responsible  government,  but  whether,  by 
adopting  the  resolution  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford,  we  shall 


be  acting  contrarj  to  that  prihciple.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  said,  the  other  Dight--aiid  I 
am  sure  he  is  not  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  responsible  government  —  that  in  his 
opinion  there  were  cases  in  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  of  this  coqb- 
try  to  interfere  in  the  decision  of  a  colonial 
legislature.  Was  not  the  present  one  of 
those  cases  which  would  justify  the  Go- 
vernment in  advising  the  refosal  of  the 
Royal  assent  to  the  Act  of  the  Canadian 
legislature — nay,  was  it  not  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  do  so  ?  And  if  that 
were  so,  did  not  the  matter  become  an  im- 
perial rather  than  a  local  question*  in  whidi 
the  Government  were  called  upon  to  inter- 
fere by  advising  Her  Majesty's  Teto  to  the 
Act  ?  The  question,  then,  we  have  to  con- 
sider is,  whether  this  is  one  of  those  cases 
that  will  justify  the  GoTemment  of  this 
country  to  interfere  with  respect  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Canada,  and  advise  Her 
Majesty  not  to  give  Her  consent  to  the 
measure  in  question.  Now,  Sir,  it  hu 
been  admitted,  I  think,  bj  the  noble  Lord, 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field, and  by  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  Geoe- 
ral,  that  if  this  BiU  heccnues  the  law  of 
the  land,  rebels  must  inevitably  be  ood- 
pensated  for  the  losses  which  thej  su- 
tained.  Then  I  put  it  to  the  Honse  irfie- 
ther,  if  that  be  the  case,  the  QorenmaA 
are  not  justified  in  advising  Her  Mi^eitf 
to  put  Her  veto  on  this  ^iU  ?  The  ndUe 
Lord  says  the  difficulty  he  entertains  ii, 
that  it  is  impossible  to  draw  the  line  be- 
tween the  loyal  man  and  the  rebeL  Bit 
is  it  not  easy,  in  the  case  of  those  400  men 
who  were  taken  with  arms  in  thdr  haadt, 
to  decide  whether  they  are  entitled  to  eom- 
pensation  or  not?  But  the  noUe  Lori 
says  that  many  of  those  men  were  not 
rebels,  that  they  were  loyal  in  their  hearts, 
but  that  they  were  forced  to  act  as  they 
did  by  the  fear  and  intimidation  of  odien. 
Why,  Sir,  if  they  had  not  courage  enough 
to  stand  by  their  country  in  the  hoar  of 
need — if,  under  such  circumstances,  tfaer 
were  intimidated  by  a  handfid  of  men— 1 
cannot  concur  with  the  noUe  Lord  m  re* 
garding  them  as  honest  men.  But  Ae 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sheffield  said,  that  many  of  ihose  mei 
with  arms  in  their  hands  were  mei^ 
going  out  on  a  shooting  excnrsioB,  ud 
tliat  he  himself  when  a  boy  had  mob  out 
with  his  gun  on  his  shoulder  to  kill  wlisiU 
ever  game  came  across  hia  path«    Bit  I 
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would  ftsk  the  hon.  and  leanied  Gentleman 
if  he  ever  went  out  with  800  men  for  that 
ohject;  and  if  in  doing  so  he  ever  mistook 
a  red  coat  for  a  stray  dnck  ?  But  the  nohle 
Lord  went  on  to  say — 

**  I  think  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  on  a  man 
who  might  hare  been  a  rebel  eleven  or  twelve 
years  ago.  to  make  him,  after  that  time  had 
elapsed*  ^rove  himself  at  this  time  of  day  to  be  a 
loj^man." 

I  say  that  if  he  he  a  loyal  man,  and  has 
been  subject  to  suspicion,  he  will  invite  in- 
quiry into  his  character,  and  be  gratified 
for  the  opportunity  of  removing  that  sus- 
pi<»on,  and  clearing  his  character  from  all 
imputation.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
be  a  rebel,  I  cannot  agree  then  on  the 
hardship  of  the  case,  because  I  think  it 
right  tnat  a  man  claiming  compensation 
for  his  losses  sustained  during  a  rebellion, 
should  show  that  he  himself  had  nothing 
whaterer  to  do  with  that  rebellion.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  whom  I  do  not 
see  in  his  place,  made  one  of  the  most  ex- 
traordinary assertions  that  I  believe  even 
he  ever  made  in  this  House.  He  said  that 
the  rebels  of  1837  and  1838  were  no  rebels 
at  all.  I  cannot  in  1849  consent  to  agree 
on  that  point  with  the  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  if  they  were  not  rebels,  I  ask  him  whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  support  a  Bill  which 
includes  those  who  were  convicted  of  re- 
bdlion?  If  he  is,  then  that  proves  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  incorrect,  and  that 
he  chooses  to  be  so.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  says  that  the  Bill 
does  not  go  far  enough.  I  agree  with  him 
that  the  Bill  does  not  go  far  enough.  But 
what  is  it  that  he  complains  of?  It  is 
that  the  Bill  confines  the  compensation  to 
those  whose  property  was  wantonly  de- 
stroyed, but  it  does  not  extend  to  those 
whose  property  was  not  wantonly  de- 
stroyed. I  agree  with  him  that  tho  Bill 
does  not  go  far  enough,  but  for  this  rea- 
son, that  while  the  rebel  whose  property 
was  destroyed  can  claim  compensation,  the 
lojal  man,  who  said  to  those  who  were 
maintaining  the  honour  of  our  country — 
**  Enter  my  house — make  use  of  it  and  all 
my  property  as  you  will  for  the  service 
of  the  Queen  " — that  man  cannot  obtain 
eompensation.  I  agree  with  him  on  that 
groimd,  and  that  is  the  reason  that  I  ask 
this  House  not  to  agree  to  this  Bill  until 
it  is  amended.  For  these  reasons,  and  bc- 
eanso  I  think  it  is  only  fair  for  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  that  the  Governor  should 
not  approve  of  the  Bill,  I  shall  vote  with 
my  right  hon.  Colleague.      I  do  not  see 


my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  in  his  place,  but 
there  are  those  who,  I  have  no  doubt, 
will  be  kind  enough  to  inform  him  of  what 
I  am  going  to  say.  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  noticing  the  taunts  he  threw  out 
last  night  on  tho  conduct  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford  has 
thought  fit  to  pursue.  He  said  that  that 
conduct  was  extraordinary;  and  that  the 
House  was  not  prepared  for  the  course 
which  we  then  took.  Sir,  I  think  that 
the  conduct  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  extraordinary,  and  I  much  doubt 
whether  the  House,  after  that  very  brilliant 
speech  that  he  made,  was  not  surprised  at 
the  result.  He  commenced  his  speech  by  say- 
ing that  he  should  not  follow  it  up  by  any 
distinct  Motion,  because  he  was  unwilling 
to  excite  animosity,  and  to  irritate  the  feel- 
ings of  Canada  and  of  this  coimtry.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  answering  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  told  him  that  in  the  expression 
of  his  opinions  in  that  House  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  had  done  everything  to  increase 
the  hostility  and  to  embitter  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  Canada.  And  what  would 
have  been  the  natural  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  that  allegation  ?  He 
ought  to  have  said,  **  I  regret  that  I  feel 
myself  forced  to  admit  the  truth  of  that 
allegation;  but  I  felt  that  I  was  obliged  to 
express  those  opinions  in  order  to  put  an 
end  to  a  Bill  which  I  believe  to  be  dan- 
gerous to  that  country;  I  felt  that  it  was 
necessary  that  I  should  show  the  House 
the  injustice  of  an  Act  which  would  com- 
pensate the  rebellious,  and  thereby  inflict 
ruin  and  disgrace  upon  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada." But  to  expose  the  loyal  people  of 
Canada,  in  that  eloquent  speech  which  has 
not  been  answered,  because  it  was  unan- 
swerable, the  injustice  which  this  Act  will 
inflict  upon  them,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
refuse,  not  only  to  remedy,  but  to  make 
any  attempt  to  remove  that  grievance — 
such  a  course,  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  be  of  the  same 
opinion,  is  indeed  likely  to  increase  the 
acerbity  of  the  feelings  of  the  loyal  por- 
tion of  the  people  of  Canada.  It  is  not 
surprising  that  the  course  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  thought  fit  to  pursue  should 
be  drawn  into  contrast  with  that  pursued 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford.  We  were 
anxious,  as  far  as  possible,  to  refrain  from 
all  expressions  that  might  exasperate  tho 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Canada.  We 
were  willing  to  join  with  them  cordially 
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in  an  attempt  to  defeat  a  measure  that  we 
disapproved  of.  We  did  not,  however, 
make  any  bitter  speeches.  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey  taunted  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford  with  hav- 
mg  made  a  Motion  without  a  speech.  I 
think,  Sir,  that  that  was  an  unfair  taunt — 
the  sarcasm  was  uncalled  for — I  think  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  did  make  a  speech, 
which  was  very  pertinent  and  very  sensible. 
Well,  Sir,  then  we  did  endeavour  as  far  as 
possible  to  avoid  increasing  the  animosities 
existing  in  Canada;  but  at  tho  same  time 
we  did  think  that  we  could  not,  entertain- 
ing the  opinions  that  we  do — Shaving  heard 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
— having  heard  the  answer  of  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  that 
he  could  not  give  an  assurance  that  even 
if  rebels  should  by  possibility  be  compen- 
sated under  this  Bill,  the  consent  of  the 
Crown  to  the  Act  would  be  withheld — we 
could  not,  under  such  circumstances,  give 
our  consent  to  this  Act,  which  we  believe 
to  be  derogatory  to  this  country,  and  in- 
consistent with  tho  great  principles  of  jus- 
tice— which  we  believe  will  tarnish  the 
honour  of  the  Crown,  and  will  be  a  viola- 
tion of  the  sacred  duties  of  the  Govern- 
ment; and,  therefore,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stamford  proposed  a 
manly,  open,  and  straightforward  resolu- 
tion, which,  I  fear — as  I  do  not  see  him  in 
his  phice — my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  does  not 
intend  to  support. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  agreed  with  the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  just  sat  down, 
that  occasions  might  arise  in  which  it 
might  be  necessary  for  the  imperial  autho- 
rity to  interfere  in  the  proceedings  of  colo- 
nial legislatures;  and  if  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  believed  that  the  Bill  which  they 
were  now  discussing  had  been — as  repre- 
sented by  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
— intentionally  framed  with  the  view  of  in- 
sulting the  British  Crown,  and  deliberately 
affronting  that  portion  of  the  population  of 
Canada  which  particularly  distingruished 
itself  in  suppressing  rebellion  in  Canada, 
or  in  expelling  external  invaders  over  the 
frontiers  of  Canada,  he  should  be  prepared 
to  advise  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  at  all 
hasards.  But  he  confessed  that  it  would 
be  with  the  utmost  difficulty  and  reluctance 
that  he  could  bring  himself  to  believe  that 
that  was  a  faithful  description  of  this  Bill. 
Whon  he  considered  that  it  was  finally 
•greed  to  in  the  House  of  Assembly  of 


Canada  by  a  majority  of  47  to  18 — a  majo- 
rity, be  it  recollected,  not  c<Hnposed  exclu- 
sively of  the  representatives  of  Lower 
Canada,  or  members  representing  the  in- 
habitants of  French  descent,  but  repre- 
senting alsOy  as  he  believed,  an  actual  ma- 
jority of  the  inhabitants  of  Upper  Canada, 
being  that  portion  which  was  occupied  by 
subjects  of  British  descent — he  should 
tremble  for  British  connexion  with  the 
province  of  Canada,  if  he  could  persuade 
himself  that  such  a  Bill  was  intended  as 
an  insult  to  the  British  Crown,  and,  as  he 
had  before  said,  he  should  be  prepared,  at 
all  hazards,  to  vote  for  its  rejection.  He 
believed  that  the  connexion  of  Canada  with 
this  country  was  most  essential  to  the  in- 
terests of  both  countries,  and  that  it  was 
one  which  neither  part  of  itself  had  a 
right  to  dissolve.  But  they  were  not  bomid 
to  maintain  that  eonnexion  on  terms  dis- 
honourable to  the  mother  conntiy;  and  he 
would  rather  see  that  connexioa  seversd 
than  see  it  maintained  on  terms  of  that 
description.  But  the  more  he  eonndend 
this  Bill — tho  more  he  had  listened  to  tbs 
arguments  that  had  been  brought  forwaid 
during  the  protracted  discussion  wfaieh  hsd 
already  taken  place— the  more  he  was  sa- 
tisfied that  there  was  not  the  sKghtsst 
ground  for  bringing  a  charge  of  that  oha- 
racter  against  the  conduct  porsned  by  ths 
great  majority  of  the  reinresentatiTes  sf 
the  Canadian  people.  He  begged  hsn. 
Gentlemen  to  recollect  under  what  eimna- 
stances  the  Bill  was  brought  fbrmurd.  This 
question  had  not  now  for  the  first  been  in- 
troduced into  the  Canadian  legislatiira  by 
the  present  constitutional  adviaers  of  die 
Eari  of  Elgin;  on  the  contrary,  the  priar 
oiple  of  this  Bill  was  first  sanetionea  1^ 
an  Act  passed  by  the  House  of  Assembly 
for  indemnifying  losses  sustained  dnriog 
the  rebellion  in  Upper  Canada,  Allq"«« 
had  been  made,  at  an  eariy  period  of  thst 
evening,  to  that  Act;  and  he  must  saythst 
if  there  was  any  just  ground  of  oomplaiai 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  present  BQl 
had  been  drawn  up-— if  there  really  was 
anything  vague  in  its  terms  — iiuh  a 
charge  might  with  far  more  jastiee  he 
brought  against  the  Act  pasead  fiir  flons* 
pensating  rebellion  losses  m  Upper  Caaida. 
He  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  Ae 
House  to  the  language  of  that  Aet,  than 
which,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  ooidd  be 
more  vague,  indefinite,  or  generaL  He 
referred  to  the  Act  passed  to  amend  aad 
enlarge  a  former  Aet  of  die  Legisktare  of 
Upper  Canada  with  regard  to 
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lofises.  This  was  the  way  in  which  the 
proTiBioiui  of  that  Act  were  enkrged : — 

**  And  be  it  enacted,  that  the  powers  vested  in 
and  dvtiei  required  of  the  said  commissioners 
under  the  laid  Act  shall  extend,  and  be  construed 
to  extend,  to  inquire  into  all  losses  sustained  by 
Her  MajcwU's  subjects  and  other  residents  within 
that  part  of  this  province  to  which  the  said  Act 
extends,  from  the  first  breaking  out  of  the  said 
rebellion  to  the  passing  of  the  said  Act,  and  the 
several  claims  and  demands  which  have  accrued 
to  any  such  persons  by  such  losses  in  respect  of 
any  lost,  destruction,  or  damage  of  property  oc- 
casioned by  violence  on  the  part  of  persons  in 
Her  Mi^jeety's  service,  or  by  violence  on  the  part 
of  persona  aoting  or  assuming  to  act  on  behalf  of 
Bar  Ifajeaty,  in  the  suppression  of  the  said  rebel- 
lion, or  ibr  the  prevention  of  further  disturbances, 
and  all  elaims  arising  under  or  in  respect  of  the 
oooupatioB  of  any  houses  or  other  premises  by 
Her  Mijesty's  naval  or  military  forces,  either  im- 
perial or  pn^vinciaL" 

Now,  nothing  oould  he  more  vague  or  in- 
definite than  those  words.  That  Act  did 
not,  as  the  Act  which  the  House  was  now 
diaeuBsing,  speciallj  exempt  those  persons 
who  had  been  convicted  of  high  treason. 
[Mr.  HuBBTBa  t  That  Act  was  merely  the 
extttision  of  a  previous  Act.]  Yes,  but 
ihat  pranous  Act  which  is  extended  was 
not  more  definite  in  its  language.  There 
was  nothhiff  in  that  Act  which  would  war- 
rant them  m  taking  so  dangerous  a  course 
as  the  rejection  of  the  Act  which  they  were 
now  diaenasing.  The  hen.  Member  for 
Warwickshire  has  reproached  my  noble 
Friend  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  for 
sajing  that  he  should  wait  for  the  instruc- 
ticma  which  the  Earl  of  Elgin  proposed  to 
iaaue  to  the  commissioners  under  this  Act, 
before  my  noble  Friend  advised  the  Crown 
to  aanetion  it.  Now,  that  was  not  the  way 
in  whieh  my  noble  Friend  made  his  state- 
niMit.  What  my  noble  Friend  said  was 
tliis,  that  the  necessary  time  must  elapse 
before  the  Act  came  over  in  the  usual 
eoorae  at  the  end  of  the  Canadian  Session, 
when  die  Crown  would  be  called  upon  to 
«zpreM  ui  opinion  upon  it;  that  in  the  in- 
terrol  the  instmctions  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin 
to  the  commissioners  would  come  over  to 
thia  country;  and  my  noble  Friend  did  not 
expreaa  any  doubt  that  those  instructions 
would  be  Boch  as  to  warrant  him  in  advis- 
ing the  Grown  to  sanction  this  Bill.  Not- 
withatanding  the  length  of  this  discussion, 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  question  which  the  House  was 
really  eaUed  upon  to  decide  lay  within  a 
veiy  narrow  compass.  They  all  admitted 
diat  there  should  be  a  responsible  govem- 
mont  in  Canada,  and  also  that  this  Bill 
fbr  ike  oompensation  of  rebellion  losses 


was  a  proper  and  a  just  measure.  There 
could  be  no  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween them  on  the  subject.  The  question 
which  the  House  had  to  decide  was,  whe« 
ther  this  really  was  such  a  Bill  as,  upon 
the  very  face  of  it,  was  not  of  such  a  cha- 
racter as  would  warrant  them  in  approving 
of  it.  Unless  they  were  satisfied  that  it 
was  so  grossly  improper  that  they  ought  to 
interfere,  there  was  very  great  danger  in 
that  House  attempting  to  make  a  Bill  on 
this  subject  for  the  Legislative  Assembly 
of  Canada.  He  must  confess  that,  not^ 
withstanding  the  great  authority  and  inge- 
nuity of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Stamford,  the  alterations  which 
they  suggested  with  reference  to  this  Bill 
were  open  to  quite  as  grave  objections  as 
any  which  could  be  urged  against  the  Bill 
in  its  present  shape.  All  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) contended  for  was  this,  that  it  wai 
merely  the  duty  of  the  House  respecting 
this  measure  to  take  care  there  was  nothing 
in  it  which  implied  an  intention  to  reward 
rebels  for  losses  sustained  by  them  in  re- 
bellion; and  that  if  there  was  no  such  in- 
tention, they  had  no  right  to  interfere  with 
this  deliberate  act  of  a  colonial  legislature. 
He  should  not  be  speaking  the  truth,  if  he 
said  that  he  did  not  think  it  possible  that 
after  the  lapse  of  twelve  years,  persons 
who  during  times  of  great  excitement  and 
confusion  in  Canada  might  have  been  more 
or  less  mixed  up  accidentally,  from  timidity 
or  other  causes,  in  rebellious  movements, 
might  obtain  compensation  under  this  Bill. 
But  the  people  of  that  colony,  and  especi- 
ally the  loyal  portion  of  them — those  who 
were  most  attached  to  British  connexion — 
hod  a  deep  interest  in  drawing  a  veil  of 
oblivion,  as  much  as  possible,  consistently 
with  honour  and  justice,  over  those  trans- 
actions; and  his  belief  was,  that,  notwith- 
standing all  that  had  taken  place — not- 
withstanding those  disgraceful  riots  at  Mon- 
treal, in  which  no  respectable  party  could 
have  taken  part,  and  in  which  the  loyal  in- 
habitants had  acted  in  a  manner  to  demand 
his  hearty  gratitude — notwithstanding  all 
that  had  occurred,  he  believed  he  might 
truly  say  that  this  country  and  Canada  had 
reason  to  rejoice  that  this  measure  had 
passed.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  taken 
care  that  nothing  which  had  fallen  from 
him  should  in  the  slightest  degree  increase 
the  excitement  now  existing  in  Canada 
upon  this  subject;  but  he  had  heard  with 
regret  many  expressions  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  which  were  calculated  to  have 
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an  opposite  effect.  He  thought  it  was  not 
becoming  the  wisdom  of  that  House  to  de- 
fend the  conduct  of  any  particular  class  in 
Canada  with  reference  to  this  measure. 
Let  them  leave  the  various  parties  to  these 
squabbles  in  which  they  indulged,  and 
which,  as  in  this  country,  were  the  natural 
result  of  a  free  constitution.  That  House 
owed  it  to  the  great  empire  of  which  they 
were  the  guardians,  not  to  mix  themselves 
up  in  an  unbecoming  manner  in  colonial 
disputes.  The  noble  Marquess  who  had 
preceded  him  had  repeated  an  objection 
which  had  been  made  by  some  of  his  hon. 
Friends,  that  this  Bill  did  not  go  far 
enough,  inasmuch  as  it  did  not  in  all  cases 
provide  for  the  payment  of  losses  sustained 
by  the  loyal  inhabitants  of  Canada.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  was  not  lawyer  enough 
to  say  whether  the  noble  Marquess  was 
correct  in  that  view  of  the  Bill;  but  he 
should  certainly  doubt  its  correctness.  He 
should  have  thought  that,  considering  the 
term  "just  claims,"  and  the  whole  phrase- 
ology of  the  Bill  equitably  construed,  a 
loyal  subject  could  not  be  debarred,  under 
the  circumstances  to  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  adverted.  But  supposing  the 
Bill  was  not  complete,  and  that  it  did  not 
go  far  enough,  it  was  not  for  that  House 
to  make  a  new  Indemnity  Bill  for  the 
people  of.  Canada.  The  people  of  Canada 
were  the  only  proper  judges  on  such  mat- 
ters. They  had  no  right  to  interfere  with 
the  funds  of  the  people  of  Canada.  If  he 
could  have  any  doubt  as  to  the  decision  of 
the  House  on  this  question — if  he  thought 
that  the  House  would  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  uentleman  the 
Member  for  Stamford — he,  for  one,  should 
contemplate  the  result  with  the  gravest 
apprehension  and  alarm.  He  believed  that 
such  a  course  would  be  regarded  by  the 
great  body  of  the  people  of  Canada  as  a 
deliberate  affront  to  their  representatives 
— as  an  imputation  upon  their  loyalty  and 
good  faith  which  they  did  not  deserve;  and 
that  they  would  feel  that  that  House,  upon 
the  most  trifling  and  inadequate  grounds, 
had  exercised  that  authority  which,  in  ex- 
treme cases,  he  would  be  the  last  to  deny 
they  had  a  right  to  exercise,  but  which,  in 
order  to  be  maintained,  must,  he  contend- 
ed, be  rendered  compatible  with  colonial 
liberty,  and  be  reserved  for  the  most  clear, 
distinct,  and  extreme  cases.  He  denied 
that  any  such  case  had  been  presented  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  All  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  taken  part  in  this  de- 
bate, had  expressed  what  he  was  sure  was 


a  well-grounded  confidence  in  the  wisdom 
and  general  qualifications  of  the  Earl  of 
Elgin  for  the  government  of  Canada.  He 
did  not  believe  that  an  intelligent  and 
high-minded  Englishman,  such  as  they  all 
knew  the  Earl  of  Elgin  to  be,  would  lend 
himself  to  a  mere  faction,  run  counter  to 
the  opinions  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
loyal  inhabitants  of  that  country,  and  in- 
flict an  insult  upon  the  Crown,  and  an  out- 
rage upon  the  feelings  of  those  who  had 
been  the  best  defenders  of  the  cause  of 
order  in  Canada.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
therefore  hoped  that  the  House  would,  by 
a  large  majority,  reject  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  he  trusted  that 
he  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the  good 
sense,  and  genuine  loyalty,  and  real  attach- 
ment to  this  country,  of  the  great  body  of 
the  people  of  Canada,  to  be  convinced  that 
even  that  portion  of  its  inhabitants  who 
might  have  been  opposed  strenuously  and 
firmly  to  the  Bill  on  which  the  House  was 
then  deliberating,  would  feel  that,  in  the 
course  which  the  Imperial  Legislature  had 
taken,  they  had  been  actuated  by  no  other 
desire  than  to  fulfil  honourably  and  truly 
those  high  functions  which  the  constitntion 
of  this  great  country  had  imposed  upon 
them,  namely,  not  to  interfere  upon  slij^ 
and  inadequate  grounds  with  the  free  ac- 
tion of  the  constitutignal  privileges  of  one 
of  the  noblest  possessions  of  the  Britiik 
empire. 

Mr.  BANKES  scdd,  that  the  right  hm. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had  not 
always  been  so  fastidious  about  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Canadian  legislatare  •• 
he  was  at  that  moment.  He  (Mr.  Bankes) 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  tbit 
imperial  interference  should  be  rare,  tnd 
only  exercised  in  cases  which  conceraoi  the 
empire  at  large;  but  he  could  not  forget 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  origi- 
nated a  Motion  directly  interfering  with 
the  Canadian  legislature  in  the  instance 
of  the  Canada  Com  Bill,  agiunst  which  he 
(Mr.  Bankes)  voted,  though  he  concurred  in 
the  general  policy  of  the  question.  What- 
ever might  be  his  private  feelings,  he  woidd 
not  engage  in  hostility  with  a  provinciil 
Parliament  if  a  large  principle  was  not  in- 
volved, such  as  came  directly  before  them 
in  the  present  discussion.  Ireland  hsd 
been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield;  but  if  they  now  set 
the  precedent  for  giving  compensation  to 
rebels,  might  they  not  at  some  future  day  be 
called  upon  to  do  in  Ireland  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  asked  them  to  do  in 
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Canadift?  He  did  not  object  to  amnesties 
for  the  past ;  but  when  it  came  to  be  com- 
pensation for  treason,  he  feared  that  the 
only  resnlt  would  be  the  reyival  of  animo- 
sities, which  it  was  the  wish  as  well  as  the 
interest  of  all  parties  should  be  buried  in 
oblivion.  The  question  had  in  that  in- 
stance been  brought  under  their  notice 
under  peculiar  circumstances.  A  right 
Hon.  Member  of  that  House,  distinguished 
for  his  powers  of  oratory,  and  for  every 
other  attribute  which  could  win  distinction 
in  that  House,  had  stated  his  objections  to 
the  Bill;  and  so  forcible  were  they  felt  to 
be,  that  another  right  hon.  Member  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  them  by  moving  an  Amendment. 
Looking  to  the  objections  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ojcford  University,  and  to  the 
answers  which  had  been  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  felt  that  the  present  was  one 
of  those  rare  occasions  when  the  House 
would  be  justified  in  addressing  Her  Ma- 
jesty for  some  pause,  in  order  that  nothing 
should  be  done  without  a  full  and  clear  in- 
terpretation of  the  scope  and  intention  of 
the  measure.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  could  not  but  suppose,  while  admitting 
to  the  fullest  extent  that  such  interposition 
should  be  rare,  that  a  case  had  been  made 
out  which  justified  some  delay  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  in  giving  its  assent  to  the 
Act  of  the  colonial  legislature.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  whether  he,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  was 
justified  in  interfering  in  this  matter,  and 
in  interposing  with  the  colonial  govern- 
ment, he  could  not  but  remember  that 
there  had  been  occasions  in  which  the  Go- 
yemment  had  not  shown  that  determination 
to  uphold  law  and  order  even  in  this  comi- 
try.  He  had  read  in  the  correspondence 
which  was  published  in  the  autumn  of  last 
year,  referring  to  events  which  occurred 
when  Lord  Melbourne  was  in  office,  that  the 
secretary  of  that  noble  Lord  was  charged 
therein  with  writing  a  letter  to  a  person — 
["  Oh,  oh ! "]  Yes,  he  contended  that  that 
was  a  question  analogous  to  this,  which 
•was  the  remuneration  of  traitors;  and  he 
replied,  when  he  was  asked  how  it  could  be 
looked  upon  as  an  imperial  question,  that 
there  was  a  time  when  this  country  was  in 
the  condition  of  Canada,  and  even  subject 
to  a  control  and  an  interference  which 
might  have  been  dangerous  to  the  State, 
and  to  the  safety  of  Great  Britain;  and  he 
had  seen  it  stated  in  print,  and  in  a  manner 
which  induced  him  to  believe  that  the  state- 
ment was  true,  that  when  the  Reform  Bill 


was  in  course  of  agitation,  there  was  a 
certain  secretary  of  the  Prime  Minister 
who  was  in  communication  with  parties 
with  the  view  of  authorising  and  exciting 
large  bodies  of  men  to  march  up  to  London 
from  the  provinces  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing that  measure  by  force.  That  time  had 
passed  by,  it  was  true,  but  such  things 
might  again  occur;  and  if  they  were  now 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  remunerating  trai- 
tors— and  he  found  that  persons  who  had 
advanced  doctrines  dangerous  to  the  State 
had  been  remunerated,  and  were  in  posses- 
sion of  advantages  as  the  reward  of  the 
course  they  had  pursued — ^he  said  that  was 
an  imperial  question,  and  as  such  he  sub- 
mitted that  he  was  justified  in  supporting  a 
Motion,  the  object  of  which  was  to  check 
in  the  colony  what  he  would  also  endeavour 
to  check  in  this  country,  and  to  preserve 
the  authority  of  the  State.  In  his  opinion 
it  would  be  dangerous  to  assent  to  a  Bill 
having  the  immediate  effect  of  encouraging 
traitors  and  conspirators  either  at  home  or 
abroad.  He  gave  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  credit  for  having 
at  heart  the  interests  of  the  empire  and  the 
Sovereign  as  much  as  he  had;  but  before 
he  could  give  his  assent  to  a  measure  such 
as  that  under  discussion,  he  must  require 
from  the  noble  Lord  a  distinct  assurance 
that  traitors  should  not  be  compensated 
under  it. 

Sm  R.  PEEL :  Sir,  I  quite  feel  that  the 
argument  has  been  exhausted  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  yet  I  am  unwilling  to  give  the  vote 
I  intend  to  give  without  a  brief  explanation 
of  the  grounds  upon  which  it  rests.  I  pro- 
mise the  House  to  condense  as  far  as  I 
possibly  can  the  argument  I  have  to  ad- 
dress to  them.  And,  in  the  first  place,  I 
must  say  I  did  not  put  that  construction 
exactly  on  the  Amendment  which  has  been 
moved  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  which  was  put  on  it  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last.  I 
did  not  consider  the  Amendment  to  be 
merely  an  address  to  the  Crown,  to  come 
to  no  hasty  decision  with  respect  to  any 
modification  of  this  Bill.  I  understood 
that  Amendment  to  be  substantially  this 
— to  pray  the  Crown  not  to  assent  to  this 
Bill  until  certain  Amendments  moved  by 
the  minority  have  been  made  in  it.  The 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  whether 
intentionally  or  from  inadvertence,  is,  as 
was  remarked  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton,  identical 
with  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  mino- 
rity in  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Canada 
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in  the  course  of  the  discussion  upon  the 
Bill.  Consequently  that  which  the  House 
of  Commons  is  called  on  to  affirm  is  suh- 
Btantially  this,  that  the  measure  approved 
of  hy  tne  majority  shall  not  haTe  effect 
until  the  majority  shall  adopt  the  amend- 
ments suhmitted  to  their  consideration  hy 
a  small  minority  and  then  negatived.  It 
is  impossible  to  conceal  from  ourselves  that 
if  we  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  we  are  about  to  enter  on 
a  conflict  of  no  small  danger — a  conflict 
in  which  we  ought  to  engage,  if  the  hon- 
our of  the  Crown  imperatively  require  it. 
But  before  we  engage  in  it,  let  us  maturely 
consider  what  wiU  be  the  nature  of  it,  and 
what  are  the  circumstances  under  which 
we  are  called  on  to  enter  upon  it.  We 
have  before  us  a  measure  which  provides 
for  a  certain  appropriation  of  the  funds  of 
a  great  colony  of  the  British  empire.  At 
a  former  period  it  was  proposed  that  the 
compensation  provided  by  this  Bill  should 
be  made  from  the  imperial  treasury. 
That  proposal  was  rejected.  The  present 
measure  does  not  comtemplate  any  appro- 
priation of  the  revenue  of  this  empire.  It 
proposes  an  appropriation  of  colonial  funds 
to  colonial  purposes.  The  measure  so  pro- 
posed has  been  affirmed  by  a  majority  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  province 
— a  majority  of  no  less  than  47  to  18.  I 
am  unwilling  to  refer  to  the  character  and 
constitution  of  that  majority,  because  the 
act  of  the  majority  is  that  which,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  ought  to  prevail. 
I  say  under  ordinary  circumstances,  be- 
cause I  am  perfectly  willing  to  admit  that, 
if  the  honour  of  the  Crown  require  the 
exercise  of  that  authority,  of  which  there 
is  no  question,  it  is  an  authority  to  be  ex- 
ercised; but  I  say  that,  under  all  ordinary 
circumstances,  the  act  of  the  majority 
ought  to  be  conclusive,  without  reference 
to  the  peculiar  character  of  that  majority. 
If  you  analyse  the  particular  portions  of 
that  majority,  I  find  it  is  not  composed 
exclusively  of  representatives  of  a  particu- 
lar class.  We  are  told  that  of  that  majo- 
rity 31  representing  Upper  Canada  voted 
on  the  question;  and  that  of  the  31,  17 
voted  for,  and  14  only  against,  the  Bill; 
that  of  the  Lower  Canadian  Members  of 
English  descent,  10  in  number,  6  voted 
for,  and  4  against.  Consequently,  whe- 
ther I  refer  to  the  extent  or  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  majority,  I  cannot  but  think 
that  this  is  an  element  for  our  considera- 
tion deserving  serious  attention.  I  con- 
sider it  a  perfectly  different  question  whe- 


ther the  amendments  proposed  in  ihe  As- 
sembly of  Canada  should  be  assented  to, 
or  whether,  as  they  were  not  assented  to, 
we  ought  to  try  to  give  effect  to  them  after 
the  measure  is  passed.  It  maj  be,  that 
we  might  be  of  opinion  that  the  prepoial 
of  Mr.  Wilson  in  the  Canadian  AssemUj 
was  a  reasonable  amendment;  and  it  may 
be  that  had  we  been  members  of  that  As- 
sembly, it  would  have  met  our  conenrrenee. 
But  as  that  Assembly  whieh  had  jnrisdie- 
tion  has  given  its  decision,  scnne  of  the 
men  who  approved  of  the  Amendment  may 
object  to  give  effect  to  it  bj  means  of  sa 
extrinsic  authority.  The  proposition  for 
advising  the  Crown  to  rcjeet  or  destnij 
the  measure  will  not  have  the  snppori  of 
the  whole  of  the  minoritj.  The  Eart  of 
Elgin  calls  your  attention  to  tlua  remsik- 
able  fact,  that  two  members  of  the  rnino* 
rity  who  took  a  very  decided  part  aganut 
the  measure,  and  were  active  in  proposiiig 
amendments,  were  among  the  foramosi  to 
contend  that  the  principle  of  responsiUs 
government  ought  to  be  maintained^  bsA 
to  declare  that  they  would  not  be  pertioo 
to  any  advice  being  given  to  the  Crown  of 
Great  Britain  to  reject  or  destroy  the  SD 
after  it  should  have  passed.  The  nuno- 
rity  opposing  the  Bill,  and  friendly  to 
material  amendments  in  it,  has  not  ben 
unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  it  ought  to 
be  rejected  by  the  Crown.  They  disSoedf 
maintained  that,  having  passed  the  Csna- 
dian  legislature,  it  was  not  a  Bill  on  whiek 
the  minority  ought  to  prevail^  and  that  it 
was  a  Bill  which  ought  not  to  be  destrovol 
by  the  Crown.  That  Act  so  passed  hsi 
received  the  concurrence  of  that  anthoritf 
who  is  deputed  by  the  Crown  to  gnaid  tlio 
honour  of  the  Crown,  and  to  promote  tho 
general  interests  of  the  colony;  but  wiik 
the  interests  of  the  colony  to  meintiip 
also  not  only  its  connexion  with  the  mother 
country,  but  to  maintain  that  connejaon  qb 
the  only  firm  basis  on  which  it  is  worth 
maintaining — the  honour  of  hoth  parties 
and  their  reciprocal  good  will.  It  woaU 
be  most  painful  to  me  if  I  were  calM 
on  by  a  strong  sense  of  pnblie  doty  lo 
take  any  line  which  would  imply  refleetioa 
on  the  Earl  of  Elgin.  I  reooUeet  tho 
commencement  of  his  career.  I : 
the  sanguine  expectations  whieh 
formed  by  his  first  Parliamentary  effinia 
All  these  expectations  have,  I  thmk,  heoa 
fully  realised.  Those  who  heard  the  int 
speech  the  noble  Earl  made  in  Parliamont 
— men  of  all  parties-— eonenned  in  rogtfd- 
ing  it  as  a  distingnished  omea  of  a  fvtvt 
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career,  honourable  to  himself  and  usefiil 
to  hiB  comitrj^  He  was  selected  for  offioe 
bj  the  Qoyemment  with  which  he  was  po* 
litlcallj  connected.  He  discharged  in  Ja« 
maica,  under  circnmstances  of  great  diffi- 
enltyf  a  rerj  high  and  important  office. 
He  coneiliated  the  confidence  of  those  oTer 
whom  he  presided,  and  of  the  Oovemment 
for  whom  he  acted;  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  stated 
that  the  sole  reason  for  his  selection  for 
the  more  important  goremment  over  which 
he  now  presides,  was  the  experience  of  his 
•nccess  m  the  administration  of  affairs  in 
Jamaiea.  My  finn  belief  is,  that  a  noble* 
man  better  qualified  for  high  trusts  could 
not  be  found.  Looking  to  his  correspon-^ 
dence,  considering  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
his  position,  my  belief  is  that  he  acted  from 
no  other  motiTe  than  a  sincere  desire  to  do 
his  duty  towards  the  Crown  and  the  colony 
orer  which  he  presides.  My  conTiction  is, 
that  he  has  acted  with  great  firmness,  with 
cpreat  reaolution,with  great  impartiality ;  that 
he  gave  his  enUre  co&dence  to  the  Gorem- 
ment  which  was  supported  by  the  majority  of 
the  Assembly — that  he  dissolred  the  Assem- 
bly upon  their  adrice — ^that  when  the  ma- 
jority of  the  new  Assembly  transferred  their 
aupport  to  other  parties,  he  then,  under  the 
(nnciple  of  responsible  gOTomment,  select- 
^  for  his  Oovemment  those  who  had  the 
confidence  of  the  majority,  and  gave  them, 
on  the  same  principle  on  which  he  had  act- 
M  with  reference  to  his  former  Govem- 
ment,  lus  cordial  support.  I  should  deeply 
Tegni  if  considerations  of  public  duty 
abould  compel  me  to  take  any  line  which 
would  imply  reflection  on  one  whose  high 
honour  and  integrity  no  one  can  doubt. 
Considering  the  opposition  he  has  encoun- 
tered, the  outrages  which  hare  been  offer- 
ed to  Urn,  I  greatly  fear  that  an  erroneous 
construction  would  be  put  upon  the  per- 
formance of  that  act  of  duty,  and  an  an- 
nouncement made  to  the  colony  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin  was  rirtually 
disallowed.  No  risk  of  misconstruction 
ought  to  prerent  us  from  discharging  our 
duty  in  rejecting  the  Bill,  if  the  interests 
of  the  country,  and  the  honour  of  the 
Grown,  should  require  us  to  take  such  a 
course.  I  can  see  that  a  great  part  of  the 
dfficulty  which  the  Earl  of  Elgin  has  had 
to  contend  with  wift  of  earlier  date  than 
the  difficulties  connected  with  his  own  Go- 
Temment.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford- 
shire assumed  it  as  a  fact,  that  in  every 
pe<Msding  Bill  the  claim  of  the  *'  loyal 
inhabitants  only  was  admitted;  whereas^  in 


the  present  Bill,  for  the  first  time,  the 
word  "  loyal  "  was  omitted.  I  assure  my 
hon.  Friend  that  he  is  mistaken  in  that. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  the  word  "  loyal" 
has  been  omitted  as  a  qualification  for  ''in- 
habitants." If  you  look  through  the  pa- 
pers, you  will  find  a  remarkable  distinction 
between  the  case  of  Lower  and  Upper 
Canada  in  the  earlier  part  of  these  trans- 
actions. Lower  Canada  in  1839  and  1840 
was  governed  by  ordinances.  In  the  case 
of  those  issued  by  Sir  John  Colhome,  the 
compensation  for  losses  sustained  during 
the  rebellion  was  confined  to  the  "  loyal 
inhabitants  "  of  Lower  Canada.  Concur- 
rently with  the  issue  of  those  ordinances^ 
an  Act  was  passed  providing  compensation 
in  Upper  Canada.  **  Loyal  inhabitants" 
was  omitted  in  that.  In  the  case  of  Lower 
Canada,  the  ordinances  contained  the  ex- 
pression **  loyal  inhabitants,"  and  provided 
compensation  for  them  alone.  In  the  case 
of  Upper  Canada,  the  expression  "  loyal 
inhabitants  "  was  omitted,  and  the  expres- 
sions ''  certain  inhabitants  "  and  "  sundry 
inhabitants  "  were  substituted.  In  a 
second  Act,  amending  the  first,  which  was 
passed  in  Upper  Canada,  the  word  "  loyal" 
was  omitted,  and  the  claims  of  inhabitants 
generally  were  admitted.  If  you  observe 
the  oath  which  applied  to  the  commissioners 
in  the  two  cases,  you  will  find  that,  in  the 
case  of  Upper  Canada,  it  declared  that  they 
were  to  make  compensation  to  the  "  inha« 
bitants,"  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
Act.  In  the  case  of  Lower  Canada,  the 
oath  administered  to  the  commissioners  re- 
quired that,  when  they  were  acting  under 
Uie  ordinances,  they  should  provide  com- 
pensation for  the  "  loyal  inhabitants." 
The  legislatures  have  been  united.  An 
address  was  presented  to  the  Governor 
General  that  no  will  act  on  the  precedent 
of  Upper  Canada,  and  provide  compensa- 
tion on  the  same  terms.  That  was  not 
acted  upon  by  the  Government  here,  who 
preceded  the  present.  When  the  present 
Government  came  into  power,  they  fulfilled 
the  address  which  had  been  moved;  and 
the  question  now  is,  have  they  materially 
departed  from  the  terms  or  principles  of 
the  Act  which  they  have  now  cited  as  a 
precedent,  and  which  they  found  provided 
compensation  for  the  inhabitants  of  Upper 
Canada  ?  If  that  precedent  is  disregarded, 
will  not  the  contrast  be  invidious  ?  In 
judging  of  the  case  of  Lower  Canada  after 
the  case  of  Upper  Canada  has  been  already 
provided  for,  will  it  not  be  peculiarly  in- 
vidious if  the  Act  we  reject  contains  no 


351 


Supply— 


{  COMMONS  ( 


Canada — 


3fi2 


provisions  materially  at  variance  with  those 
contained  in  the  Act  which  applies  to 
Upper  Canada?  It  may  ho  asked,  why 
did  not  some  one  ^ve  the  Earl  of  Elgin  a 
caution  on  this  point  ?  Why  did  no  one 
make  him  aware  that  there  was  no  distinc- 
tion made  hctween  loyal  and  disloyal  inha- 
hitants,  or  urge  that  the  honour  of  the 
British  Crown  was  concerned,  and  that  the 
claim  of  the  loyal  only  should  he  admitted  ? 
What  took  place  in  Lower  Canada  ?  liord 
Metcalfe  appointed  a  commission.  Earl 
Cathcart  assumed  the  Government.  A 
secretary  was  appointed  to  that  com- 
mission, and  issued  instructions  with  re- 
spect to  a  certain  classification  which 
was  to  he  made.  The  secretary  of 
the  commission  puts  a  question  hearing 
on  that  matter  to  Mr.  Daly,  the  Pro- 
vincial Secretary.  The  answer  conveyed 
by  Mr.  Daly  is — "  it  is  not  the  Governor's 
intention  that  in  classifying  the  persons 
who  shall  receive  compensation,  you  are  te 
adopt  any  other  principle  of  classification 
than  that  which  was  to  be  drawn  from  the 
evidence  furnished  by  the  sentences  of  the 
tribunals."  In  consequence  of  these  in- 
structions, the  commissioners  originally  ap- 
pointed by  Lord  Metcalfe  proceeded  to 
make  their  award.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, does  the  honour  of  the  Crown  re- 
quire from  us  the  extraordinary  inten-en- 
tion  which  is  proposed  ?  Shall  we  control 
the  discretion  of  the  Crown  in  this  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  by  interposing  our  ad- 
vice ?  Shall  we  assume  for  the  popular 
branch  of  the  Legislature  that  responsibi- 
lity which  now  rests  with  the  Crown,  and 
properly  belongs  to  it;  and  shall  we  take 
upon  ourselves  the  duty  of  advising  the 
Crown  to  suspend  or  annul  this  Act  ?  My 
opinion  is,  that  it  is  a  much  wiser  course  to 
leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  and  the 
responsibility  of  the  Crown,  and  not  enter 
into  a  contest  with  a  popular  assembly  in 
Canada,  which,  if  the  Motion  should  be  en- 
tertained, I,  for  one,  see  to  be  inevitable. 
At  the  same  time  I  cordially  agree  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  the  sentiment  he 
expressed,  that  it  would  be  much  better 
for  us  to  dissolve  our  connexion  with  a 
colony,  however  important  and  however 
powerful  it  may  be,  than  to  maintain  it  at 
the  expense  of  the  honour  of  the  Crown.  I 
must  also  say  that  I  feel  a  deep  sympathy 
with  those  gallant  men  who  did  stand  by 
the  Crown  in  the  hour  of  difficulty  during 
the  rebellion  of  1837.  I  am  not  surprised 
at  the  sentiments  on  this  head  to  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  gave  utterance.     It 


would,  indeed,  be  most  unwise  in  vs  to 
confound  the  distinction  between  loyal  and 
disloyal  men.  I  acquit  those  loyal  men 
who  stood  by  the  Crown  in  1837  and  1838, 
who  resisted  the  American  inrauoD,  and 
the  efibrts  made  by  the  rebels  to  disserer 
the  connexion  between  this  country  and 
Canada,  of  any  participation  in  those  out- 
rageous and  disgraceful  acta  which  haTe 
recently  occurred  in  Montreal.  I  am  snre 
there  is  not  a  man  in  this  House,  wbaterer 
view  he  may  be  inclined  to  take  of  tlui 
question,  who  does  not  repudiate  any  con- 
nexion with  those  disloyal  and  disaffected 
men  who  had  insulted  the  Governor  GenenI, 
and  committed  acts  of  incendiarism;  and  I 
believe  that  that  very  party  in  Canids 
whose  loyalty  I  most  applaud  and  admire, 
and  whose  past  exploits  in  TindicaUon  of 
British  connexion  I  never  shall  forget,  is 
as  little  responsible  as  we  are  for  the  sets 
of  the  persons  to  whom  I  am  ref(nring. 
This,  indeed,  has  been  proTed  by  the  ad- 
dress of  that  party  to  the  Governor  Geootl, 
in  which  it  cordially  placed  upon  record 
the  expression  of  its  indignation  at  the 
outrageous  acts  which  had  been  committed. 
But  at  the  same  time,  whilst  I  admire  the 
fidelity  with  which  this  party  has  adhered 
to  the  British  connexion,  I  cannot  conieat 
to  our  making  ourselves  parUsans  in  regard 
to  Canadian  politics.  Our  only  hope  of 
maintaining  the  connexion  permancntljf 
and  with  reciprocal  advantage  to  the  mother 
country  and  the  colony,  rests  upon  oar 
acting  on  that  principle  on  which  the  Esd 
of  Elgin  has  acted — ^that  of  mMntaimng 
strict  impartiality  between  the  opposm; 
parties.  It  is  said  that  we  are  dbootto 
make  compensation  to  rebels.  I  knowtbst 
that  is  the  point  with  respect  to  which 
many  Gentlemen  will,  with  honest  ieelings, 
give  their  votes.  It  is  said  that  the  two 
exceptions  which  are  introduced  into  the 
Act  of  the  Legislature  of  Lower  Ganads 
constitute  the  difference  between  it  and 
the  Act  of  Upper  Canada;  and  it  is  con- 
tended that  the  exceptions,  in  pwnt  of 
fact,  constitute  the  role,  and  compel  tho 
admission  of  tlie  cliums  of  all  rebds  whs 
do  not  fall  within  the  two  cat^ories.  Nov, 
we  have  the  positive  assurance  of  the  Esri 
of  Elgin  that  there  was  no  intention  on  his 
part,  or  on  the  part  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Act,  to  encourage  rebellion  or  treason  in 
:  Canada.  In  that  assurance  those  widk 
!  whom  the  Governor  General  has  acted 
have  concurred.  We  have  the  deckntioa 
of  his  Lordship *s  Attorney  General,  M. 
j  Lafontaine,  that  those  parties  had  not  thi 
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sliglitesi intention  of  doing  what  has  been  at- 
tributed to  them.  But  what  says  the  Earl 
of  Elgin  ?  He  says  that  in  the  Assembly — 

"  It  was  answered  that  the  principle  on  which 
the  Bill  was  framed  had  already  been  acted  upon 
in  Upper  Canada," — [weigh  these  expressions] — 
**  and  that  Parliament,  by  its  unanimous  vote,  had 
given  a  pledge  that  it  should  likewise  be  applied 
to  Lower  Canada ;  that  it  was  notorious  that 
mueh  property  belonging  to  unoffending  persons 
liad  been  wantonly  drntroyed  in  this  section  of  the 
proTinoe  during  the  rebellion  ;  that  it  was  fiilse  to 
affirm  that  the  measure  was  intended  for  the  be- 
nefit of  rebels ;  that,  on  the  contrary,  all  con- 
fieted  rebels,  as  well  as  those  who,  haying  con- 
feraed  their  guilt,  were  sent  to  Bermuda,  were  ex- 
pressly ezolttded." 

Does  he  limit  the  exclasion  to  them  ?  He 
goes  on — 

"  And  that  for  the  rest,  the  conmiissioners  ap 
pointed  under  the  Act  would  be  bound,  under  the 
■anotion  of  an  oath,  precisely  in  the  same  way  as 
the  commissioners  for  Upper  Canada  had  been 
before  them,  to  examine  minutely  into  the  justice 
of  all  olaims  preferred  before  them,  and  to  appor- 
tion the  indemnity  according  to  the  true  intent 
and  meaning  of  the  Act." 

If  that  be  so— if  the  manner  in  which  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  Upper  Canada  has 
been  applied  is  an  indication  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  principle  of  the  Act  is  to  be 
applied  in  Lower  Canada — if  the  commis- 
sioners are  to  determine  upon  claims  in  the 
latter  province  on  the  same  principle  on 
wbich  the  commissioners  have  settled 
claims  in  Upper  Canada — I  appeal  to  you, 
whether  it  woold  be  wise  in  us,  with  the 
fimited  information  in  our  possession,  to 
draw  this  invidious  distinction  between 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  and  to  tender 
advice  to  the  Crown  which  would  impose 
upon  it  the  obligation  of  adopting  a  dif- 
ferent course  towards  one  province  from 
that  which  has  been  pursued  towards  the 
other,  and  against  which  we,  although 
cognisant  of  the  fact,  made  no  objection. 
In  addition  to  the  assurance  of  the  Governor 
Genera],  we  have  that  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Administration,  that  the 
decision  of  the  Government  is  at  least  sus- 

S ended  until  the  instructions  which  are  to 
e  received  from  Canada  shall  arrive.  Her 
Majesty's  Attorney  General,  also,  having 
been  appealed  to  to  give  us  the  legal  con- 
stroction  of  the  Act,  stated,  as  a  lawyer, 
that,  on  considering  the  preamble  of  the 
Act,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  exceptions 
introduced  into  it  did  not  necessarily  limit 
the  discretion  of  the  commissioners.  If, 
then,  the  same  latitude  be  allowed  to  the 
commissioners  of  Lower  Canada  as  was 
given  to  the  commissioners  of  Upper  Ca- 
nada, I  deprecate  the  adoption  of  a  course 
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by  this  House  which  would  establish  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  provinces.  As  I 
said  before,  I  would  not  confound  the  dis- 
tinction which  exists,  both  in  moral  feeling, 
and  according  to  the  technical  rule  of  law, 
between  loyalty  and  disloyalty.  I  would 
deprecate  the  day  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  unwilling  to  give  due  cre- 
dit to  men  who,  in  time  of  difficulty  and 
danger,  rallied  under  the  British  standard 
for  the  protection  of  British  interests;  but 
I  cannot  allow  that  feeling,  warm  and  cor- 
dial as  it  is,  to  influence  me  to  vote  for  a 
resolution  which  I  believe  would  prove  de- 
structive of  the  principle  of  representative 
government  in  the  colonies — which  would 
constitute  a  precedent  for  constant  inter- 
ference in  the  affairs  of  possessions  with 
whose  local  concerns  we  are  but  imper« 
fectly  acquainted — and  which  would  cloud 
the  prospect  I  trusted  was  opening  of  a 
long,  permanent,  and  cordial  connexion 
with  a  colony,  in  the  welfare  and  prosperity 
of  which  England  ought  to  feel  the  deepest 
interest. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  before  I  make 
the  few  observations  with  which  I  shall 
trouble  the  House  upon  the  question  before 
it,  it  is  well  to  correct  an  important  error 
into  which  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth  inadvertently  fell  at  the  con- 
clusion of  his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet quoted  a  passage  from  Lord  Elgin's 
despatch,  as  if  it  expressed  Lord  Elgin's 
own  opinions,  whereas  it  was,  in  fact,  only 
a  portion  of  an  able  and  perspicuous  sum- 
mary by  Lord  Elgin  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced on  both  sides  of  the  question.  [Sir 
R.  Peel  said,  that  be  did  not  intend  to  read 
the  passage  as  if  it  contained  the  Earl  of 
Elgin's  own  words.]  That  point  having 
been  set  right,  I  must  say,  that,  after 
having  listened  to  all  that  has  been  said 
this  evening,  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
debate  was  adjourned  last  night.  I  am  still 
of  opinion  that  the  question  might  then  have 
been  satisfactorify  settled.  The  opinions 
of  the  three  most  considerable  parties  in 
the  House  had  been  represented  by  three  of 
their  most  distinguished  Members.  That 
section  of  the  House,  too,  which  had  taken  an 
active  part  in  Canadian  discussions  during 
the  last  fifteen  years  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity, through  an  able  organ,  of  stating 
their  views;  and,  to  render  the  debate  com- 
plete, an  accomplished  and  amiable  Gen- 
tleman, whom  they  all  respected  and  re- 
garded, the  hon.  Member  for  Elginshire, 
and  who  was  nearly  connected  with  the 
Governor  General,  had  also  addressed  the 
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Hv^Mr.      Tbe  vkkfi  hyptut  Uj  me,   &ft«? 
t!l  v«;  lukve  Kta-'d,  z.ot  Ur  bATe  Ion   iu 
orifpral  tuDplicitr.     The  rigit  hon.  Bavo-  i 
iM;t  tke  If  ember  fc**  Tamvonii  has  teid  ' 
OS  thjkt  imd^T  a  smem  of  eoniutixxiotiAl  \ 
g'/rernmecit  the  opinioa  of  the  majoricj 
khoojd  be  eoocloiiTe  in  ordiBArr  eimim-  \ 
fttooeet.     Who  denies  that  propoBiion  f  : 
Tbe  ri^fat  bon.   Bftronei,  winning  ap  in  j 
the  course  of  bis  addreu,  told  us  tbmt  he  > 
thought  the  prineiple  of  eonstitutional  go- 1 
rem  men  t  in  Canada  vai  dependent  on  oar  ' 
Toie  t'i-nif^bt;  and  the  right  hon.  Member  | 
for  Northampton  had  also  deelared  that ; 
the  question  at  stake  was  whether  or  not 
there  hhould  l>e  constitutional  goTemment 
in  Canada.      The  question   at  suke  is, 
liliether  the  Queen  shall  exercise  her  con- 
stitutional veto  or  not.     If  the  opinion  of 
the   majority  is  to  be  always  conclusive, 
how  could  there  be  such  a  thing  as  the 
exercise  of  a  veto  ?      It   was  surprising 
that  a  auestion  of  the  propriety  of  exer- 
cising the  Royal  veto  should,  even  with 
the    ingenuity   of    debate,    be    perverted 
into  a  case  involving  the  continuance  of 
responsible  government  in  Canada.    What- 
ever may  be  my  opinion  as  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  Canadian  con- 
stitution was  first  framed,  I  say  frankly, 
that  that  constitution  being  establish^, 
nothing    could    be    more    impolitic,    or, 
to  my  mind,  more  unprincipled,  than  for 
the  Houae  of  Commons  to  adopt  a  course 
which  would,  directly  or  indiroctly,  prevent 
it  from  having  fair  play.     I  am  so  much 
impressed  with  tho  importance  of  this  prin- 
ciple, that  I  listened  with  much  interest 
and  with  some  alarm  to  an  intimation  from 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  who  seemed  to 
anticipate  the  expediency  of  severing  the 
alliance  between   the  two  Canadian  pro- 
vinces, and  forming  the  whole  provinces  of 
Dritish    North  America  into  one  federal 
union  liko  that  which  was  shadowed  forth 
to  us  a  few  nights  ago  with  respect  to 
Australia.      I   have   tho   impression   that 
that  is   a   scheme  which   should  not  be 
adopted  without  very  mature  consideration; 
and  I  am  confirnied  in  that  apprehension  by 
rondiiig  tho  resolutions  that  were  passed 
nt  a  very  largo  public   meeting  recently 
held  in  Frederick  ton,  New  Brunswick,  de- 
nouncing this  very  Bill,  the  fate  of  which 
wo  arc  now  discussing.     Certainly,  if  one 
nii^Iit  form   an  opinion  of  tho   feeling  of 
the  jirovinoe  from  what  took  place  at  thot 
mooting — a  very  considerable  public  meet- 
ing,  mind  you,  couvcued  and  carried  on 


by  the  Bon  diitiiigiBslied  mbabitants  of 
New  Brcsviek — I  would  saj.  that  at  tlus 
■komenx  there  is  no  great  inclination  for  a 
federal  imioa  on  the  part  of  that  province 
wifh  Canada.     Therefore  I  tlunk  that  the 
nnitcd  proviDce  of  Cmoadn  aboiild  bo  per- 
mined  fully  and  freelr  to  enjoj  the  con- 
sdtntion  wluch    it  adopted    some   yean 
ago,  and  whieh  we  oanelrea  tbonght  pn^ 
per  to  sanction.     The  question  bdiue  ui, 
therefore,  is  not  the  ezistenee  or  non-ez- 
istence  of  the  eonatitiition  of  Canada,  u 
has  been  asserted,  among  others,  by  tlia 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  irf  As 
Board  of  Trade,  who  appealed  to  ns  to- 
night on  the  sabjeet.     In  listening  to  thit 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  was  reminded  cfa 
speech  which  I  heard  from  him  about  ten 
years  ago  on  a  subject  of  a  congenial  nsi 
tnre  —  I  was  raninded  of  that  ekqaest 
harangue  which  he  delivered  when  he  came 
forwani  and  called  upon  the  House  to  abro- 
gate the  constitution  of  another  colony.    I 
mean  the  constitution  of  Jamaica.    Who 
could  suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Geotk- 
man,  who  feels  so  slarmed  and  indupast 
that  we  contemplate  the  possibilitj  ofHor 
Majesty  exercising  the  constitutional  tm^ 
tions  which  it  is  not  disputed  She  nosoaiiM, 
only  ten  years  ago  came  forwnm  and  ih- 
solutely  proposed  to  supwess  that  le^os- 
sible  government  of  which  he   spoke  m 
highlv  to-night— to  abrogate  by  wbdesalo 
and  by  one  measure  a  oonatitutien  of  a 
most  ancient,  powerful,  and  loyal  cokmy  t 
No  one  can  for  a  moment  maintain  thai  it 
is  not  the  constitutional  privilege  of  H« 
Majesty  to  exercise  her  veto  of  suspea* 
sion.     That  privilege  is  recognised  by  ths 
people  of  Canada  themselves.      But  ths 
most  remarkable  thing  about   the  whole 
affair    is,    the    extreme    delicacy    wUeh 
seems  to  actuate  Ministers  when  the  caio 
of  a  colony  is  before  the  House.    Would 
that  they  were  in  the  habit  of  applying  the 
same  sensitiveness  to  their  foreign  rds- 
tions !     Those  noble  Lords  and  right  hoo. 
Gentlemen  whose  nerves  would  not  sDov 
them  to  counsel  theur  Sovereign  to  exer- 
cise, if  necessary,  a  constitutional  fimetioif 
because,  forsooth,  it  would  be  an  inlerf^ 
rence  with  a  colony  connected  with  oov 
selves,  are  busying  themselves  in  ersnf 
quarter  of  the  world,  and  interfering  in  sB 
sorts  of  affiairs  in  countries  with  whieh  «t 
have  no  connexion.     There   ia  hardly  s 
Government  in  the  administration  of  whieh 
they  have  not  some  hand;  and  in  Spsis 
even  they  absolutely  instruoted  their  envoy 
to  call  upon  the  Mmisters  of  tbftl  eoimtiy 
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and  reoommeiid  them  to  study  public 
opinion.  With  respect  to  the  case  before 
us*  I  think  it  a  very  simple  one.  We  are  not 
going  to  attack  the  constitutional  privileges 
of  the  Canada*.  We  are  bound  by  policy 
and  by  honour  to  m^tain — and  I  hope  it 
is  the  feeling  of  all  -parties  that  we  ought 
to  maintain— -them  in  the  full  enjoyment 
and  the  full  exercise  of  their  constitutional 
rights.  Tho  case  before  us  is  simply  this 
«-^Li  there  or  is  there  not  a  scheme  pro- 
dneed  and  pn»nulgated  under  the  constitu- 
tion granted  to  £em,  which  affects  the 
honour  and  grossly  tarnishes  the  credit  of 
the  Crown  ci  England?  Is  there  or  is 
there  not  an  animus  in  the  conduct  of  the 
MinistrT  of  Canada,  at  this  moment,  which 
ia  hostile  to  those  interests  which  it  con- 
cerns the  honour  of  the  Crown  to  see 
should  be  justly  dealt  by  ?  Here  is  a  case 
which  the  House  may  as  well  be  made 
acquainted  with,  and  which  has  only  be- 
eome  known  to  myself,  at  least  in  detail, 
within  the  hist  hour.  I  allude  to  the  case 
of  Cdcmel  Chisholm.  Colonel  Chisholm 
is  one  oi  those  gallant  gentlemen  to  whose 
Ugh  qualities  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ihe  Member  for  Tamworth  .has  just  done 
justice.  During  the  unhappy  rebellion  he 
Arrested  a  well-known  traitor,  named  Fin- 
by  Makolm,  for  whose  apprehension  a  re- 
ward of  2502.  was  offered.  It  so  hap- 
pened, howerer,  that  being  a  man  who 
thought  himself  sufficiently  rewarded  by 
the  ezereise  of  his  loyalty  and  the  fulfil- 
ment of  his  duty,  he  did  not  claim  the 
reward  of  250/.  But  the  circumstances 
of  Colonel  Chisholm,  unfortunately,  are 
not  so  prosperous  at  this  moment  as 
they  were  ten  or  twelve  years  ago.  It 
is  probable  his  fortune  has  been  affected 
by  some  of  those  economical  experiments 
which,  according  to  the  Earl  of  Elgin, 
your  own  ffreat  authority,  have  not  a  little 
IM>ntributea  to  the  disaffection  of  the  pro- 
Tince  of  Canada.  Hearing  that  the  whole 
question  of  rebellion  losses  and  rewards 
was  to  be  reopened,  this  gentleman  ad- 
dressed the  Government  of  Canada,  and 
ODorteoiisly  reminded  them  that  they  stood 
indebted  to  him  in  the  sum  of  2501.  for  re- 
eognised  services.  He  made  no  claim  for 
interest,  as  I  find  the  rebels  invariably  do. 
What  answer  did  he  receive  from  the  Ca- 
nadian Government  ?  I  will  read  you  the 
reply  of  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  Sir 
Alan  M'Nab,  who  interested  himself  in 
bdialf  of  this  gallant  ofiiccr : — 
*•  Saeretary's  (Moe,  Montreal,  March  28, 1840. 
**  Sir— I  have  the  honour,  bj  command  of  the 


GoTemor  General,  to  inform  you  that  his  Excel- 
lency has  had  under  his  consideration  in  Council 
the  ptition  (transmitted  with  your  letter  of  the 
5th  inst.)  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Greorge  Chisholm, 
praying  for  the  payment  to  him  of  2502.  offered 
by  the  Government  in  December,  1887,  for  the 
apprehension  of  Finlay  Malcolm,  Esq.  His  Ex- 
cellenoy  directs  me  to  state  to  you,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  petitioner,  that  the  idleged  claim  of 
Mr.  Chisholm  having  been  allowed  to  lie  dormant 
for  so  long  a  period,  cannot  now  be  entertained. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir,  your  most  obedient 
servant,  "  J.  Leslie,  Secretary." 

This  was  the  answer  which  Colonel  Chis-^ 
holm  received  at  the  very  time  when  the 
Government  of  Canada  were  recognising 
claims  of  an  equally  old  date — the  only 
difference  being  that  the  claimants  in  those 
oases  were  not  loyal  men,  but  rebels.  I 
said  just  now,  that  I  was  indisposed  in 
every  way,  in  consequence  of  the  disagree- 
able events  which  have  occurred,  to  enter- 
tain for  a  moment  the  project  of  remedy r 
ing  the  existing  evils,  however  pressing 
they  maybe,  by  dissolving  the  union  of  the 
two  provinces.  I  consider  that  to  be  a  very 
coarse  and  bungling  expedient.  I  cannot 
but  remember  that  the  scheme  was  devised 
by  eminent  statesmen,  to  whom  I  give  cre- 
dit for  ampler  knowledge  and  deeper  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  than  I  can  claim 
for  myself ;  and  though  I  may  have  more 
limited  information  and  less  power  of 
thought  than  they,  I  still  see  in  that  union 
the  elements  of  success  and  prosperity. 
And  why  do  I  see  in  it  those  elements  of 
success  and  prosperity?  Because,  al- 
though Lower  Canada,  from  the  amount 
of  its  population  and  other  circumstances, 
iu&y>  by  combining  with  the  disaffected 
party  in  Upper  Canada,  have  the  power  of 
occasionally  creating  some  political  incon- 
veniences, yet  I  see,  in  the  quality  of  the 
population  of  Upper  Canada,  and  in  the 
circumstances  which  must  occasion  a  rapid 
increase  of  population  in  that  coimtry,  a 
remedial  agency  which  must  ultimately 
prevent  those  inconveniences  from  being 
too  much  felt.  But  that  very  conviction 
only  impresses  me  the  more  with  the  im- 
portance of  our  avoiding,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, the  permitting  any  party  in 
Canada  unreasonably  to  triumph  over  the 
other.  It  is  very  possible  that,  supported 
by  the  Ministry,  and  by  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  party  now  domi- 
nant in  Lower  Canada  may,  for  a  brief 
space,  fill  all  the  high  offices  in  the  State 
— may  for  a  brief  space  treat  loyal  men 
like  Colonel  Chisholm  in  the  manner  I  have 
just  stated  to  the  House ;  but  all  this 
N2 
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time,  remember,  that  the  population  and 
power  of  Upper  Canada  will  be  increasing 
in  a  ratio  far  beyond  the  population  and 
power  of  the  lower  province — all  this  time 
the  feeling  of  vengeance  will  be  cherished  by 
the  conviction  that  they  have  been  unjustly 
treated  by  a  Sovereign  to  whom  they  were 
faithful,  and  a  country  whom  they  served 
too  well.     All  this  will  be  acting  upon  the 
minds  of  those  men  ;   and  I  ask  you  in 
what  situation  will  the  Lower  Canadians 
be  when  the  wheel  turns  round,  and  the 
Upper  Canadians  have  the  power,  which 
you  cannot,  according  to  their  constitu- 
tional scheme,  prevent  them  from  attain- 
ing?    It   is  all  very  well  to  talk  about 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  being  conclu- 
sive   under    ordinary    circumstances.     It 
is  all  very  well  to  come  forward  and  say 
that  the   question  at  stake   is  the  ques- 
tion  of  responsible    government.     These 
are   empty  phrases,   fit    only  for   debat- 
ing clubs — ^fit  only  for  boys — and  not  for 
practical  men;    men   who   have  a  know- 
ledge of  circumstances   and  details,  and 
whose  position  in  this  House  renders  them 
responsible  for  the  policy  they  recommend. 
I  say  that  the  situation  of  the  two  pro- 
vinces, according  to  the  system  you  are 
now  fostering  and    encouraging,   is   one 
which  must  lead  not  only  to  bitter  feelings 
and  violent  passions,  but  to  deeds  of  vio- 
lence, and  blood,  and  disaster  far  more 
terrible  than  any  that  have  yet  occurred. 
But  have  you  no  remedy  in  this  difficult 
and  delicate  position  ?     You  have  a  power 
reserved  to  you  in  that  very  constitution 
which    you  laud   so  highly ;    and   by  a 
wise,     politic,    and    temperate     exercise 
of  that  power — by  mediating  between  the 
contending  parties — you  may  insure   the 
prosperity  of   their   country,   as   well   as 
the  greatness  of  our  own.     I  see  nothing 
in  the  course  you  are  pursuing,   what- 
ever   may  be   your   plea   for    it,   but  a 
course  that   is   unwise,    impolitic,    crude, 
and  perilous.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber  for    Sheffield,    and   others,    have   in- 
troduced into  this  debate  the  case  of  Ire- 
land.  Now,  I  have  contemplated,  as  every 
Gentleman  has  contemplated,  what  would 
be  the  consequence  if  a  repeal  of  the  Le- 
gislative Union  were  to  take  place  between 
England  and  Ireland,  without  the  severance 
of  the  political  tie.    No  one  can  for  a  mo- 
ment doubt  what  would  be  the  eflfect  of 
such  a  scheme  upon  Ireland.     With  abso- 
lute internal  independence  there  would,  of 
course,  be  a  party  to  assert,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, to  enforce,  external  independence. 


In  all  the  high  places,  the  repeal  party 
would  necessarily  be  the  holders  of  office. 
The  system  of  legislation  which  must  then 
prevail  in  Ireland,  would  not  favour,  but 
rather  discourage,    emigration  from    the 
sister  isle.     They  would  oppose  it  as  ne- 
cessarily tending  to  disturb  the  balance 
of  the  two  rival  parties.     To  the  roinoritv 
this  might  be  mortifying,  might  be  gall- 
ing in  the  highest  degree;  but  it  would 
be  perfectly  constitutional,  and,  much  u 
we  might    regret    the    position   of  that 
minority,  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to 
interfere.    But  suppose  the  dominant  party 
were  to  announce  their  intention  to  provide 
some  compensation  for  the  descendEuits  of 
that  generation  which  had  been  less  fortu- 
nate than  themselves  in  obtaining  the  re- 
sults which  they  enjoyed :   suppose,  for  in- 
stance, they  were  to  propose  a  compensa- 
tion for  the  descendants  of  Emmett,  or  ol 
Mitchell  and  Meagher  ?  There  must  be  a 
rate  in  aid  for  the  purpose.     The  rate  in 
aid  would  extend  to  Ulster.     After  what 
we  have  seen  of  the  feeling  of  Ulster  re- 
cently in  respect  to  rates  in  aid  for  mncli 
less   offensive  purposes,    I    can    seareely 
suppose  that  Ulster  would  not  then  fed 
that  the  moment  had  arrived  when  it  most 
take  up  a  position.     Well,  then,  sappoee 
the  dominant  party  called  upon  Engtand 
to  pour  its  regiments  into  Ireland  to  raise 
a  tax  to  remunerate  the  descendaoti  of 
the  "  United  Irishmen  V*  Ton  might  come 
and  vindicate  your  proceedings  by  consti- 
tutional maxims.     You  migbt  tell  ntthe 
opinion  of  the  majority  must  be  eondouve. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Noi-thampton    might    make   a    plansible 
speech,  and  tell  us  the  question  at  stake 
was  not  the  indemnity  of  any  indindoal, 
but    the    system  of  responsible   gorwn- 
ment.     All  this  you  might  do;  but  I  aik 
you,  at  the  same  time,  would  yon  not  be 
destroying  the  empire,  and  perilling  the 
kingdom  ?     I  cannot  go  into  the  case  of 
the  precedent  of  Upper  Canada  as  an  au- 
thority for  the  law  which  has  been  passed 
in  Lower  Canada.      It  is  too  late  to  enter 
into  those  details.     ["Oh,  oh!"]     WeD, 
then,  I  will  enter  into  them.  [*•  No,  no!"] 
Well,  then,  very  briefly,  but  I  will  make 
one  observation.     I  am  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tamw<^ 
— in  fact,  it  is  the  foundation  of  his  main 
argument — that   the  word   "lofyal"  was 
not  inserted  in  the  law  of  Upper  Canada; 
and  Gentlemen,   one  after    another,  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Southwark, 
and  men  who  have  given  considerable  c(m< 
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sideration  to  tlie  subject,  found  one  of  their 
main  arguments  in  the  circumstance  that 
the  compensation  law  for  Upper  Canada 
was  wider  and  less  restrictive  than  the 
law  which  was  passed  for  Lower  Canada. 
And  why  was  it  so  ?  Because  there  were 
no  rebels  in  Upper  Canada.  Because  the 
inhabitants  were  all  loyal.  There  are  four 
or  fire  cases  to  the  contrary  which  you 
brought  forward,  some  of  which  you  have 
yomrselves  given  up,  but  all  of  which  re- 
solve themselves  into  payment  for  com- 
missariat supplies.  Those  are  the  only 
eases  for  the  indemnity  of  rebels  you  have 
brought  forward.  Since  this  discussion 
has  commenced,  I  think  I  can  mention  it 
from  memory,  I  have  seen  a  despatch  of 
Sir  John  Colbome,  the  commander  in 
chief  at  the  time,  in  which  he  distinctly 
lays  it  down  that  all  persons  who  furnished 
*  aupplies  to  the  troops,  without  reference  to 
any  part  they  might  have  taken  in  the  re- 
bellion, or  their  conduct  otherwise,  were 
to  be  repaid  for  those  supplies  ;  and  of 
the  five  cases  you  have  brought  for- 
ward of  rehds  indemnified  in  the  upper 
province*  four  resolved  themselves  into 
commissariat  payments  for  commissariat 
aapplies,  and  the  other  was  a  ludicrous 
error — ihe  case  of  Dr.  Duncan,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night  destroyed. 
There  was  this  distinction  between  the  two 
provinces,  which  explained  the  difi^erence 
m  the  preamble  of  the  two  Acts,  that,  in 
fact,  there  were  no  rebels  in  Upper  Canada. 
We  know  from  Sur  F.  Head  s  celebrated 
despatch  how  much  military  force  was  re- 

auired  to  suppress  the  rebellion  there.  The 
btmrbera  were  Americans.  There  were 
no  indigenous  rebels.  It  was  unnecessary 
to  limit  the  indemnity  to  loyal  persons,  for 
there  was  no  other  class  that  could  be 
contemplated.  So  much  for  that  prece- 
dent. We  have  been  told  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion — in  fact,  considerable 
emphasis  has  been  laid  on  it  throughout 
the  whole  of  this  debate — that  public  opin- 
ion in  Canada  has  been  demonstrated  in 
favomr  of  the  Governor  General  in  a  very 
remarkable  manner.  According  to  my 
Tiew  of  the  question  before  us,  we  have 
nothing  to  do  with  these  details,  and  the 
very  Gentlemen  who  insist  on  them  so 
much  are  the  very  Gentlemen  who  say, 
"  We  do  not  want  to  have  the  party  poli- 
tics of  Oanada  introduced  into  the  debate." 
No  sooner  have  we  agreed  to  this  posi- 
tion, than  they  consistently  refer  to  the 
addresses  voted  to  the  Governor  General, 
and  which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  with 


such  sedulous  care  have  placed  on  the 
table.  I  admit  these  are  points  which  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question — that  we 
ought  not  to  go  into  the  details  whether 
the  inhabitants  of  this  county,  or  that 
township,  are  of  opinion  that  the  Governor 
General  acted  rightly  or  not.  I  think  the 
case  is  a  simple  case,  as  I  said  from  the 
beginning.  The  question  is,  whether  Her 
Majesty  should  be  advised  to  exercise  con- 
stitutional fimctions  on  account  of  extraor- 
dinary circumstances,  and  those  extraor- 
dinary circumstances  being,  in  our  opinion, 
the  reward  of  men  who  had  rebelled  against 
Her  Government.  Some  of  you  call  that  a 
local  question,  and  some  of  my  friends  treat 
it  as  an  imperial  question.  It  is  both,  but 
more  than  either,  because  it  is  a  national 
one.  I  should  have  been  perfectly  willing, 
if  I  had  made  any  observations  yesterday, 
in  the  course  of  ten  minutes  to  have  placed 
that  question  before  the  House;  and  if  I 
have  referred  to  details  which  I  think  you 
all  have  unnecessarily  introduced  into  this 
discussion,  it  is  because  I  know  you  have 
introduced  those  details  to  influence  public 
opinion;  and  if  you  think  they  are  elements 
which  can  influence  public  opinion,  it  is  my 
duty,  if  it  be  in  my  power,  to  show  that 
they  are  utterly  worthless.  Here  is  a 
volume  on  the  affairs  of  Canada.  It  is  the 
fourth  section  of  papers  which  contain  the 
great  bulk  of  the  addresses  to  the  Earl  of 
Elgin.  A  Minister  of  the  Crown  quoted 
this  evening  passages  in  answer  from  the 
Governor  General  to  one  of  those  small 
constituencies  who  addressed  him.  It  was 
from  the  answer  to  the  address  from  the 
Victoria  district.  Let  me  just  refer  to  a 
passage  in  that  answer.  The  Earl  of 
Elgin  says — 

**  It  is  my  firm  belief  that  they  did  not  intend, 
in  passing  this  Bill,  to  countenance  rebellion,  or 
to  compensate  the  losses  of  parties  guilty  of  the 
heinous  crime  of  treason,  but  to  mtSie  provision 
for  the  payment  of  claims  arising  from  the  wanton 
and  unnecessary  destruction  of  property." 

If  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Earl  of  Elgin, 
it  is  only  the  opinion  which,  by  the  Motion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  forward, 
we  wish  to  support  him  in.  We  are  oflcr- 
ing  no  slur  to  the  Earl  of  Elgin  by  this 
Motion,  because  all  we  are  going  to  call 
upon  you  to  affirm  is  this  passage  in  answer 
to  the  address  from  the  Victoria  district, 
quoted  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
But  that  is  not  the  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House.  What  I 
wish  to  do  is  to  show  you  how  these  ad- 
dresses have  been  produced.     I  am  not 
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going  to  fall  into  that  too  much  used  habit 
of  decrying  the  expression  of  popular 
opinion.  I  think  the  right  of  petitioning 
is  not  only  most  raluable,  but  exercises 
great  influence  in  this  country;  and  no 
popular  opinion  is  more  fallacious  or  more 
to  be  deprecated,  and  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  take  eyery  care  to  remove  and 
enlighten,  than  that  petitions  to  this  House 
are  of  no  effect  whateTer,  but  are  thrown 
on  the  table,  and  are  thought  of  no  more. 
But  I  hold  that  when  public  opinion  seeks 
to  express  itself  by  extraordinary  though 
constitutional  methods,  it  should  do  so  by 
public  meetings,  fairly  and  constitutionally 
held.  How  have  the  meetings  in  Canada 
been  held  ?  Let  me  read  a  letter,  written 
on  the  2nd  of  May,  from  Montreal,  by  a 
very  celebrated,  or  at  least  very  notorious, 
person.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

««  Montreal,  May  2.  1849. 

"  Sir — You  doubtless  will  have  heard  that  after 
the  insults  to  the  person  of  the  Governor  General, 
the  burning  of  the  Parliament  House,  and  destruc- 
tion of  the  property  of  the  citizens,  certain  disaf- 
fected men  have  petitioned  Her  Majesty  to  recall 
Lord  Elffin  for  having  acted  up  to  the  constitution 
in  sanctioning  measures  which  had  been  concurred 
in  by  the  other  branches  of  the  Legislature. 

"  Not  to  address  the  Queen  under  these  circum- 
stances, praying  her  Miyesty  to  maintain  Lord 
Elgin  at  the  head  of  the  Government  of  Canada, 
would  be  to  declare  that  responsible  government 
is  no  more  desired ;  it  is  therefore  to  be  hoped, 
that  you  in  particular,  and  all  those,  whatever 
otherwise  be  their  political  opinions,  who,  like  you, 
appreciate  the  advantages  of  possessing  free  insti- 
tutions, will  sign  and  cause  to  be  signed  the  peti- 
tion to  the  Queen,  of  which  a  printed  copy  is  here- 
with addressed  to  you. 

"  You  will  cause  it  to  be  signed  by  every  one,  if 
possible,  after  which  you  will  please  address  it  to 
the  honourable  the  Secretary  of  the  province  with 
all  possible  speed. — I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
your  most  obedient  and  humble  servant, 

"  WoLPRED  Nelson." 

In  consoqucnco  of  that  instruction,  a  vari- 
ety of  addresses  were  forwarded  to  the  Sec- 
retory of  tJio  Government,  but  there  was 
no  instance  of  a  public  meeting  having  been 
held.  Here,  for  example,  is  the  town  of  Co- 
burg,  which  is  entirely  devoted  to  the  Go- 
vernor General  and  his  policy,  and  signed 
by  653  signatures.  Since  this  debate  com- 
menced this  evening,  I  have  received  this 
letter  from  Coburg,  addressed  to  the  same 
gentleman.  Sir  Alan  M*Nab,  whose  ac- 
quaintance I  am  not  so  fortunate  as  to 
have  the  honour  of  possessing ;  but  who  is 
one  of  those  distinguished  and  gallant  men 
to  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  so  justly  offered  the 
meed  of  his  approbation.  The  statement 
is   rather  long:    I   will   give  the  result. 


There  nerer  was  any  publie  tteeting  held 
at  Coburg;  aud  all  the  male  inhabitants- 
above  21  do  not  amount  to  653.  They 
all  signed  this  document,  and  the  num- 
ber amounts  only  to  210.  This  ia  impor- 
tant; this  must  not  be  confounded  with 
our  crititnsms  on  petitiona  on  our  partj 
questions,  because  1  tiunk  both  sides,  per- 
haps, are  open  to  critioiBmB  of  that  kmd. 
The  remedy  is  soon  found,  and  ihe  efieet 
is  not  very  great;  but  the  effiaet  is  irery 
great  when  these  surreptiliona  doenmenti 
are  printed  in  the  Royal  GcurMe,  and  then 
in  tneir  official  fbrm  transmitted  to  ns  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  gite  a  fbonda- 
tiou  to  solemn  admonitions  from  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Boaid 
of  Trade.  Why,  all  these  documents  are 
very  well  as  far  as  they  go,  no  doubt;  bat, 
considering  the  manner  in  which  they  havie 
been  got  up,  the  very  meagre  result  of  this 
congratulatory  conspiracy,  and  the  pomp- 
ous manner  in  which  these  addreesea  have 
been  introduced  to  our  notice,  they  mat 
fairly  be  described  as  about  aa  much 
rubbish  as  was  ever  introduced  to  tlds 
House.  I  will  now  say  a  word  aa  to  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  lUend 
the  Member  for  Stamfora.  I  have  heard 
that  Amendment  severely  criticised;  hot 
no  one  has  ventured  to  say  that  it  was 
an  informal,  unconstitutional,  or  irr^Q- 
lar  proceeding.  There  was  a  Genileiniui, 
indeed,  last  night,  who  complained  that 
it  had  not  appeared  upon  his  break- 
fast table.  I  can  easily  conceiTe  that 
this  hon.  Gentleman,  preparing  hia  mind 
early  in  the  morning  for  the  due  dis- 
charge of  his  senatorial  duties,  might  be 
surprised  that  a  Motion  should  be  proposed 
of  which  he  had  not  been  informed  by  the 
usual  machinery.  But  it  is  quite  a  new 
thing  tb  say  that  no  Motion  should  ettt* 
be  made  without  a  formal  notice  upoa 
the  Paper.  This  Amendment  followed  ai 
a  matter  of  course  upon  the  queation  be- 
fore the  House;  and  I  say,  that  due  notice 
having  been  given  that  one  of  the  most 
eminent  Members  of  this  House  was  about 
to  bring  forward  the  affairs  of  Canada, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  having  fixed  a  day 
for  the  discussion  at  a  considerable  intenral 
from  the  announcement  of  the  intention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  it  is  perfectly  idle 
to  pretend  that  the  House  has  been  taken 
by  surprise.  It  could  only  be  preyed  that 
they  were  taken  by  surprise  by  supposing 
that  we  were  the  most  incapable  of  w 
men — that  we  were  utterly  uninterested  in 
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pdblio  affun-^HUid  that  we  were  ooming 
down  here  at  this  great  imperial  and  not 
local  crisis  to  hear  a  powerful  exposure 
of  joar  maladministration,  and  a  most 
vniatisfiMtory  refutation  of  these  charges 
bjT  the  First  Minister,  and  that  then,  for- 
soollit  wo  were  to  go  to  dinner  and  do  no* 
thing.  Sir,  I  donht  not  that  hon*  Mem* 
bors  near  me  will  persist  in  the  course  they 
have  taken,  and  that  they  will  unanimously 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  You  may  giro  up  your  colonial 
•mpire,  as  you  are  advised  to  do  hy  some 
Members  of  this  House.  You  may,  if 
yon  chooee,  destroy  the  surest  sources  of 
your  wealth  and  the  most  certain  support 
of  yonr  power.  Do  it,  if  you  will.  I  will 
not  enter  into  that  question  now.  Sa- 
orifice,  if  you  wilU  the  wealth  of  the  nation 
and  the  power  of  the  Government  to  the 
economic  phantasies  of  the  hour.  Do  so, 
b«t  at  least  do  this-^if  the  empire  of  Eng- 
land is  to  fall,  and  to  fall  by  our  votes,  at 
least  do  not  sacrifice  the  national  honour 
or  the  Royal  word. 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  (who  rose 
Amidst  impatient  cries  for  a  division)  said, 
that  he  hoped  the  House  would  grant  him 
m  very  few  moments.  He  had  no  intention 
of  gomg  into  the  merits  of  the  question; 
bnt  he  wished  to  state,  first,  why,  and  how 
fisr,  the  debate  of  the  evening  had  confirm- 
ed him  in  the  opinion  that  they  were  justi- 
fied in  not  having  allowed  a  division  to  take 
plaee  on  the  preceding  evening;  and,  se- 
oondly,  the  grounds  upon  which  he  was 
prepared  to  defend  the  vote  he  was  about 
to  give.  He  thought  the  debate  of  that 
night  alone  proved  how  necessary  it  was 
that  they  should  not  have  come  to  a  deci- 
sion OB  the  preceding  one.  He  agreed  in 
the  assertion,  that  upon  a  question  affect- 
ing imperial  interests,  upon  which  great 
excitement  had  been  produced  amongst  a 
letge  and  most  respectable  portion  of  the 
eommnnity  of  the  colony,  they  were  bound 
te  listen  to  the  expression  of  those  colo-' 
niati'  opinions.  *And  he  thought  it  would 
have  beoi  indecent  to  have  come  to  a  deci- 
sion at  once  upon  a  Motion  of  which  no  no- 
tiee  had  been  given,  in  the  absence  of  many 
Gentlemen  well  calculated,  by  their  expe- 
rience and  knowledge,  to  take  part  in  the 
^bate,  and  who  could  not  have  taken  part 
in  it»  or  recorded  their  opinions  with  their 
TOtes,  had  the  division  been  pressed  upon 
the  first  night  of  the  discussion.  They  had 
seen  that  night  how  necessary  it  was  to 
pvolraet  the  debate.  They  had  seen  that 
they  ersn  still  came  to  the  consideration  of 


the  subject  without  sufficient  grounds  for 
being  confident  of  the  accuracy  of  the  divi* 
sion.     The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
city  of  London  had  repeated  the  words 
used  by  a  Minister  high  in  office  in  Canada, 
in  which  he   expressed  his  opinion,   and 
pledged  his  honour,  that  the  measure  was 
not  intended  to  compensate  rebels.     Ther 
had  all  read  the  answer  of  the  Earl  of  El- 
gin, that  the  measure  was  not  intended  to 
compensate  rebels;  and  if  those  opinions 
were  conclusive  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  measure  would  be  ultimately  carried 
into  effect,  he  agreed  that  it  would  not  be 
an  imperial  question,  but  a  local  one.     It 
would  remove  the  question  from  the  Impe* 
rial  Parliament,  because  it  would  remove 
the  imperial  question  whether  rebels  were 
to  be  compensated  for  their  rebellion.  But» 
when  they  came  to  look  into  the  Act  it. 
self,  they  found  words  that  so  little  bore 
the  interpretation  put  upon  the  measure  by 
the  Governor  General,  that  it  was  difficult 
to  reconcile  them  with  the  declared  inten- 
tions of  it.     It  could  not  be  doubted  but 
that  it  was  impossible  for  the  commission* 
ers  to  narrow  the  scope  and  intent  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament;  and  what  then  became 
of  the  assurance  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  by 
the  instructions  to  them  he  could  rectify 
any  doubt  or  misgivings  the  House  might 
entertain  on  the  subject  ?    The  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  with  respect  to  the  terms  of 
one  proviso  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Stamford,  that  a  loyal  man 
whose  lands  and  houses  were  taken  posseS" 
sion  of  by  the  rebels,  and  whose  houses 
were  destroyed  in  the  dislodgment  of  the 
rebels  by  Her  Majesty's  troops,  could  not 
claim  compensation,  because  his  property 
could  not  have  been  ''  unjustly,  unneces- 
sarily, or  wantonly"  destroyed.     And  the 
Attorney  General,  with    great    candour, 
having  destroyed  all  hope  that  might  have 
been  left  of  the  evil  being  prevented  by 
the  instructions  of  the  noble  Lord,  proceed- 
ed in  a  lucid  and  able  manner  to  state  his 
views  of  the  probable  working  of  the  Act. 
But  he  (Mr.   S.  Herbert)  must  say,  al- 
though he  did  so  with  all  humility,  that 
he  could   not   but  regard  the  hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman's  view  an  impossible 
construction  of  an    Act  of    Parliament. 
And  although  they  had  all  the  solemn  as- 
surances they  had  heard  from  the  Govern- 
ment, stiU,  if  the  letter  of  an  Act  to  a 
man's  ordinary  sense  appeared  at  direct 
variance  with  them,   then  he  said  it  was 
most  important  that  they  should  have  a 
pledge  from  the  Government  that  no  pre- 
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cipitate  assent  would  be  given  to  the 
measure.  Until  such  eiplauation  should 
be  received,  and  such  instructions,  if 
they  could  be  drawn,  should  be  drawn, 
or  until  some  learned  Gentleman  in  Ca- 
nada, on  whom  properly  devolved  the 
duty  of  interpreting  the  law,  should  have 
given  an  opinion  that  appeared  to  men 
in  its  ordinary  sense  to  have  some  bet- 
ter foundation  than  that  of  the  chief  law 
adviser  of  the  Crown  at  home,  then  he 
should  say  that  a  case  had  been  made  out 
for  delay,  and  that  looking  as  he  did  on  the 
Motion — which  he  confessed  he  did  not 
consider  well  worded  or  well  drawn  up  for 
its  purpose — but  looking  on  it  as  not  pledg- 
ing the  Government  by  any  means  to  dis- 
allow the  Act,  but  as  asking  for  delay  till 
further  explanations  were  received  from  a 
country  where  Acts  were  loosely  worded, 
and  still  more  loosely  acted  on — he  would 
support  the  Motion  as  coming  nearer  his 
views  than  any  other  course  did,  although 
he  could  not  say  he  liked  its  present  shape. 
He  must  be  allowed,  too,  to  say,  that  until 
the  instructions  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  were  laid  before  Parliament,  and  not 
only  so,  but  had  received  its  deliberate  con- 
sideration, he  thought  it  would  have  been 
a  wiser  and  more  politic  course  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  entirely  postponed  form- 
ing their  opinion  on  the  question;  and, 
feeling  that  if  he  voted  against  the  Motion, 
his  vote  might  be  construed  into  supporting 
the  Bill,  although  with  some  difficulty  and 
reluctance  in  arriving  at  such  a  conclusion, 
he  had  yet  made  up  his  mind  to  vote  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Sir,  as  I  have 
not  addressed  the  House  since  the  Amend- 
ment was  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stamford,  and  only  an- 
swered a  question  last  night  with  respect 
to  the  adjournment,  I  must  ask  the  House 
to  permit  me,  not  certainly  to  enter  into  a 
lengthened  argument  on  this  question — 
that  has  been  sufficiently  discussed;  but  to 
call  attention  to  two  or  three  points  which, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  ought  to  be  borne  in 
mind  before  we  come  to  a  decision  on  this 
question.  Sir,  before  I  state  anything  with 
respect  to  the  main  question  on' which  we 
are  to  divide,  I  think  it  right  to  take  some 
notice  of  allegations  that  have  been  made, 
chiefly  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
but  which  have  been  followed  by  others, 
affecting  the  character  of  persons  holding 
office  in  Canada.  I  do  not  think  it  right 
that  assertions  should  be  made  affecting 
the  character  of  persons  holding  those  offi- 


cial situations,  without  proof  and  ground 
being  given  for  the  charges.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  I  understood  him*  stated 
that  M.  Lafontaine  and  Mr.  Baldwin  were 
persons  notoriously  guilty  of  treason — that 
they  were  avowed  and  confessed  rebels. 
Now,  I  believe  that  the  fact  with  regard  to 
the  first  of  these  gentlemen,  M.  Lafon- 
taine, is,  that  at  the  time  of  the  insurrection 
in  Canada,  he  was  in  this  country — ^that  a 
warrant  was  issued  out  against  him — that 
he  returned  to  Canada,  and  the  warrant 
was  never  acted  upon — ^that  no  proof  was 
ever  attempted  to  be  given  of  his  partici- 
pation in  any  treasonable  or  insurrectionaiy 
proceedings.  With  respect  to  Mr.  Bald- 
win, I  never  heard  that  there  was  any 
charge. 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  :  Was  not  a  re- 
ward of  5002.  offered  for  the  apprehension 
of  M.  LafontMue  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  I  never  heaid  of 
it;  but  let  me  observe  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  (as  I  understood)  to  the 
House,  or  wished  to  convey  to  it  the  im- 
pression, that  lately  for  the  first  time  M. 
Lafontaine  and  Mr.  Baldwin  were  honoored 
with  the  confidence  of  the  Queen's  Reprs- 
sentative  in  Canada,  and  that  thej  now 
held  office  for  the  first  time.  I  tlunk  it 
necessary,  therefore,  to  state,  that  in  the 
month  of  November,  1842,  it  appears  bj 
the  London  Gazette  that  M.  Lafontaine 
was  appointed  by  the  Queen  as  Attomej 
General,  and  Mr.  Baldwin  at  the  same 
time,  I  think,  as  Solicitor  General,  bj 
Lord  Stanley,  who  was  then  Secretary  it 
State  for  the  Colonies.  I  say,  then,  what- 
ever have  been  the  accusations  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
bring  forward  for  the  purposes  of  the  pre- 
sent debate,  that  my  Lord  Stanley  must 
no  doubt  have  been  satisfied  of  the  incor- 
rectness and  falsehood  of  those  impres- 
sions, and  that  the  gentlemen  whom  he 
recommended  to  hold  the  highest  oflkes  in 
Canada  were  loyal  men  to  whom  these 
offices  could  safely  be  entmsted.  Now, 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  main  question  on 
which  the  House  has  to  decide,  and  on 
which  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  has  not  sufficiently  reflect- 
ed, the  question  is — and  I  wish  to  state  it 
clearly  and  with  perfect  fumess — the 
question  is  this,  that  there  having  been 
passed  Bills  and  Acts  for  indemnifying 
persons  who  had  suffered  rebelUon  losses 
in  Upper  Canada,  there  has  now  been 
passed  an  Act  for  indemnifying  persons 
in  Lower  Canada;    and  the  question  is. 
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whether  the  representatives  of  the  Crown 
having  consented  to  these  former  Acts,  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  never  having  ad- 
vised their  disallowance,  there  is  such  a 
difference  hetween  these  previous  Acts  and 
the  present  as  to  make  it  right,  and  not 
only  right  hut  necessary,  on  the  part  of 
the  advisers  of  the  Crown,  and  on  the  part 
of  this  House,  they  having  allowed  the  con- 
firmation of  these  former  Acts,  to  stamp 
tibe  Act  with  disallowance  ?  Now,  Sir,  on 
that  point  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memher  for  Tamworth  founded  his  argu- 
ment, and  showed,  as  I  thought,  that  with 
respect  to  these  Acts  there  is  not  any  es- 
aenUal  difference;  hut  with  regard  to  re- 
strictions, that  there  are  more  restrictions 
and  conditions  in  the  present  than  there 
were  in  the  former  Acts.  I  listened  to 
the  hon.  Memher  for  Buckinghamshire  to 
see  what  answer  he  would  attempt  to  offer 
to  that  argument,  and  to  see  in  what  point 
he  would  prove  this  Act  differed  so  much 
from  the  former  Acts,  that  the  honour  of 
the  Crown  was  involved  in  disallowing  this 
Act,  while  these  other  Acts  were  not  to 
be  blamed,  but  were  passed  rightly  and 
with  a  due  consideration  to  the  honour  of 
the  Crown.  But,  in  fact,  I  found  that  be 
entered  into  no  argument  whatever.  But 
he  gave  us  an  illustration  with  respect  to 
the  heirs  and  descendants  of  Emmett  and 
Meagher,  and  others  guilty  of  high  treason 
in  Ireland;  just  as  if  this  Act  was  intended 
to  give  persons  in  Canada  indemnity  for 
anch  acts  of  rebellion.  It  may  be  made 
an  argument,  that  it  is  possible  that  per- 
sons guilty  of  rebellion  may  receive  com- 
pensation under  this  Act.  That  is  the  ut- 
most length  to  which  the  argument  can  go; 
but  to  say  that  the  Act  is  expressly  in- 
tended for  the  purpose  of  rewarding  per- 
sons guilty  of  rebellion,  is  to  confound  two 
things  totally  and  essentially  wide  as  the 
poles  asunder.  Now  I  readily  admit  that 
It  might  be  very  possible  that  there  should 
be  an  Act  passed  in  Canada  to  which  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  advisers  of  the 
Crown  to  refuse  their  sanction  and  proceed 
to  disallow  it.  If,  for  instance,  this  Act 
had  been  an  Act  by  which  compensation 
should  be  given  to  those  who  were  sent  out 
to  Bermuda  for  their  loss  in  being  sent  out 
there,  I  think  that  that  would  have  been  an 
Act  to  which  the  Crown  could  not  consent. 
Therefore  I  don't  regard  the  principle  of  re- 
sponsible government  as  implying  that 
every  Act  passed  in  the  colony  ought  to 
be  consented  to  by  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment.    But  when  no  possible  allegation 


can  be  made,  but  there  is  merely  the 
vague  assertion  that  the  former  Act  was 
for  the  loyal,  and  that  this  is  for  the  re- 
bellious, I  am  not  justified  \n  giving  any 
advice  to  the  Crowa  founded  on  such 
vague  suspicions,  for  which  no  proof  what- 
ever can  be  given.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cardiff,  who  began 
the  debate  this  evening,  endeavoured  to 
controvert  the  assertion  mode  in  Canada, 
that  certain  persons  guilty  of  rebellion  re- 
ceived compensation  under  the  former 
Act ;  but  I  believe  it  is  quite  certain  that 
two  or  three  persons  at  least,  who  were 
first  outlawed,  but  were  afterwards  par- 
doned, did  receive  compensation  under  that 
Act.  It  might  be  said  that  the  compen- 
sation was  only  given  for  furnishing  sup- 
plies to  the  Queen's  troops  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  answer,  if  compensation  was 
given,  could  prevent  its  being  truly  consi- 
dered that,  even  although  it  was  given  on 
these  grounds,  there  was  an  evasion  of  the 
spirit  and  intention  of  the  Act.  Well,  if 
those  who  had  taken  this  ground  had  ut- 
terly failed  to  make  out  that  there  was 
any  real  difference  between  this  Act  and 
the  former  Acts,  excepting  that  this  one 
is  more  restrictive  than  the  others  ;  and  if 
no  compensation  can  be  given  under  this 
Act,  excepting  for  losses  inflicted  unjustly, 
unnecessarily,  and  wantonly  ;  if  destruc- 
tion of  buildings,  from  which  the  rebels 
fired  at  the  Queen's  troops,  and  cases  of 
that  kind  do  not  come  under  the  Act — if 
such  be  the  case,  and  if,  therefore,  this 
House  has  no  good  reasons  to  suppose 
that  rebels  would  receive  compensation 
under  this  Act — I  ask,  what  is  it  that  it  is 
now  proposed  to  do  by  this  Motion  ?  Is 
it  that  it  is  proposed  to  you  to  defer  your 
decision,  and  wait  some  time  longer  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.  What  really  is  pro- 
posed to  you  is,  that  the  Royal  assent 
should  not  be  given  to  this  Act.  I  have 
no  doubt  but  that  the  Motion  means,  look- 
ing at  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  Canada,  that  this  Act  should  be 
hindered  from  coming  into  operation,  and 
that  therefore  it  should  be  disallowed  by 
the  Crown.  Now,  what  is  the  Amend- 
ment ?  It  is  to  amend  the  Canada  Act  in 
such  a  way,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  has  observed,  as 
to  make  it  agree  with  the  Act  as  it  would 
have  been  framed  had  the  minority  of  the 
Canadian  legislature  carried  their  propo- 
sition. Now,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last,  and  who  is  going  to 
vote  for  this  Amendment,  how  does  he 
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imagine  it  possible  for  that  intention  to  be 
earned  into  effect?  You  say  that  if  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  differ 
with  the  majority  of  the  legislative  as- 
sembly  of  Canada,  and  agree  with  the 
minority,  that  you  will  give  such  advice  to 
the  Crown,  that  the  Crown  shall  be  obliged 
to  disallow  the  present  Act,  and  disallow 
any  Act  which  does  not  conform  with  the 
intentions  of  the  minority.  Now,  how 
does  any  one  suppose  that  the  Canadian 
Government— that  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  or 
any  of  his  present  advisers,  could  bring  in 
a  Bill  into  the  Canadian  Assembly  to  carry 
out  this  principle  of  the  minority  ?  Would 
it  not  be  considered  by  the  majority  of  the 
Canadian  Assembly  that  flimsy  reasons 
had  been  given  to  reverse  the  decision  to 
which  they  had  oottie  — to  say  that  the 
forty-four  who  voted  for  the  Bill  as  it 
stands,  and  who  voted  against  the  Amend- 
ments, should  have  their  opinions  over- 
turned, and  that  the  view  of  the  twenty* 
eight  members  of  the  minority  should  be 
carried?  They  would  consider  it,  vrith 
such  reasons  against  them  as  have  been 
given  in  this  House  of  Commens,  an  eva- 
sion of  their  legislative  powers  to  admit 
your  proposal.  What  is  it  that  you  really 
say  ?  Why,  you  arc  going  to  propose,  in 
fact — there  having  been  compensation  and 
indemnity  voted  by  the  legislature  of  Ca- 
nada for  the  sufferers  in  Upper  Canada—^ 
that  there  shall  be  no  compensation  or 
indemnity  voted  for  the  sufferers  in  Lower 
Canada.  ["No.  no  I "]  I  say  that  is  the 
question.  Well,  then,  you  say  you  will 
agree  to  compensation  and  indemnity 
being  voted  for  the  sufferers  in  Lower 
Canada  only  on  such  and  such  conditions; 
but  you  are  not  going  to  introduce  a  Bill 
into  this  House  to  make  the  people  of 
Canada  pay  on  your  own  conditions — you 
are  not  going  to  do  that,  as  the  only  way 
of  carrying  such  measures  would  be  by 
proposing  it  in  the  Canadian  Assembly. 
Now,  I  cannot  conceive  that  any  man  of 
the  slightest  spirit  and  honour,  belonging 
to  the  majority  of  that  assembly,  could  in- 
troduce such  a  Bill.  Well,  then,  if  there 
is  no  Bill  of  that  kind,  this  Bill  is  not  to 
bo  allowed  to  come  into  operation.  You 
then  say,  as  I  have  already  stated,  that 
there  shall  be  no  compensation  or  in- 
demnity voted  for  the  sufferers  of  Lower 
Canada  for  rebellion  losses.  And  what, 
give  me  leave  to  ask,  will  be  the  effect  of 
that  ?  Why,  as  M.  Girouard  observed  in 
the  Canadian  Assembly — 
"  It  is  but  &ir,  if  compensation  and  indemnity 


are  dite  to  the  rebels  oi  Upper  Canada,  that  oon- 
pensation  and  indemnity  shonld  be  voted  for  tlit 
French  Canadians  in  Lower  Canada ;  and  I  aak 
you,  therefore,  what  will  be  the  feelings  amoot 
all  the  French  Canadians  of  Canada,  if  there  shsfl 
be  compensation  for  the  one,  and  none  for  tin 
other?  Will  it  not  be  said  that  eompensstion 
has  been  awarded  to  the  inhabitants  of  Upper 
Canada,  because  they  are  of  English  deseent, 
and  that  no  eompehsation  or  indemnity  will  be 
awarded  to  the  French  Canadians  of  Lovtr 
Canada,  because  they  are  of  French  descent  f  ** 

Now,  I  ask  this  House  whether  thai  will 
not  be  the  interpretation  that  will  be  pot 
on  this  question?  Let  me  again  nrgs 
upon  the  House,  that  we  are  not  now  eon- 
sidering,  as  some  Gentlemeii  aeeoi  to 
think  we  are,  a  Bill  in  Committee  in  this 
House,  with  respect  to  which  we  can  detl 
as  we  please,  and  where  roa  may  find 
some  definition  which  Mtiinea  ycmr  oim 
mind»  by  which  rebeb  may  he  ezdaded, 
and  none  but  loyal  men  have  compensa- 
tion. However  desurous  you  may  think  ihs 
definition,  however  just  yott  may  think  it, 
you  cannot  force  that  definition  upon  the 
Canadian  Assembly;  you  cannot  persnade 
them  that  it  is  a  just  or  a  wiao  definitioai 
or  that  it  is  a  definition  upon  which  they 
can  act.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
who  spoke  last  says  that  he  entertaiM  tiit 
highest  respect  for  the  unsnllied  honour  of 
the  Earl  of  Elgin — ^that  he  would  be  sony 
to  do  anything  to  throw  a  doubt  oa  thU 
unsullied  honour.  Now,  the  Barl  of  Blgia 
says,  openly,  plainly,  and  publicly,  that  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  this  Act  to 
pensate  rebels ;  and  that  if  it  had 
the  intention,  he,  as  the  head  of  the  Oik 
vemment  in  Canada,  never  would  have 
consented  to  it.  I  think  if  thb  Amend* 
ment  were  earned,  it  would  be  taatamowit 
to  a  declaration  that  you  have  no  belief  m 
that  solemn  declaration  of  the  Eail  of 
Elgin — Uiat  you  put  no  foiih  in  these 
words — that  you  believe  what  he  aaid  was 
false — that  he  had  no  intention  of  acting 
upon  these  words  ;  and  snch  must  be  the 
direct  opinion  of  every  impartial  penen 
who  considers  this  question ;  but,  at  all 
events,  for  my  part,  I  say,  believing,  at  I 
do,  in  the  unsullied  honour  of  the  Bail  rf 
Elgin— believing  that  the  Legialative  Aa- 
sembly  and  the  Council  of  Canada,  to* 
gether  with  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  form  aa 
efficient  legislature  for  Canada — ^beliering 
that,  in  the  present  instance,  ther  have 
considered  the  interests  of  Canada  m  toeh 
a  manner  as  not  to  tarnish  or  impair  the 
honour  of  the  majesty  of  thia  countij— I 
think  the  best  way  in  which  I  ean  aupport 
the  character  of  the  colony—^  whidi  I 
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can  support  ike  re^onsibility  6f  the  Eze- 
cutire  CroTemmeDt — in  which  I  can  sup- 
port tiie  due  legislative  independence  of 
the  Assembly  of  Canada,  is  to  give  my 
vote  against  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Geudeman,  believing,  as  I  do»  that  it 
is  one  that  would  seriously  impair  the 
connexion  between  this  country  and  that 
noble  province,  and  one  that  would  seri- 
ously endanger  out  future  relations  with 
every  colony  in  which  there  is  a  respon- 
sible goremment  established. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

The  Souse  divided :— Ayes  291  \  Noes 
150:  MigorityUL 

LUi  of  the  Ates. 

.  Adair,  R.  A.  B« 
Aloook,  T. 
AnsoDt  lion.  Ool. 
Annstfoti^  Sir  A. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Balnea,  Bl  T. 
Baring,  rt.  htm.  Sir  F.T. 
Baring,  hbn.  f. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bass,  M.T. 
Bellew,  R.  K. 
Berkeley,  hon«  Capt« 
Berkeley,  hOn.  fi.  F. 
BeriMkjr*  0.  L.  O. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blaokall,  S.  W« 
Blake,  M.i. 
Blewitl,R.Ji 
Bouverie,  hmik  E.  P. 
Bowles,  7i:im, 
Boyle,  lioB.  (kL 
firaakkyt  ViioU 
Braaeton,  !t«  W. 
Bn^l,J« 
Broeklekirsit  « • 
BrollMflo^  J« 
Browo,  Tf; 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bruce,  G.  L.  G. 
Bnnbury,  £.  H. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Bnsleild,  W. 
BazUHi,Sir£.  N. 

Oampbeil,hon.W.  F. 
Cardwell,  £. 
CaMw,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Caolfi^,  J.  M« 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cavendish,  W.  6. 
Gajrley,  E.  S. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chiiders,  J.  W. 
Clay,  J. 
CSay,SirW» 


Clements,  hofi.  C.  S. 
CliflFord,  H.  M. 
CUve,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cookbum,  A.  J.  £. 
Coke,  hoti«  fi.  K. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.  K. 
Collins,  W. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Dalrympie,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  £. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denisob,  J.  £. 
Devereuz,  J.  T. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Dmmlanrig)  Visct» 
Drummond,  H. 
Dmmmond,  H.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Dtiff,  G.  S. 
Duff.  J. 

Duncan,  Viset. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Dunne,  F.  P* 
Ebritigton,  VisCt. 
EUis,  J. 
Enfield,  Viact. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Evabs,  Sir  D.  L. 
Evans,  W. 
Pagan,  W, 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A* 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
FitzPatriok,  rt.  hn.J.  W. 
Folev,  J.  H.  H. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C* 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Olyn,  G.  C. 
Goolbttm,  rt»  hon.  Hi 


Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Graham,  rt.  hCn.  Sir  J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0» 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hallyburton,  Ld.  J.F.G. 
Harcourt,  G.  Q* 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A^ 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B.- 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W,  G. 
Headlam,  T.  £. 
Heald,  J. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heneage,  £. 
Henley,  J.  W* 
Henry,  A. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhonse,  rt.  hon.8ir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W, 
HoUond,  R. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  Lord  £. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  6. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  dr.  0« 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Keppel,  hon.  G«  T. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
liabouchero,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  hon.  C. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W«  S. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  SirT*  F. 
Lewis,  G.  0. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Loch,  J. 
Locke,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lushington,  C. 
M'CulUgh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 
Maitland,  T. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Matheson,  A, 
Mathesoui  J, 


Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hod.  F« 
Melgund,  Visot. 
MUner>  W.  M.  S. 
MUnes,  R.  M. 
Milton,  Visot. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sit  W. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  Ei  M*  L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J< 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  l(« 
0*Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Ogle,  S.  O.H. 
Ord,  W. 
Oswald,  A. 
Paget,  Lord  A» 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  Gr. 
PahnerstoH,  l^sei. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 
Per  act,  R. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J* 
Pinney.W. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pusey,  P. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rcid,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Roniilly,  Su*  J. 
Russell,  Lord  JT. 
Russell,  F.  0.  H. 
Rutherfiird,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
Scrope,  G4  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  J^t 
Seymour,  Lord 
SbaRo,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.Sir  W. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
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Spearman,  H.  J. 
SUnsfteld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  6. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
TeniBon,  E.  K. 
Tbioknesse,  R.  A. 
Tbompson,  Col. 
Tbompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemaohe,  hon. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townsbend,  Capt. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Tynte,Col.  C.  J.  K 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 


F.J. 


Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walter,  J. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Willyams,  11. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  bon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrigbtson,  W.  B. 
Wyld.  J. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J, 

TXLLEB8. 

Tufoell,  H. 
mil,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Archdall.  Capt.  M. 
Ark  Wright,  G. 


Baggot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baldock,  E.  H. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  T. 
Batoson,  T. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bontinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Bernard,  Visot. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blair,  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bremridgc,  R. 
Brisoo,  M. 
Broadley,  II. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Bromley,  R. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Buller.  SirJ.  T. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 
Clive.  H.  B. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.R.W.B. 
Cocks.  T.  S. 
CodrinjTton,  Sir  W. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Coles.  U.  B. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  U.  S. 
Hamer,  hon.  Col. 
Disraeli,  B. 
IXmI,  J.  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Dundas,  G. 
Du  Pro.  C.  G. 
East.  Sir  J.  B. 
Edwards.  11. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 


Farrer,  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Goring,  C. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grogan,  E. 
Guernsey,  Lord 
Gwyn,  H. 
Uaggitt,  F.  R. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Herbert,  II.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S, 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Ilildyard,  R.  C. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hope,  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Ilouldsworth,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G. 
Ker,  R. 

Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Knox,  Col. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lennox,  I-iord  H.  G. 
I^wisham,  Visct. 
Long.  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther.  H. 
Mabon,  Visct. 


H. 


Manners,  Lord  G.  S, 

Manners,  Lord  G. 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

March,  Earl  of 

Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 

Meux,  Sir  H. 

Miles,  P.  W.  S, 

Miles,  W. 

Mullings,  J.  R. 

Mundy,  W. 

Naas,  Lord 

Napier,  J. 

Neeld,J. 

NichoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 

O'Brien,  Sir  L. 

Packe,  C.  W. 

Pakington,  Sir  J. 

Palmer,  R. 

Palmer,  R. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Prime,  R. 

Ronton,  J.  C. 

Repton,  G.  W.  J. 

St.  George,  C. 

Scott,  hon.  F. 

Smith,  M.  T. 

Somerset,  Capt. 

Somerton,  Vuct.  Maokenxie,  W.  F. 

Spooner,  R.  Newdegate,  C.  N. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore Two  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 


Stafford,  A. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sturt,  H.  6. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thomhill,G. 
Tollemaohe,  J. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tyrell,SirJ.T. 
Vomer,  Sip  W. 
Veeey,  hon.  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  F.W.  C. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Willoughby,  SirH. 
Wodehouae,  E. 
Worcester,  Mara .  of 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  w. 
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MiNUTBS.]     Public  Btua— S>  Hi^waji  (Auml 
turns);  PnMngen;  Shop  Stealen  (bdud). 

3*  Lnaeiiold  Tenure  of  Lande  (Ireland). 

PsTiTioNB  PaBSBHTXo.  FTom  Biriio|it  CMmdk^  •■&  ( 
borne,  againit  the  Parliamentary  OtOm  BilL— ftaa  I 
that  Boards  of  Goardians  may  be  Empowand  to  | 
SuperannuattoB  Alknraneci  to  Poor  Law  Oflliaii 
Lord  FaTeisham,  ftom  Yoili,  and  other  Pbem,  te 
tectino  Arom  unrestrided  Foreign  rompetltfcmi    Ity 
Earis  Carlisle  and  Forteseue,  from  Watorfbid,  la 
of  the  Health  of  Towns  (Iteland)  BlU  i  ahota  te 
the  Registering  Births,  Ike.  (Iretand)  BilU-Fiaa 
terfield,  for  the  Suppression  of  SednetioB  and 
tioa.^From  New  Mills  and  Oloesop,  ftar  a  Redact 
the  Number  of  ToU  Gateb— From  DabllB,  ftar  the 
tion  of  Measures  fbr  the  ImproremcBt  of  the  PSUe 
Health. 

LEASEHOLD    TENURE    OF    LANDS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuminff  tbe  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  Uie  Third  Reacong  read. 
Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  now  read  the  Bill  in  its 
amended  shape  the  third  time.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  measure  had  been  defeetife 
in  its  original  shape,  hut  a  conaideraUe 
alteration  had  been  made  in  ita  proTiaioiiSi 
with  the  view  of  doing  justice  to  all  partieSt 
reversioners  and  lessees.  He  propooed  to 
omit  the  second  clause,  and  also  to  insert  a 
cUuse  in  substitution  of  Clause  6,  giTiii^ 
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compensation  not  only  for  leasehold,  but  to 
the  full  fee  reversions.  There  was  only 
one  point  which  he  wished  particularly  to 
notice — the  operation  of  the  Bill  upon  the 
Irish  Society.  The  claims  of  that  Society 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Stanley),  with  his  usual  force  and 
ingenuity,  and  no  doubt  they  deserved 
great  consideration.  But  under  this  Bill, 
in  its  original  form,  they  would  be  deprived 
of  a  power  which  they  highly  valued — that 
of  arbitrating  between  the  immediate  and 
the  sub-lessees.  It  was  doubtful  whether 
this  was  a  power  which,  as  lawyers  phrased 
it,  ran  with  the  land.  In  order,  however, 
te  remove  that  doubt,  he  had  framed  a 
clause  which  enacted  that  these  privileges 
should  run  with  the  land,  and  be  enjoyed 
in  sectda  seculorufn.  Under  this  clause 
the  Irish  Society  would  continue  to  possess 
the  power  which  it  had  so  long  enjoyed. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  hoped  that 
the  new  clauses  would  be  moved  separately. 

Lord  REDESDALE  thought  the  al- 
terations in  the  Bill  were  so  extensive 
that  it  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  In  order  that  this  might  be 
brought  before  the  House,  he  should  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day 
six  months. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  thought  that  the 
measure  might  be  advantageously  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  replied,  that  the 
measure  had  been  brought  in  last  Session 
— that  it  had  been  before  the  public  for  a 
twelvemonth — that  it  had  been  discussed 
again  and  again — that  it  had  been  most 
carefully  drawn — and  that  it  was  impa- 
tiently and  anxiously  expected.  He  there- 
fore declined  to  accede  to  the  proposition  of 
referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  could  not 
support  the  measure  in  its  present  shape. 
Clauses  in  the  highest  degree  objectionable 
had  been  added  to  the  measure — clauses, 
indeed,  which  entirely  altered  its  nature. 
He  thought  that  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  should  be  at  all  events  adjourned,  so 
that  time  might  be  given  for  the  full  con- 
sideration of  the  new  portions  of  the  mea- 
sure. Instead  of  being  a  Bill  to  be  put 
into  operation  at  the  option  of  the  parties 
interested — as  it  ought  to  be — it  would  be 
a  compulsory  measure. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  observed,  that  the 
Bill  would  not  be  compulsory  upon  tenants, 
hut  on  lessors. 

The  Marquess  of  DONEGAL  said,  that 
an  he  asked  for  was  proper  compensation 


for  his  property — that  justice  might  be 
done  to  him  by  the  Bill;  and  the  clause  as 
it  stood  would  not  meet  the  justice  of  his 
case.  He  wished  the  noble  Lord  to  insert 
in  the  clause  that  the  compensation  given 
should  be  the  marketable  value  of  the  pro- 
perty; but  it  would  be  still  better  if  the 
clause  were  allowed  to  stand  as  it  had  been 
originally. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  amply  indemnified  by  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  proposed,  that 
words  should  be  inserted  providing  that 
full  compensation  should  be  given,  esti- 
mated according  to  the  difference  of  the 
marketable  value  of  the  land.  But,  taking 
into  account  the  great  difficulty  attending 
a  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  question, 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  let  the 
Bill  stand  over  for  further  consideration. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  agreed  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  as 
to  the  introduction  of  the  words  proposed 
by  him,  they  being  merely  explananory  of 
his  (Lord  Campbell's)  own  intentions.  But 
he  decidedly  objected  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Lord  STANLEY  observed,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Campbell) 
had  certainly  shown  every  disposition  to 
meet  the  objections  that  had  been  made  to 
the  Bill,  but  he  had  not  been  by  any  means 
successful  in  his  efforts.  His  amendments 
had  not  removed  the  objections  of  the 
Irish  Society,  nor  those  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Donegal).  Had 
the  noble  Lord  agreed  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks  ago  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  all  the  difficulties  might  have 
been  got  over;  but  really  nothing  could  be 
more  objectionable  than  the  introduction  of 
a  habit  of  proposing  five  or  six  fresh 
amendments  to  a  Bill  upon  the  third  read- 
ing. Two  of  the  highest  legal  authorities 
in  the  House  had  expressed  their  opinions 
as  being,  that  the  Bill,  affecting,  as  it  did, 
the  greater  portion  of  the  landed  property 
of  Ireland,  required  further  consideration ; 
and  surely  after  that,  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  persevere  in  his  determination.  The 
great  objection  to  the  measure  was,  that  it 
was  compulsory  in  its  character,  instead  of 
being  merely  permissive.  Were  it  merely 
permissive,  there  would  be  less  difficulty 
in  passing  it  into  law,  and  he  thought  there 
was  still  time  enough  to  alter  its  compul- 
sory character.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
consent  to  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill,  he 
would  be   satisfied,  but  if  otherwise,  he 
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Bbould  feel  bimaelf  bound  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  bis  noble  Friend  near  him  (Lord 
Bedesdale). 

Lord  CAMPBELL  Bald,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was.  that  it  should  be  a 
oompulBCMy  enactmentt  and  that  principle 
was  affirmed  upon  the  second  reading. 
Bad  there  been  any  objection  to  its  bemg 
compulsory,  it  should  have  been  made  upon 
ibe  second  reading. 

The  Eabl  of  DEVON  observed,  that 
as  it  had  been  said  that  the  report  of  the 
commission  over  which  he  had  presided 
was  favourable  to  the  enactment  of  a  com- 

Julsory  measure,  he  could  only  say  that 
is  own  opinion  as  an  individual  was  against 
its  being  compulsory.  He  could  not  ima- 
gine how  any  great  call  could  be  made  for 
such  a  measure  in  Ireland^  for  it  could  not 
benefit  the  public  at  large.  The  class  of 
middlemen  only  could  feel  any  great  in- 
terest in  it.  They,  indeed,  might  be 
benefited  by  its  provisions,  but  no  one 
else  could.  The  landlords  would  be  injured, 
and  he  could  not  see  how  the  third  party, 
the  occupying  tenant,  could  be  benefit-ed 
by  the  Legislature  making  the  Act  com- 
pulsory. As  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil, 
it  could  have  no  effect  whatsoever  upon  it. 
The  MAaQUESS  of  LANSDOWNE  con- 
sidered that  the  compulsory  principle  of 
the  Bill  had  been  already  affirmed.  He 
would  therefore  oppose  any  alteration  in  it, 
and  he  would  oppose  the  Motion  for  refer- 
ring it  to  a  Select  Committee.  AH  the 
compulsion  that  was  unjust  in  it  had  been 
taken  away,  and  the  feeling  in  Ireland  for 
its  necessity  was  too  strong  to  admit  of 
any  doubt.  The  Irish  Oovemmcnt  had 
strongly  urged  upon  the  Government  here 
the  necessity  of  passing  it  at  once,  and 
making  it  compulsory.  In  fact,  its  being 
compulsory  was  most  important.  It  would 
benefit  the  country  largely,  even  although 
some  injustice  might  be  done  to  individuals. 
He  knew  that  the  case  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Donegal)  was  very 
peculiar,  he  having  certain  rights  under  a 
private  Act  of  Parliament.  But  even  bis 
case  had  been  met  by  the  amendments  of 
his  noble  Friend.  As  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  noblo  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Lyndhurst),  he  only  proposed  to  add  words 
which  would  make  the  intention  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Campbell) 
more  plain. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  wished  to  know  if 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  meant  to  persist 
in  his  Motion  against  the  ^hird  reading  ? 
Loud  EEDESDALE  said,  he  should 


persist,  and  would  go  to  a  divition  upon  the 
question  of  the  third  reading. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  thai  the  pro- 
ceedings upon  the  Bill  had  been  rather  ex- 
traordinary.    It  was  introduced  into  their 
Lordships    House,  and  read  a  first  and 
second  time  without  one  word  baviBg  beea 
uttered  in  opposition  to  it,  except  by  him- 
self.   He  was  the  only  penKm  who  hsd 
found  any  fault  with  it.     He  proposed  a 
few  amendments,  and  it  was  thoae  amend- 
ments and  not  the  Bill  Uiat  bad  been  op- 
posed. It  was  the  oppotttion  to  hia  amoM- 
ments  that  delayed  the  third  reading,  and 
it  was  not  until  this  second  oonsideFation  of 
the  third  reading  that  c^oution  waa  given 
to  the  Bill  itself.      The  suggeations  made 
for  its  improvement  had  been  attended  to 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  had 
tried  his  utmost  to  obviate  the  difficulties 
which  presented  themselvea  ;  and  now  he 
was  called  upon  to  alter  the  veij  principle 
of  the  measure.   Its  object  was  to  do  away 
with  a  most  objectionable  form  of  tenure; 
and  in  doing  so,  justice  should  be  meted 
to  those  whose  ri^^ts  were  abont  to  be  in- 
vaded.   His  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
willing  to  give  compensation  to  the  pre* 
prietors ;  but  the  question  waa»  how  wu 
compensation  to  be  awarded  ?    It  was  said 
that  unless  the  full  marketable  Talne  of  the 
land  were  given,  full  compensation  wonU 
not  be  granted.     That  objection  had  now 
been  met  by  the  Amendment  of  his  noUe 
and  learned  Friend.    By  thia  oompnlsoiy 
Act,  men  would  be  obliged  to  Bm  their 
estates — that  was  to  ^ay,  to  part  with  the 
fee-simple,  receiving,  as  the  Bill  stood,  foil 
compensation  for  it.     If  it  were  for  the 
public  benefit  that  those  leasehold  tomres 
should  be  destroyed,  the  Legialatnre  was 
justified  in  compelling  men  to  sell  their 
estates,  and  they  could  deal  with  the  ease 
as  they  had  done  so  often  with  Railway 
Bills.  But  he  should  not  be  satisfied  unless 
the  owners  were  left  in  as  good  a  conation 
as  they  were  in  before ;  they  should  be  al* 
lowed  full  compensation.     But  the  very 
condition  of  landlord  had  a  certain  value 
attached  to  it,  a  certain  weight,  considera- 
tion, and  influence,  for  which  compensation 
could  not  be  given.  Now,  the  worda  *'  foil 
compensation"  covered  all  value,  whilst 
the  words  "  full  marketable  value  "  covered 
only  the  saleable  price.     If  the  clause  pro- 
vided that  proper  and  fair  compensation 
should  be  given,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
^ity  to  throw  out  the  Bill ;  but  as  it  might 
tend  to  satisfy  all  parties  if  it  were  recom- 
mitted, he  should  urge  the  adoption  of  that 
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ooorio.  He  lisd  been  entnisted  that  eyen- 
ing  with  ft  petition,  which  it  would  be  hi» 
duty  preeendy  to  present,  from  Lord  Bel- 
fast, against  the  m\*  All  the  objeotiona 
arising  out  of  that  petition  and  others 
night  be  readUy  arranged  in  a  few  minutes 
in  Committee,  and  the  parties  interested 
eould  be  oonTinoed  that  every  precaution 
had  been  taken  to  meet  their  several 
eaaes.  It  was  said  thero  was  not  a  strong 
feeling  in  faTOur  of  the  Bill.  He  knew 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  its  favour; 
and  it  waa  that  Tery  ttfong  feeling  which 
fadneed  htm  the  more  closely  to  consider 
the  ease  of  the  lessors.  Various  parties 
firmn  Betfaat  and  the  neighbourhood  bad 
urged  him  io  suppw^  the  Bill,  and  that  in 
ita  original  form.  The  only  inference  he 
fl^uld  draw  from  that  was,  that  the  Bill 
would  eonfer  upon  them  a  general  benefit 
at  the  expense  of  the  present  owners.  But 
aa  he  firmly  believed  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  as  well  as  the  Govern- 
ment, were  unwilling  to  gratify  the  lessee 
at  the  expense  of  the  lessor,  he  thought 
they  ought,  in  justice  to  all  parties,  to 
allow  the  Bill  again  to  be  recommitted. 

Lord  CAMrBELL  expressed  his  wilU 
ingness  to  adopt  the  amendment  of  the 
noole  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Lyndburst) 
i^posite,  and  would,  therefore,  insert  the 
words  he  had  suggested  in  the  clause.  He 
would  propose,  therefore,  after  the  words 
"  fiill  compensation  for  such  loss,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  to  be  estimated  according 
to  the  difference  in  marketable  value  of 
the  land."  He  had  put  that  construction 
upon  the  clause  from  the  beginning ;  but, 
to  remove  all  doubt,  he  fully  agreed,  in  the 
insertion  of  these  words. 

Lord  REDESDALE  still  saw  no  rea- 
son for  withdrawing  the  Motion  he  had 
SMide,  Ther  had  refused  to  enforce  the 
principle  of  compulson  with  regard  to 
copyhold  tenures  in  England,  and  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  think  they  ought  to  adopt  it 
in  Ireland,  when  its  application  was  still 
so  much  in  doubt,  that  now,  at  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill,  five  or  six  new  clauses 
were  proposed. 

On  Question  that  the  word  "now" 
stand  part  of  the  Motion,  House  divided  : 
— Contents  38;  Non-Contents  3d:  Ma- 
jority 3. 

List  of  the  Non-Contents. 
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Bnocleoch 
Cleveland 

Drogbeda 

Nortbampton 

Ormonde 

Maa^oSMss. 
Hicilbrd 

Devon 

Bill  read  3*  accordingly. 
Amendments  moved  and  agreed  to.     A 
further  Amendment  moved  and  negatived. 
Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PASSENGERS'  BILL, 

EahIi  obey  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  on  which  he  need  trouhle  their 
Lordships  but  for  a  very  short  time.  It 
would,  perhaps,  be  in  their  Lordships' 
recollection  that  a  Passengers'  Bill  waa 
passed  which  was  limited  in  its  duration  to 
two  years.  The  object  of  this  was  to  give 
time  for  a  careful  revision  of  the  law,  so 
as  to  enable  them  to  produce  a  more  per* 
manent  measure.  Bince  that  time,  the 
Commissioners  of  Emigration  had  had  fre^ 
quent  communications  with  the  principal 
shipowners  that  were  in  the  habit  of  car- 
rying emigrants  to  North  America,  the  re* 
suit  of  which  was,  that  the  eiisting  Uw, 
with  a  few  alterations,  might  be  re-enacted. 
These  alterations,  he  believed,  would  be 
found  to  be  important  improvements.  One 
was  to  make  the  law  clearer  than  it  at 
present  stood  with  regard  to  the  propor- 
tion between  the  tonnage  of  the  ship  and 
the  number  of  passengers  she  was  allowed 
to  carry.  The  existing  law  allowed  two 
passengers  to  every  ton  in  a  ship's  mea» 
surement ;  but  this  was  in  practice  under- 
stood to  be  exclusive  of  the  cabin  passen- 
gers and  crew.  Now,  it  was  obvious  that 
the  matter  to  regulate  was  the  total  num- 
ber of  persons  on  board  a  vessel ;  and 
hence  it  was  now  proposed  to  include  the 
crew  and  cabin  passengers  in  the  number 
taken,  in  proportion  to  the  tonnage.  An- 
other alteration  was  directed  to  improve 
the  ventilation  on  board,  and  another  went 
to  improve  the  dietary.  At  present,  a 
pound  of  flour,  or  other  similar  substance, 
was  directed  to  be  taken  for  each  passen- 
ger per  day ;  but  it  was  clear  that  this 
quantity  was  insufficient,  the  object  being 
to  keep  it  merely  as  a  last  resource  in  case 
of  the  passengers'  own  provisions  failbg 
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them.  It  was  now  proposed  that  ships 
should  carry  one  pound  and  a  half  of  flour 
for  every  passenger,  with  a  small  allow- 
ance of  tea»  coffee,  and  molasses.  With 
these  explanations,  he  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Earl  WALDEGRAVE  did  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  recommended  that 
the  same  care  should  be  taken  of  the  crew 
that  was  taken  of  the  passengers. 

Earl  GREY  said,  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  applied  not  to  the  passengers  only, 
but  to  every  person  in  the  ship. 

Bill  read  2\  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House. 

ACCIDENTS  IN  COAL  MINES. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFB  rose  to  move 
that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  preventing  the 
recurrence  of  accidents  in  coal  mines.  He 
believed  there  would  be  no  opposition  to 
the  Motion,  and  therefore  would  be  brief 
in  the  few  remarks  he  had  to  offer  to  their 
Lordships.  The  last  inquiry  that  took 
place  on  this  subject  was  so  far  back  as 
1835,  when  the  House  of  Commons  ap- 
pointed a  commission,  consisting  of  men  of 
the  very  highest  standing  and  attainments, 
whose  recommendations  had  been  of  the 
most  valuable  description.  Considering 
the  increase  of  knowledge  since  that  pe- 
riod, and  the  lamentable  and  but  too  fre- 
quent recurrence  of  those  tremendous  ca- 
tastrophes which  had  happened  within  the 
last  few  years,  he  thought  every  one  would 
admit  great  public  advantage  must  follow 
from  a  new  inquiry.  He  did  not  suppose 
it  would  be  very  protracted,  or  he  should 
not  move  for  a  Committee  at  so  late  a  pe- 
riod of  the  Session;  but  hoped  they  would 
sit  long  enough  to  report  to  the  House  on 
some  efficient  remedy  for  those  deplorable 
accidents. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  he  did 
not  apprehend  that  opposition  would  be 
offered  from  any  quarter  to  the  Motion  that 
had  just  been  made  by  his  noble  Friend. 
Both  his  noble  Friend  and  himself,  from 
their  respective  experiences,  knew  how 
great  was  the  need  that  some  remedial 
measure  should  be  adopted,  with  the  view 
of  preventing  the  horrible  misfortunes 
which  took  place  in  mines.  The  subject, 
particularly  since  the  occurrence  of  the 
late  grievous  accidents,  had  not  escaped 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  and  they 
had  been  considering  the  best  means  of 
preventing  as  far  as  possible  a  recurrence 
of  that  class  of  calamities.  They  had  been 


in  communication  with  Sir  H.  De  la  Beehe, 
and  that  gentleman  was  sanguine  of  the 
success  of  the  scheme  which  was  in  con- 
templation by  Government.  He  (the  Ear! 
of  Carlisle)  hoped  that  one  of  the  results 
at  which  the  Committee  would  arrive  would 
be  to  approve  of  the  steps  which  had 
hitherto  been  adopted  by  Government;  and 
he  was  sure  the  Government  would  be 
happy  to  receive  any  additional  suggestiimi 
that  the  wisdom  of  the  ConuDitt«e  might 
think  it  necessary  to  make. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS,  after 
stating  that  he  was  glad  tins  subject  bad 
been  taken  up  by  a  noble  Lord  so  compe- 
tent to  conduct  the  inquiry  as  his  noUe 
Friend  (Lord  Whamcliffe),  begged  to  cor- 
rect an  error  which  had  appeared  in  some 
of  the  reports  of  what  he  had  said  in  pre- 
senting the  petition  from  Mr.  Gnmey  a 
few  evenings  ago.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  his  own  error  in  not  expressing 
himself  clearly,  or  the  error  of  the  re- 
porter; but  he  had  been  reported  as  saying 
what  certainly  he  had  not  intended  to  say, 
that  Mr.  Gumey  was  the  first  |»er8on  who 
applied  high  pressure  steam  to  railway  lo- 
comotives. Now,  what  he  had  intended  to 
state  was,  that  Mr.  Gumej  was  the  first 
who  applied  high  pressure  steam  to  the 
mode  of  producing  a  draft  in  chimnies,  to 
which  the  velocity  of  the  steam-engine  wu 
mainly  attributable. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  June  18,  1849. 


MiiruTRft.]     PuBuo  BiLLfb^l^  Juwnito 
Small  Lareeoies. 

V*  Transportation  for  Treason  (Irdand);  Soap  Dntf  Al- 
lowances; Mutiny  and  Desertion  (Indto) ;  Ralhra|i  Ataa- 
donmentt  Bankrupt  Law  ConsolidatkM  i  FdMt  GoHt 
(Westminster). 

iZ^portof.— Charitable  Trusts;  Sitsi  for  Schooki  1 
Health  (Scotland). 

30  County  Cess  (Ireland) ;  Loan  S 
Pbtitions  PRBSKifTBD.  By  Mr.  Ewwt,  ftom  i 
against,  and  by  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  from  1 
in  favour  of,  the  Marriages  BilL— By  Mr.  Roelmdc,  ftoB 
Sheffield,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  AtloiMfir  OHtH- 
cates.— By  Mr.  William  Erans,  from  the  Ouaidbna  of  tts 
Chapel-en-le>Frith  Union,  for  the  County  lUCai  aai  Ex> 
penditure  Bill.— By  Mr.  Bright,  from  Meiiiliwftii.  is  flb> 
vour  of,  and  by  Lord  John  Russdl,  from  WUHna  CbnAH 
Wryghte,  Accountant,  London,  for  aa  AHemHoD  of,  (ht 
Bankrupt  Laws  Consolidation  Bill.— By  Sir  R.  Peaiyftae 
London,  for  the  EsUblishmcnt  of  Hom«  Gokaiast  lad 
from  Sunday  School  Teachers  in  LoaeiBhlre,  Yoikshiie, 
and  Cheshire,  for  referring  Intematiooal  Dt^mtea  to  ikt 
Decision  of  Arbitrators. — By  Mr.  Serjeant  TalfowdL  inm 
several  Places,  for  Redress  of  Grievancea  aflkdiDf  Poiv 
Law  Medical  Offlcen.— By  Captain  Berkdey.  ftoa  tte 
Guardians  of  the  Gloucester  Union,  for  the  ffinniiiiifn 
of  Mendicancy.— By  Mr.  Roebuck,  from  ThooMiffMeB* 
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ncTt  of  WoottOBt  for  Inquiry  T«pccting  the  New  Forest. 
—By  CokBd  Rdd,  ftum  the  Windior  Union,  for  a  Super- 
awnuitkn  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Ofllcers. — By  Captain  Dal- 
rynptek  ftom  Inch,  and  other  Placet  in  the  County  of 
W%town,  afrimt  the  Removal  of  the  Post  Office  Packet 
StaCioB  from  PortpatrleL— By  the  Marquess  of  Oranby, 
ftom  SiHntadt  fbr  the  Punishment  of  the  Promoters  of 
PromiscaoaB  Interooune.— By  Lord  James  Stuart,  from 

Ayr.  iiiiBat  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  BUI By  Lord 

Dodhy  Stnart,  from  Inhabitants  of  Oxford-street,  for  the 
Bemofval  of  Smithfleld  Marlcet.— By  Mr.  Napier,  from 
W.  8.  O'Brien,  T.  F.  Meigher,  T.  B.  M'Manus,  and  P. 
O^Doaohoc^  i^fiinat  the  Transportation  for  Treason  (Ire- 
laad)B». 

DUBLIN,  Ac,  ROADS  ACT  CONTINUATION 
AND  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  ihe  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 
Time." 

Mb.  REYNOLDS,  after  objecting  to 
TarioiiB  alterations  which  had  been  made 
in  the  Bill,  requested  that  the  third  reading 
ahoald  be  postponed  for  a  week;  and  on 
his  being  refused,  moved  that  it  should  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  six  months. 
The  inhabitants  of  Dublin  and  Drogheda, 
and  all  along  the  line  of  the  road,  had 
petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and  it  would  be 
too  bad  for  English  Members  to  enforce 
this  bill  upon  them. 

Mb.  J.  O'GONNELL  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ^now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three 
months." 

LoBD  H.  VANE,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill,  said  that  he  feared  a 
delay  of  only  a  week  would  be  injurious. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  had  strenu- 
ously exerted  himself  against  the  Bill  in 
Committee;  but  the  Committee  had  unani- 
mously thought  it  a  measure  which  ought 
to  pass.  He  was  satisfied  that  justice  had 
been  done  the  citizens  of  Dublin. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  *  now ' 
atand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  65;  Noes 
8:  Majority  57. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Fagan,  W. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Grogan,  E. 
CFlaherty,  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 


Thompson,  Col. 
Williams,  J. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  3^,  and  passed. 

PALACE  COURT. 
Mb.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Palace  Court  stood  for  the 
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second  reading  to-day,  and  as  it  was  a 
matter  of  some  importance,  he  wished  to 
know  what  course  the  Government  intended 
to  take  with  respect  to  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
very  early  in  the  Session  he  had  stated,  in 
reply  to  a  question,  that  the  subject  of  the 
Palace  Court  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  and  that  a  Bill  with 
respect  to  it  would  be  introduced  as 
speedily  as  possible.  He  had  now  to  state 
that  early  next  week  he  hoped  to  be  in  a 
condition  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  for  the  recovery  of 
small  debts,  and  that  he  should  introduce 
a  clause  relative  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Palace  Court.  If  the  Bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time,  he  would  move  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
whether  the  ofScers  holding  appointments 
in  that  court  were  entitled  to  any,  and 
what,  compensation. 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  wished  to  know, 
after  the  statement  of  the  Attorney  General, 
whether  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  D.  Stuart) 
intended  to  press  the  second  reading  of 
his  Bill  relative  to  the  Palace  Court  ? 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  he  put  a  ques- 
tion some  time  ago  to  the  Government, 
which  was  answered  very  indirectly,  and 
he  then  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  in  a  Bill,  and  having  done  so,  he 
now  thought  it  his  duty  to  persevere  with 
it. 

THE  CHARTIST,  ERNEST  JONES. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  1.  Whether  it 
was  a  fact  that  Mr.  Ernest  Jones  had  ap- 
plied to  the  visiting  justices  for  liberty  to 
petition  the  House  of  Commons;  and,  2. 
Whether  he  had  applied  for  permission  to 
write  to  the  Judge  to  ascertain  whether  his 
treatment  in  prison  was  in  accordance  with 
the  sentence  passed  on  him  ? 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  that  on  making  in- 
quiries he  found  that  Ernest  Jones  had 
applied  to  him  several  times,  complaining 
of  the  treatment  to  which  he  had  been 
subjected  in  prison.  The  first  communica- 
tion he  had  received  was  in  February  last. 
In  consequence  of  this  complaint,  he  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  had  directed  an  inspection  to  bo 
made  of  the  prison,  the  result  of  which 
was,  that,  upon  examination,  it  was  found 
that  the  treatment  of  the  prisoner  was  ap- 
proved of,  so  far  as  the  officers  of  the 
prison  were  concerned.  After  that,  Ei-ncst 
Jones  had  complained  of  the  regulations 
0 


387        Frevuih  IwtertenHon  {COMMOltS} 


in  Borne. 


388 


of  the  prison;  but  the  prisoner  had  not 
been  placed  bj  the  Judge  among  the  first 
class  of  misdemeanants,  and  hence  the 
inconveniences  complained  of,  which,  how- 
ever, were  incidental  to  the  particular  class 
in  which  the  prisoner  was  included.  An 
objection  had  been  made  to  the  prisoner 
sending  a  letter  inclosing  a  petition  to 
Parliament,  on  the  ground  that  such  an 
application  was  limited  by  the  prison  regu- 
lations to  once  in  three  months. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR  wished  to  know  if 
a  prisoner,  after  having  sent  one  commu- 
nication within  the  specified  period,  should 
bo  subjected  to  unjustifiable  treatment,  he 
was  debarred  from  petitioning  Parliament, 
or  writing  to  the  Judge? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  a  person  under 
such  circumstances  had  always  power  to 
send  a  statement  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
at  any  time. 

Subject  dropped. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  RETURNS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  had  a  night 
or  two  ago  asked  him  the  cause  of  the 
delay  in  the  printing  of  certain  returns  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  On  inquiry,  he  found 
he  had  been  wrong  in  attributing  the  delay 
to  the  printers  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  appeared  that  these  returns  were  dif- 
ferent from  former  ones;  that  they  con- 
tained many  items  which  were  not  to  be 
found  in  former  ones,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  proceed  upon  a  new  system  of 
compilation.  The  consequence  was,  that 
the  officers  of  the  Customs  and  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  their  anxiety  to  pre- 
vent error  in  these  returns,  had  themselves 
caused  the  delay.  He  trusted  that  delay 
wo.uld  not  take  place  in  future. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  consider  him  guilty 
of  any  want  of  courtesy  in  making  the 
statement  he  did  the  other  night  to  the 
House,  seeing  that  ho  was  present  when 
lie  made  it.  He  was  at  all  times  most  un- 
willing to  press  too  hardly  upon  public 
officers  for  public  returns;  but  considering 
that  the  budget  was  originally  appointed 
for  the  15th  instant,  considering  also  that 
he  had  given  notice  of  a  Motion  with  re- 
spect to  the  general  state  of  the  nation,  he 
thought  that  it  would  not  bo  conceived 
that  he  acted  unreasonably  in  pressing  for 
this  return.  He  should  be  very  much 
obliged  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
Btatcwhen  the  new  system  pursued  with 


respect  to  the  preparation  of  public  docu- 
ments came  into  operation. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  proba- 
bly the  hon.  Gentleman  had  obsenred,  in 
the  last  monthly  returns,  Beyeral  additional 
articles  introduced  into  the  accounts.  In 
the  exports  of  British  produce  and  manu- 
factures, the  quantity  was  giveu  as  well  as 
the  declared  value. 

Subject  dropped. 

CHARTIST  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  HINDLEY  said,  he  had  received 
a  communication  from  Lancashire,  stating 
that  the  political  prisoners  lately  com- 
mitted were  required  to  wear  masks,  whicli, 
considering  their  offence,  he  thought  was 
most  uncalled  for  and  unnecessary.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  Uie  Home 
Secretary  would  make  a  commumcati<Hi 
to  the  visiting  magistrates  to  put  an  end  to 
such  a  proceeding. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  knew  nothing  of 
the  facts  of  the  case,  but  hie  supposed  the 
persons  referred  to  were  prisoners  who  had 
been  sentenced  to  transportation  for  life 
for  conspiring  against  the  constitutioii  and 
public  peace.  If  so,  they  were  treated  ac- 
cording to  the  regulations  of  the  gad  in 
which  they  were  confined. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  asked  if  there  would 
be  any  objection  to  lay  a  copy  of  the  r^p- 
lations  on  the  table,  in  order  that  thej 
might  see  whether  the  present  Grovem- 
ment  or  their  predecessors  had  giTen  thdr 
countenance  to  the  regulations  referred  to? 
Were  they  submitted  for  the  approval  fi 
the  Secretary  of  State  iot  the  Uome  De- 
partment ? 

Sir  G.  grey  replied,  that  all  the 
orders  were  submitted  for  the  approval  cf 
the  Secretary  of  State.  Masks  were  won 
when  prisoners  were  in  association,  to  pre- 
vent their  mutual  recognition.  No  recent 
regulations  had  been  framed  with  respect 
to  these  precautions. 

Subject  dropped. 

FRENCH  INTERVENTION  IN  ROME. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL,  in  replr  to  Mr. 
Hume,  said  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affiurs  had 
stated  a  few  nights  ago,  that  he  thought 
it  better  that  the  French  Goveramait 
should  be  allowed  to  explain  its  own  c<hi- 
duct  with  respect  to  recent  proceedings  in 
Rome.  His  noble  Friend  had  applied  to 
the  French  Government  to  know  whether 
they  would  object  to  the  communications 
they  had  made  to  the  Court  of  Tnnns 
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being  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons; 
and  an  answer  had  been  received  stating 
that  they  had  no  objection  to  such  com- 
munications being  produced.  It  would  be 
for  his  noble  Friend  to  consider  how  far 
it  would  be  expedient  to  produce  those 
CMmununications;  but  he  certainly  had  not 
thought  he  should  be  authorised  in  pro- 
ducing them  without  the  consent  of  the 
French  GoTemment. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

TRANSPORTATION  FOR  TREASON 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  NAPIER  rose  to  present  a  peti- 
tion from  Messrs.  Smith  O'Brien,  Mea- 
gher, M'Manus,  and  O'Donohoe,  praying 
to  be  heard  by  counsel,  agents  and  wit- 
nesaeft  minst  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  wae  proceeding  to  read 
the  contents  of  the  petition,  when 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  rose,  and  said,  I 
irish  to  submit  to  you.  Sir — the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  having  read  the  names 
<if  these  petitioners,  persons  who  have  been 
attainted  of  high  treason — whether  this 
House  can  receive  that  petition? 

Mb.  speaker  replied,  that  one  peti- 
tion had  already  been  presented,  but  he 
eould  not  at  the  moment  call  to  mind  whe- 
ther any  petition  of  this  kind  had  been 
refused  by  Parliament  or  not. 

Mb.  NAPIER  was  again  proceeding  to 
read  the  petition,  when 

Mb.  DISRAELI  recommended  that  the 
Attorney  General  should  be  consulted  on 
thepmnt. 

Mb.  E.  B.  ROCHE  rose  to  order.  He 
would  submit  to  the  Speaker  and  the 
House,  whether,  the  Speaker  having  de- 
cided the  matter,  his  decision  ought  not  to 
be  final  with  the  House,  more  particularly 
when  they  recollected  the  position  of  these 
unfortunate  gentlemen  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  he  could  not 
give  an  opinion  founded  on  his  recollection 
of  any  similar  case;  and  it  was  for  the 
House  to  decide  any  question  of  this  kind, 
whether  they  would  receive  the  petition  or 
not. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  had  not  thought  the 
•Speaker  had  settled  the  question,  or  he 
would  not  for  a  moment  have  risen.  He 
thought,  under  the  circumstances,  notice 
of  the  intention  to  present  the  petition 
ought  to  be  given. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
tiiat  hiB  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (the 
'MMUber  tent  the  University  of  Dublm)  hav- 


ing mentioned  to  him  a  short  time  ago 
that  he  was  about  to  present  the  petition, 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  state  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  the 
doubts  which  he  felt  on  the  subject,  be- 
cause it  was  quite  plain  that  a  convicted 
traitor  was  not  allowed  to  be  heard  in  a 
court  of  law;  and  he  thought  it  at  least 
worthy  of  consideration  whether  such  a 
person  could  be  heard  in  that  House  on 
petition.  It  was  true,  a  few  days  since  a 
petition  was  presented  from  Smith  O'Brien, 
but  he  understood  there  had  been  no  notice 
of  it,  and  nobody  was  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culty attached  to  the  point.  He  had  asked 
the  opinion  of  other  lawyers,  and  amongst 
others  that  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Abingdon;  and  although  it 
might  be  a  question  of  importance  to  the 
petitioners  to  be  heard,  they  were  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  be  laying  down  a  serious 
precedent  if  the  House  should  decide  that 
the  petition  was  to  be  received.  He  had 
done  the  best  he  could  to  search  in  the 
library  for  precedents,  but  could  not  dis- 
cover that  the  matter  had  ever  before 
arisen;  and  as  the  House  would  be  now 
laying  down  a  very  serious  precedent,  he 
thought  the  House  would  see  no  objection 
to  his  calling  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to 
the  subject. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  that,  as  it  had  been 
stated  that  the  petition  presented  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  a  few  nights 
ago  had  been  presented  without  any  pre- 
vious communication,  it  was  due  to  his 
hon.  Friend  to  state  that  he  did  inform 
him  (Sir  G.  Grey)  of  his  intention  to  pre- 
sent the  petition,  and  he  did  not  know  of 
the  objection  to  the  reception  of  the  peti- 
tion; and  if  there  was  any  blame  in  pre- 
senting the  petition  without  first  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  it,  that  blame 
ought  properly  to  fall  upon  him  as  well  as 
on  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  in  consequence 
of  the  great  precipitancy  with  which  this 
Bill  had  been  pressed  through  its  different 
stages  in  the  other  House,  he  had  only  that 
day  received  a  letter  stating  that  the  peti- 
tion would  be  presented.  Ho  observed  that 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  down  on 
the  Paper  for  that  day.  The  petition  had 
only  just  reached  his  hands  in  time,  but  he 
had  communicated  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  and  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary, 
what  course  he  should  take.  It  was  clear 
that  in  a  court  of  law,  if  a  verdict  were 
obtained,  the  parties  might  be  heard  on 
02 
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appeal ;  but  he  apprehended  that  it  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution 
that  these  petitioners  should  not  be  heard. 
They  prayed  to  be  heard  by  counsel  at  the 
bar.  If  the  House  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary that  he  should  give  notice,  perhaps  he 
might  be  allowed  to  mention  the  substance 
of  the  petition,  and  then  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  it  till  a  future  day. 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  thought  it  would 
be  better  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  postpone  the  presentation  of 
the  petition.  The  House  had  already  come 
to  a  resolution,  the  result  of  which  was 
that  William  Smith  O'Brien  was  stated  to 
have  been  attainted  of  high  treason,  and 
they  had  thereupon  proceeded  to  declare 
his  seat  vacant,  and  they  moved  a  new  writ 
for  the  place  which  William  Smith  O'Brien 
had  formerly  represented.  Under  these 
circumstances  the  House  was  perfectly 
aware  that  William  Smith  O'Brien  was  an 
attainted  traitor,  and  under  these  circum- 
stances he  thought  it  was  desirable  not  to 
receive  the  petition  from  him  until  they 
ascertained  whether  there  would  be  any- 
thing informal  in  admitting  him  as  a  peti- 
tioner to  the  House.  He  would  therefore 
suggest  that  it  would  be  better  to  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, and  by  to-morrow,  perhaps,  they 
might  come  to  a  decision. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  persist  in  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  reading  of 
the  petition,  because  if  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent against  receiving  a  petition  from 
any  supplicant,  however  humble  or  defence- 
less, he  did  not  think  this  the  time  of  day 
when  they  ought  to  establish  one.  He 
(Mr.  Anstey)  would  accept  the  analogy  of 
the  hon.  and  leaiiicd  Attorney  General 
between  the  superior  courts  of  law  and 
petitioning  the  Hight  Court  of  Parliament. 
It  was  well  known  that  although  Smith 
O'Brien  had  been  attainted  on  an  Attainder 
Act,  he  might  at  any  time  cotnc  into  a 
court  of  law  and  impeach  the  justice  of  the 
proceedings  taken  against  him.  That  was 
decided  as  long  ago  as  the  time  of  Queen 
Mary.  Or  if  he  were  removed,  in  defiance 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  to  Jersey,  and 
imprisoned  there,  he  would  be  entitled  to 
sue  out  a  habeas  corpus  to  be  brought 
before  the  courts  of  law  here.  Again,  a 
convicted  traitor  might  call  in  question  the 
proceedings  under  which  he  had  been  con- 
victed, and  prosecute  his  appeal  from  court 
to  court  until  he  reached  the  highest  court; 
and  if  there  was  any  reason  in  the  world 


why  his  petition  should  not  be  heard  in 
that  House,  the  same  reason  would  not 
allow  him  to  prosecute  his  writ  of  error  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  If  there  was  any- 
thing objectionable  in  the  petition,  let  them 
make  no  mention  of  it,  if  necessaiy,  in  the 
records  of  the  House ;  but  in  the  meantime 
let  them  hear  the  petition. 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  speciality  of  this  case  warranted 
the  House  in  receiving  this  petition,  in  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  House  was 
placed,  because  they  were  about  to  be 
parties  to  a  legislative  proceeding,  and  that 
legislative  proceeding  stated — **  Whereas 
doubts  have  arisen  as  to  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  mitigate  the  punishment  <^ 
offenders  under  judgment  of  death  for 
treason  in  Ireland ;"  and  the  Crown  was  to 
be  empowered  to  extend  mercj,  and  to 
order  the  transportation  of  such  offender 
for  the  term  of  the  natural  life  of  such 
offender.  It  seemed  that  that  sentesce 
could  not  with  propriety  be  carried  mto 
effect  without  the  intervention  of  the  Hmue 
of  Commons.  An  Act  of  Parliament  was 
necessary.  Under  those  circumstanees 
was  there  anything  to  disentitle  these 
parties  from  approaching  the  House  ?  It 
did  appear  to  him  that,  as  they  were  about 
to  adopt  legislative  proceedings,  thecsM 
was  a  peculiar  one,  and  that  the  parties 
had  a  right  to  approach  the  House  to 
protest  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  STUART  said,  with  reference  to 
the  petition  which  had  been  presented  to 
the  House,  it  was  impossible  to  consider  it 
without  at  the  same  time  considering  the 
nature  of  the  Act  to  which  it  had  reference. 
The  nature  of  this  Act  was,  to  substitate 
the  punishment  of  transportation  for  life 
for  that  of  death.  That  petition,  as  he 
took  it,  prayed  that  the  late  law  should 
stand  as  it  was,  and  that  the  petitionert 
prayed  that  they  might  he  hanged.  He 
thought  the  petition  should  not  be  disposed 
of  by  being  suddenly  forced  upon  the 
House.  He  did  not  see  how  thej  conld 
come  to  a  determination  as  to  receiTing 
the  petition  until  they  had  looked  for  pre- 
cedents. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  give 
notice,  and  present  the  petition  to-monow. 

Mr.  bright  presumed  that  inanpast 
times,  and  now,  men  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  these  individuals  would  hara 
the  liberty  of  approaching  the  Crown  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  for  a  mitigation  or 
remission  of  sentence.  That  House  was 
not  in  the  position  of  the  Crown;  but^  is 
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much  as  there  was  a  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  as  there  was  no  precedent,  thej  could 
not  be  doing  wrong,  in  a  case  of  this  kind, 
where  they  were  not  pursuing  an  unmerci- 
ful and  a  harsh  course,  in  receiving  this 
petition.  The  proper  course  was  to  throw 
open  the  right  to  petition  as  widely  as 

S^ssible,  for  no  danger  could  arise  from  it. 
e  hoped  the  advice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
would  be  taken. 

Mb.  E.  B.  ROCHE  hoped  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  with- 
draw this  petition.  It  had  been  stated 
that  there  was  no  precedent  for  this  case. 
If  there  was  a  precedent,  it  was  against 
the  Government,  because  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  had  admitted 
that  a  petition  had  been  presented  a  few 
days  previously  from  those  gentlemen  with 
his  knowledge.  But  the  whole  thing  was 
without  a  precedent;  everything  connected 
with  the  whole  matter  was  unprecedented, 
and  therefore  he  saw  no  advantage  by  de- 
laying the  petition  till  to-morrow,  espe- 
eially  as  they  did  not  know  how  many 
stages  might  be  got  through  that  night. 
But  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
were  asked  to  withdraw  the  petition,  would 
the  Goremment  withdraw  the  Bill  till  to- 
morrow? Because,  otherwise  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  stultify  him- 
self m  withholding  this  petition  against  the 
Bill  in  question,  and  allowing  the  Bill  to 
proceed  one  or  two  stages  that  night.  He 
had  the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  on  their  side, 
that  having  the  principle  of  mercy  and 
justice  in  view,  he  trusted  the  hon.  and 
leamed  Gentleman  would  persist  in  pre- 
senting the  petition. 

Mb.  GRATTAN  was  surprised,  after 
the  debate  of  Friday,  that  so  much  lenity 
should  be  extended  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic,  and  so  little  for  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  leamed  Member  for  Newark  was 
wrong  in  supposing  that  the  petitioners, 
hj  objecting  to  transportation,  could  only 
he  considered  as  requesting  to  be  executed; 
and  if  the  Government  had  the  power  of 
commuting  the  punishment,  why  did  they 
not  deal  with  Irish  rebels  the  same  as  they 
had  done  with  the  Canadian  rebels,  who 
had  been  so  much  talked  of  the  other  day 
in  debate?  5001^.  was  offered  as  a  reward 
for  the  apprehension  of  one  of  the  Cana- 
dian traitors,  who,  however,  was  soon 
afterwards  made  Attorney  General;  and 
he  (Mr.  Grattan)  thought,  indeed,  that  a 
Toie  of  thanks  should  be  passed  to  Mr. 


Smith  O'Brien,  because,  by  his  nonsen* 
sical  exhibition  and  burlesque  insurrection, 
he  had  made  that  species  of  high  treason* 
vulgar,   and    prevented   all    the    sensible 
people  from  joining  him, 

Mr.  HERRIES  was  afraid  the  House 
might  be  led  into  the  general  question.  A 
very  important  question  arose  whether,  by 
accepting  or  rejecting  this  petition,  they 
should  establish  a  precedent.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  there  must  be  considerable 
difSculty  in  receiving  in  that  House  any- 
thing being  or  constituting  an  act  of  a 
person  who  was  civilly  dead.  Now,  he 
would  suppose  for  a  moment  that  this 
petition  contained  a  request  that  the  House 
should  hear  counsel  to  be  appointed  by  the 
petitioners.  Did  the  House  recognise  the 
right  or  power  to  appoint  counsel?  He 
thought  the  case  was  one  which  was  re- 
plete with  difficulty.  If  a  party  was  civilly 
dead,  he  was  incapable  of  other  acts,  and 
could  the  House  recognise  him  as  a  fit 
person  to  appoint  counsel  to  be  heard  at 
the  bar,  and  to  represent  him?  There 
was  this  further  difficulty,  that  the  petition 
was  not  against  an  Act  specially  directed 
against  the  petitioners,  but  a  general  Act 
of  a  general  character;  and  if  these  parties 
might  petition  against  this  Act,  they  might 
petition  against  any  other  Act.  He  thought 
that  time  should  bo  given  to  allow  the 
House  to  come  to  a  decision  on  a  question 
of  such  a  grave  character. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  quite  agreed  in  the 
proposition  that  persons  attainted  of  high 
treason  were  civilly  dead,  but  as  they  chose 
to  legislate  by  passing  an  ex  post  facto 
law  for  the  purpose  of  affecting  the  posi- 
tion of  these  petitioners,  it  was  quite  pre- 
posterous that  they  should  not  be  heard. 
It  was  true,  they  proposed  to  legislate  for 
the  purpose  of  mercy,  of  which  no  person 
more  heartily  approved  than  he;  but  it 
might  have  been  an  Act  for  a  diametrically 
opposite  purpose — it  might  have  been  an 
Act  to  aggravate,  instead  of  to  mitigate, 
the  rigour  of  the  law.  Would  any  person 
argue  that  in  such  a  case  the  party  should 
not  be  heard?  The  parties  here  appeared 
to  him  to  be  entitled  to  a  hearing  on  every 
principle  of  justice.  That  an  attainted 
person  could  not  petition  that  House,  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  an  entirely  unfounded 
doctrine;  but  at  all  events,  as  the  object  of 
this  Bill  was  to  affect  the  position,  he 
might  say  the  right,  of  the  petitioners,  it 
would  not  be  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  justice  to  refuse  to  hear  them. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  thought  the  memo* 
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rialists  had  put  in  a  very  unusual  claim  to 
be  heard;  but  it  had  been  stated  that  this 
being  a  case  in  which  they  wore  about  to 
legislate,  they  ought  to  regard  the  petition 
as  a  case  of  exception,  and  allow  it  to  be 
received.  That  ho  understood  to  be  the 
full  length  of  the  argument,  and  not  that 
every  attainted  felon  or  traitor  should  have 
the  right  of  approaching  the  House;  and 
therefore  he  should  waive  his  objections  to 
the  reception  of  this  petition. 

Tho  petition  was  read  by  the  clerk  at 
the  table. 

Sir  G.  grey,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  tho  Transportation  for  Treason 
(Ireland)  Bill,  said,  tbo  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  remove  all  possible  doubts  which 
had  been  entertained  as  to  the  right  of  the 
Crown — or  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  as  tho  re- 
presentative of  tho  Crown  in  Ireland — to 
commute  the  capital  sentence  and  to  carry 
that  commuted  sentence  into  execution  in 
the  case  of  persons  convicted  in  Ireland  of 
high  treason  and  sentenced  to  death,  to 
whom  the  Crown  might  be  advised  to  ex- 
tend its  mercy  on  the  usual  condition  of 
transportation.  It  was  needless  for  him 
to  inform  the  House  that  tho  practice  of 
commuting  the  capital  sentence  in  certain 
oases  for  transportation,  either  for  life  or 
for  a  term  of  years,  was  one  of  frequent 
occurrence;  and  ho  could  only  say  that  no 
instance  had.  como  within  his  own  know- 
ledge, and  he  believed  it  was  not  possible 
for  any  one  to  cite  an  instance,  of  a  person 
found  guilty  of  a  capital  offence  and  sen- 
tenced to  death  intimating  his  intention  to 
refuse  tho  mercy  of  the  Crown.  That  case 
had  now  occurred.  The  four  prisoners 
were  last  year  arrested  on  a  charge  of  high 
treason,  were  legally  tried,  convicted,  and 
sentenced  to  death;  and  having  appealed 
to  the  highest  supreme  court  of  judicature 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  that  conviction  and 
sentence  were  affirmed.  After  the  dis- 
posal of  the  writ  of  error,  it  became  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  consider  in 
what  way  tho  sentence  of  the  law  should 
be  carried  out.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  case;  he  thought 
they  had  nothing  to  -do  with  the  circum- 
stances that  preceded  the  actual  convic- 
tion; but  considering  the  nature  and  mag- 
nitude of  the  offence,  it  did  appear  to 
tho  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  concurrence  with 
the  Government,  in  the  execution  of  tho 
duty  with  which  his  Excellency  was  in- 
trusted as  the  representative  of  the  Crown, 
to  bo  one  which  required  to  be  marked  by 
severe   punishment,   while,   at   the  same 


time,  he  was  anxious,  acting  in  oommr* 
rence  with  the  whole  of  the  Goyemment, 
not  to  carry  out  the  extreme  sentence  with 
undue  severity.  In  answer  to  a  memorial 
which  was  presented  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, praying  for  a  mitigation  of  the 
punishment,  he  said — 

"  My  Lord  Mayor  and  Gtentlemen — From  the 
moment  when  the  sentonoe  of  the  Uw  waa  pro- 
nounced upon  the  prisoners  on  whoso  behalf  yoa 
have  addressed  me,  I  have  felt  bound  to  give  the 
most  anxious  consideration  to  the  unhappy  con- 
dition in  which  they  were  placed,  bo  £u*  as  I  could 
pay  regard  to  that  condition  conaistently  with  the 
obligations  imposed  on  me  in  the  exorcise  of  thoio 
powers  and  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  with  which 
I  am  entrusted.  I  have  felt  deeply  concerned  for 
the  unfortunate  situation  of  men  whose  lives  are 
forfeited  to  the  offended  laws  of  their  oountiy; 
but  an  imperative  duty  oompeli  me  to  look  to  ttm 
nature  and  cliaracter  of  the  crime  of  which  they 
have  been  convicted;  to  the  circumstances  pre- 
ceding and  attending  it;  and,  above  all,  to  the 
consequences  which  might  have  resulted  from  its 
temporary  success.  I  oannot  disregard  matten 
unfortunately  too  notorious — the  diatarbance  of 
tho  public  peace,  the  dislocation  of  society  for 
many  weeks  throughout  an  extensive  district,  the 
armed  opposition  to  the  constituted  authorities  of 
the  realm,  the  serious  loss  of  life  among  Che  poor 
misguided  followers  of  the  prioonen,  the  vtkr 
havoc  which  seemed  for  a  brief  time  impftHipr 
over  many  parts  of  the  country  from  their  wild 
and  desperate  proceedings,  their  avowed  rebellioQ 
and  treason  against  Her  Majesty  and  Her  rights 
to  the  Crown  and  sovereignty  of  Ireland.  I  ndly 
appreciate  the  motives  of  hunumity  whioh  have 
prompted  this  appeal ;  but,  in  reply  to  it,  I  havs 
at  present  only  to  assure  yon  tnat  the  Goren- 
ment,  in  the  performance  of  its  dutj,  can  have  no 
other  desire  than  that  justice  should  be  adminis- 
tered without  any  severity  beyond  thi^  which  the 
interests  of  society  demand." 

Holding  those  sentiments,  and  ia  oommu- 
nication  with  the  Govemipeiit.  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  determined  to  exercise  the 
power  which,  as  the  representatire  of  the 
Crown,  it  was  right  he  should  pouess,  by 
not  carrying  the  capital  aentenoe  into  ef- 
fect, but  by  directing  it  should  be  com- 
muted in  the  usual  form  for  tho  sentence 
of  transportation.  Having  arrifed  at  that 
decision,  he  felt  it  his  dutj»  out  of  con" 
sideration  to  the  feelings  of  the  prisoner!, 
and  those  who  were  connected  with  thenit 
to  make  a  communication  to  them  of  what 
his  determination  was;  and  he  (Sir  6« 
Grey)  now  held  in  his  hand  a  letter,  dated 
tho  5th  of  June,  addressed  by  Mr.  Bedini* 
ton  to  the  governor  of  Richmond  g&it 
directing  him  to  make  that  oommunioatioa 
to  the  prisoners.  Immediately  iipoa  tbst 
communication  being  made  to  the  priao- 
ncrs,  one  of  them,  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien—* 
and  the  others  had  since  foUovred  the  ex- 
ample— protested  agunst  the  power  of  tlio 
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Lord  Lloateoant,  representing  the  Grown, 
to  commnte  the  sentence,  or  to  carry  that 
commuted  sentence  into  effect  in  the  case 
of  trea8<»i,  as  distinguished  from  that  of 
other  felonies,  with  regard  to  which  no- 
thing was  more  common  than  for  a  capital 
sentence  to  he  commuted,  and  the  com- 
muted sentence  to  be  legally  carried  out. 
That  was  followed  up  by  a  formal  pro- 
test   by  counsel  on  behalf   of   the  pri- 
soners, asking  also  that  they  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  the  question 
before  a  court  of  law.     Under  these  cir- 
eomstances,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  abstained 
from  doing  any  act  by  which  the  sen- 
tence could  be  carried  into  effect  without 
oommunieation  with  the  Government.    He 
apprehended  that  to   have  brought  this 
question  into  a  court  of  law  would  have 
been  no  easy  task,  because,  whether  they 
were  right  or  wrong  as  to  the  reception  of 
this  petition,  the  return  to  a  writ  of  habeas 
carpus  that  the  party  was  a  traitor  would 
have  been  a  complete  return,  and  would 
have  precluded  the  court  from  going  into 
the  case.     He  wished  the  House  to  under- 
stand what  seemed  to  be  the  doubt  on  this 
question.     He  believed  there  was  no  doubt 
MB  to  the  present  legal  position  of  the  pri- 
soners— that  they  were  under  legal  sen- 
tence, and  that  it  was  only  by  the  favour 
and  mercy  of  the  Crown  they  could  escape 
the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law.     He  would 
shortly  state  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
doubt  rested,  and  which  this  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  remove.      The  statutes  as  to 
transportation   and  the    commutation  to 
transportation  being  different  in  England 
and  Ireland,  from  being  dated  before  the 
Union,  inasmuch  as  the  Irish  statutes  spoke 
only  of  offenders  for  felony,  and  did  not 
op^y  refer  to  offenders  for  high  treason, 
it  was  said  that  such  offenders  were  intend- 
ed to  be  excluded  from  the  favour  of  the 
Crown;  but  the  highest  legal  authorities  in 
this  country  had  expressed  an  opinion  which 
he  and  the  Government  had  also  entertain- 
ed* though  this  was  contested  in  Ireland, 
that  although  it  was  not  expressly  men- 
tioned in  terms  in  the  Irish  statutes  in 
qnestioD,  yet  treason  was  the  highest  kind 
of  felony,  although  they  were  not  conver- 
tiUe  terms,  and  was  so  laid  down  by  Black- 
stone  and  Coke.      The  doubt  had  been 
raised  in  Ireland  by  what  might  be  termed 
philolegality,  and  it  was  to  remove  it,  and 
to  do  away  with  any  difference  that  might 
^xist  between  treason  and  felony  in  any 
caae  in  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  might 
ttflBlf.  it  ri|^t  to  conunute  the  capital  sen- 


tence to  transportation,  consistently  with 
sound  reason,  and  with  what  he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  believed  to  be  the  law  now,  and  to 
carry  such  commuted  sentence  into  effect, 
that  this  measure  was  introduced.  The 
Bill  was,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Southampton  had  remarked,  in  the 
cause  of  mercy — to  enable  Her  Majesty  to 
temper  justice  with  mercy.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
former  conduct  of  the  prisoners.  The  Bill 
had  already  received  the  assent  of  the  other 
House,  with  the  sanction  of  men  whose 
position  in  that  House  and  in  the  country 
entitled  their  opinions  to  great  weight  and 
authority,  and  he  hoped  it  would  meet  with 
as  ready  and  prompt  an  assent  on  the  part 
of  this  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  NAPIER  did  not  rise  with  the  in- 
tention of  offering  any  animadversion  on 
the  course  that  had  been  taken  in  this 
case,  nor  did  he  mean  to  say  he  rose  to 
give  an  opinion  on  die  question  of  law 
involved  in  this  Bill;  for  the  matter  had 
come  so  suddenly  and  by  surprise  on  him, 
that  he  had  not  an  opportunity  of  looking 
to  the  Acts  of  Parliament.  A  Bill,  which 
it  was  thought  necessary  to  introduce  to 
alter  the  position  of  men  circumstanced  as 
the  prisoners  are,  should  be  considered  by 
the  Government  as  one  of  consequence,  and 
should  have  received  more  deliberation  than 
it  appeared  as  yet  to  have  received.  With 
regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  in  respect  to  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  his  remark 
with  reference  to  what  was  called  philo- 
legality, the  House  of  Lords  ought  not  to 
complain,  for  they  had  encouraged  persons, 
under  sentence  of  death,  to  avail  them- 
selves of  any  point  of  law  which  any  lawyer 
could  devise  as  a  mode  of  escape.  With 
regard  to  this  particular  Bill,  he  did  not 
think  the  case,  represented  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newark,  was 
exact  in  point  of  law.  He  admitted  tho 
prisoners  were  under  sentence  of  death, 
and  that  the  Crown  had  the  power  to  carry 
that  sentence  into  effect.  It  was  con- 
ceded, however,  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
that  whatever  other  punishment  might  be 
fit  for  the  offence,  it  was  not  a  case  in 
which  the  sentence  of  death  ought  to  bo 
carried  into  execution;  and  surely,  wlictlier 
the  sentence  of  death  is  to  bo  carried  into 
execution  or  not,  it  cannot  be  governed  by 
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tlie  description  of  substituted  pumslimciit 
they  would  put  ill  its  place.  Suppose  tlie 
Crown  had  tlie  power  of  transporting  for 
life»  or  fi>r  a  series  of  years,  it  might  then 
become  an  important  question  which  of  the 
two  secondary  punishments  ought  to  he 
selected  hy  the  Crown  aa  the  one  to  he 
apportioned  in  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances. Now,  how  stood  tlie  matter  witlt- 
out  reference  to  any  Act  of  Parliament? 
The  Crown  could  carry  out  the  sentence  of 
death,  or  reprievo  the  party.  [TIjo  At- 
ToiiNEY  General  dissented.]  The  hon.  and 
learned  law  officer,  the  Attorney  General, 
shook  his  liead ;  perliaps  there  was  not 
much  in  that ;  l>ut  the  Crown,  bj  altering 
the  sentence,  could  imprison  the  party  for 
life ;  but  the  case  now  made  on  the  part  of 
tiie  Crown  is  this,  tbat  inasmuch  as  the 
prisoners  have  rejected  transportation  for 
life,  it  is  necessary  to  come  to  Parliament 
to  get  a  Bill  to  carry  out  that  sentence. 
The  Crown  had  the  power  of  imprisonment 
for  life,  having  the  power  to  reprieve  the 
party;  and  with  regard  to  the  Act  that 
raised  tlie  question  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon»  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Ilorac  Department,  he  found  this  pas- 
sage in  Lord  Coke:  **In  ancient  timea 
every  treason  was  comprehended  under  the 
name  of  felony,  hut  not  e  contra,  and  there- 
fore a  pardon  for  all  felonies  w^as  allowed 
in  a  case  of  high  treason,  but  the  law  has 
for  a  long  time  otherwise  holdcn/*  Now, 
see  how  that  would  apply  to  the  present 
case.  Last  year  they  passetl  an  Act  of 
Parliament  called  the  Treason  Felony  Act, 
to  reduce  many  of  the  offences  formerly 
treason  down  from  the  class  of  treason. 
That  Act  of  Parliament  distinguished 
throughout  between  treason  and  felony, 
and  the  Crown  might  have  prosecuted  those 
persons  for  felony,  and  convicted  them  of 
felony,  aud  they  would  be  liable  to  trans- 
portation for  life  under  the  terms  of  that 
other  Act  of  Parliament.  Why  then, 
having  got  that  Act  of  Parliament,  did  they 
prosecute  tbem  under  the  old  statute  of 
treason  ?  The  design  was  now  to  treat 
them  as  though  they  had  been  eonvieteil 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session.  The  whole 
argument  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  tbo 
Home  Secretary  proceeded  on  the  assump- 
tion that  there  was  no  legal  doubt  at  all. 
If  so,  wdiy  not  act  upon  the  law?  If  the 
objections  all  had  their  origin  in  an  excess 
of  pbilolegality,  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment carry  out  the  clear  letter  of  the  law? 
The  rule  of  the  law  in  all  cases  of  doubt 
was,  that  the  prisoner  should  have  the 


benefit  of  the  doubt,     In  considering  tbis 
question,  it  should  he  recollected  that  to 
many  men  death  would  be  preferable  to 
being  sentaxvay  from  their  families,  friends, 
and  connexions.     He  felt  peculiar  delicacy 
in  arguing  this  case,  having  know^i  one  of 
the  parties  (Mr.  Smith  O'Brien)  for  somoi 
time,  and  it  was  a  melancholy  consideration  ] 
that   some   of  the   very  measures,    since  J 
carried  into  law,   had  been  once    recora- 
mended  by  him.     What  he  (Mr,  Napier) 
should  propose  was,  that  according  to  the 
prayer  of  the  petition,  the  petitioners  should 
be  heard  against  this  BiU.     If  they  were 
right  in  their  view  of  the  law  of  the  cose,  I 
it  would  seriously  affect  tbcra»  for  instead) 
of  being  sent  to  a  penal  colony,  they  woulil 
be  imprisoned  at  home,  where  they  could ( 
have  some  kind  of  intercourse  with  tliosdi 
who  are  dear  to  them*     It  would  make  a 
mate  rial  difference  in  their  position,  and 
ho  thought  the  House  should  afford  them 
an  opportunity  of  having  the  reasons  on 
which  their  petition  was  founded  submitted 
for  their  consideration.     He  w  as  sure  they 
would  decide  upon  tbo  question  wntb  the 
good  feeling  and  high  sense  of  impartiality 
of  men  who  are  lovers  of  the  British  con- 
stitution,    He  would   leave  the  case  with 
the  utmost  confidence  to  the  good  sens© 
and  equity  of  the  House,  and  move  as  an 
Amendment  tbat  the  petitioners  be  heard 
by  counsel  against  this  meaiure. 

Amendment  proposed^— 

"*To  le?ave  out  from  the  word  •  That  ^  to  the  ] 
cad  of  tht3  Quest  ion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  I 
'  WiMiam  Smith  0*Brien,  Thomas  Fraiiclw  Mt^aglier^  ^ 
Tereneo  Bcllew  M*MaauB,  mid  Patrick  O'Donohoo,  I 
bo  hesird  at  th<j  Bar  of  thia  House,  by  Couji»eIy  1 
ag<!nt«,  and  witnesaes,  upoa  their  Petition  a^ainsl  i 
the  said  Bill/ '^  ^ 

Mn.  J.  O'CONNELL,  in  seconding  the 
Amendmentp  saidi  be  objected  to  this  Bill 
on  constitutional  principles,  because  it  was 
ex  post  facto  legislation.  Let  him  remind 
the  House  of  what  was  done  in  the  former 
ease  of  the  State  prosecutions  in  Ireland 
in  1844.  Upon  that  occasion  the  persona 
convicted,  of  whom  ho  had  the  honour  to 
he  one,  appealed  to  the  House  of  Lords 
against  the  sentence.  Notwithstanding 
that  appeal,  they  were  in  prison  pending 
the  whole  appeal.  It  was  at  once  allowed 
tbat  there  was  injustice  in  the  case,  and  a 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House  of  Lords 
to  remedy  that  injustice,  by  which  persona 
who  had  any  rational  grounds  to  show  that 
they  bad  been  illegally  tried  and  convicted 
should  not  he  imprisoned  until  the  doubt 
was  settled.  That  Bill  had  become  law. 
It  was   asked   dm-ing   the  passing  of  it 
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'whether  it  would  have  an  ex  post  facto  ap- 
plication to  the  individuals  upon  whose  case 
It  had  arisen;  and  it  was  distinctly  denied 
that  it  would  have  that  application.  Would 
It  not,  then,  he  strange  that  legislation 
similarlj  arising  out  of  a  douht,  should  he 
ex  post  facto  made  applicable  to  the  parties 
out  of  whose  case  it  had  arisen?  His 
second  objection  to  the  Bill  was — he  spoke 
only  from  common  report,  but  it  was 
publicly  stated,  and  ho  believed  it — that 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  would  not  be  so  much 
a  sufferer  as  his  children.  The  Govern- 
ment had  most  wisely  and  humanely  ab- 
stained from  enforcing  the  attendant  pen- 
alticfl  on  an  attainted  felon ;  but  the  effect 
of  passing  this  Bill  would  be  by  a  side  wind 
to  deprive  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien's  family 
of  an  important  provision.  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  had  effected  very  large  insurances 
on  his  life,  and  had  paid  large  sums  of 
money  upon  them  without  receiving  any 
benefit  from  them,  and  the  moment  he 
went  out  of  this  kingdom  they  would  be 
lost  to  his  family.  He  admitted  that  there 
might  not  be  much  weight  in  that  argu- 
ment, but  it  was  a  matter  of  deep  interest 
to  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien's  family. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
should  have  been  glad  if  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  opposed  this  Bill  had  stated 
some  tangible  and  rational  ground  for  doing 
so.  As  he  understood  the  position  of  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  and  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  they  ob- 
jected to  the  propriety  of  this  Bill,  as  it 
made  that  House  usurp  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
bad  not  stated  the  grounds  upon  which 
this  question  arose;  but,  as  it  would  be  his 
(the  Attorney  General's)  duty  to  oppose 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Priend,  he  would  state  what  he  believed  to 
be  the  points  of  doubt,  as  far  as  he  could 
apprehend  them.  The  Acts  under  which 
it  was  proposed  to  commute  these  sen- 
tences, were  different  from  those  of  Eng- 
land. They  were  the  6th  George  I.,  chap. 
12,  sec.  1,  an  Irish  statute,  which  gave  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  general  power  of 
granting  pardon  to  all  persons  under  sen- 
tence of  death,  and  the  12th  George  L, 
which  was  more  applicable  to  this  case, 
and  one  of  the  sections  of  which  was  as 
follows : — 

*'  And  forasmaoh  as  the  transportation  of  felons 
luith  been  greatly  delayed,  and  opportunities  of 
transporting  them  frequently  lost,  by  the  time 
afleenarily  taken  up  in  passing  and  pleading  the 


pardons  granted  to  such  felons :  be  it  enacted,  by 
the  authority  aforesaid,  that  whenever  His  Ma- 
jesty, his  heirs  or  successors,  or  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, or  other  chief  governor  or  govefnors  of 
this  kingdom  for  the  time  being,  shall  be  pleased 
to  extend  mercy  to  any  person  who  hath  been  or 
shall  be  convicted  of  felony,  or  who  hath  received 
or  shall  receive  sentence  of  dflath  for  any  felony, 
any  order  under  the  sign-manual  of  His  Majesty, 
his  heirs  or  successors,  or  under  the  hand  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  or  other  chief  governor  or  go- 
vernors of  this  kingdom  for  the  time  being,  direct- 
ing the  person  so  convicted  or  sentenceid  to  be 
transported,  shall  be  as  effectual  in  the  law  as  if  a 
pardon  for  such  felony,  with  condition  of  transpor- 
tation, had  been  passed  under  the  great  seal,  and 
pleaded  and  allowed ;  and  that  such  order  shall  be 
a  sufficient  warrant  in  the  law,  to  all  sheriffs, 
gaolers,  and  others,  for  the  delivery  of  the  person 
in  such  order  named  to  the  sheriff  or  gaoler  of 
the  place  whence  such  felon  is  to  be  transported, 
or  to  the  person  or  persons  contracting  for  the 
transportation  of  such  felon  as  aforesaid,  so  as 
such  order  be  also  countersigned  by  the  judges,  or 
one  of  th^m,  before  whom  such  felon  was  tried : 
which  said  order,  after  such  delivery  of  such  felon, 
shall  be  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  clerk  of  the 
Crown,  or  clerk  of  the  peace  where  such  convic- 
tion was  had,  together  with  a  receipt  from  the 
person  to  whom  such  Mon  was  delivered  to  be 
transported,  to  be  kept  among  the  records  of  the 
court." 

Now,  it  was  contended  in  Ireland,  that  in- 
asmuch as  that  statute  applied  only  to  sen- 
tence of  death  for  felony,  treason  was  not 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act.  [Mr. 
Anstey  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  He  supposed  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  participated 
in  that  doubt.  He  might  state  that  ever 
since  he  had  been  acquainted  with  the 
profession,  he  had  thought  that  treason  was 
felony,  and  he  should  have  thought  that  if 
this  Act,  which  was  infavorem  vitce,  were 
pleaded  in  any  particular  case,  the  court 
would  put  that  construction  upon  it.  In 
Blackstone  it  was  distinctly  laid  down  that 
treason  was  felony.     That  writer  said — 

"Felony,  in  the  general  acceptation  of  our 
English  law,  comprises  every  species  of  crime 
which  occasioned  at  conunon  law  the  forfeiture  of 
lands  and  goods.  This  most  frequently  happens 
in  those  crimes  for  which  a  capital  punishment 
either  is  or  was  liable  to  be  inflicted ;  for  those 
felonies  which  are  called  clergyable,  or  to  which 
the  benefit  of  clergy  extends,  were  anciently 
punished  with  death  in  all  lay  or  unlearned 
offenders ;  though  now,  by  the  statute  law,  that 
punishment  is  for  the  first  offence  universally 
remitted.  'Treason  itself,'  says  Sir  Edward 
Coke,  '  was  anciently  comprised  under  the  name 
of  felony  ;'  and,  in  confirmation  of  this,  we  may 
observe  that  the  Statute  of  Treasons,  25  Edward 
III.,  c.  2,  speaking  of  some  dubious  crimes,  di- 
rects a  reference  to  Parliament,  that  it  may  be 
there  adjudged  *  whether  they  be  treason  or  other 
felony.'  AU  treasons,  therefore,  strictly  speak- 
ing, are  felonies,  though  all  felonies  are  not  trea- 
son. And  to  this  also  we  may  add,  that  not  only 
all  offences  now  capital,  are  in  some  degree  or 
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these  parties  were  about  to  be  sent  for 
transportation,  it  appeared  that  a  notice 
was  given  by  Sir  0.  OXoghlen  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  haheat 
corpus.  It  would  nave  been  very  indecent 
and  improper  to  have  endeavoured  to  bring 
the  return  to  such  a  writ  before  a  court  of 
law;  but  if  such  a  writ  had  been  moved 
for,  the  question  oould  not  have  been 
argued.  The  prisoners*  counsel  could  not 
have  raised  the  point.  The  gaoler  or  other 
party  having  the  custody  of  these  prisoners 
would  have  returned  that  they  were  at- 
tainted traitors,  and  there  would  have  been 
an  end  of  the  whole  case.  This  questicm 
was  fully  argued  before  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer a  few  years  ago  in  the  case  of  the 
Canadian  rebels.  He  believed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Youghal  was  engaged  in  that  case  ?  [Mr. 
C.  Anstet  replied  that  he  was  not.]  The 
judgment  of  the  court  in  that  case  was — 


other  felony,  but  that  this  is  likewise  the  case 
with  some  other  offences  which  are  not  punished 
with  death — as  suicide,  where  the  party  is  already 
dead;  homicide  by  chance-medley,  or  in  self- 
defence;  and  petit  larceny  or  pilfering;  all  wliich 
arc,  strictly  speaking,  felonies,  as  they  subject  the 
committers  of  them  to  forfeitures.  So  that,  upon 
the  whole,  the  only  adequate  definition  of  felony 
i^eems  to  be  that  which  is  before  laid  down,  viz., 
an  offence  which  occasions  a  total  forfeiture  of 
either  lands,  or  goods,  or  both,  at  the  common 
law,  and  to  which  capital  or  other  punishment 
may  be  superadded,  according  to  the  degree  of 
guilt." 

Under  that  general  definition  treason  was 
included;  but  treasons  being  larger  than 
felonies,  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  judges 
would,  in  a  matter  of  life  and  death,  give 
the  more  lenient  interpretation  of  the  law 
to  which  he  had  alluded.  The  statute 
said  nothing  of  the  conditional  pardon  to  a 
party  convicted  under  the  12th  George  I.; 
and  in  the  present  case  there  had  been  no 
bargain  or  condition,  but  only  an  intima- 
tion from  an  Under  Secretary,  that  the 
capital  punishment  would  not  be  carried 
out.  In  the  2ud  of  Hawkins,  p.  557,  it 
was  stated — 

"  It  seems  agreed  that  the  King  may  extend  his 
mercy  on  what  terms  he  pleases,  and,  conso- 
quently,  may  annex  to  his  pardon  any  condition 
that  he  thinks  fit,  whether  precedent  or  subse- 
quent, on  the  performance  whereof  the  validity  of 
the  pardon  will  depend." 

And  in  Bacon* s  Abridgment,  vol.  iii.,  there 
was  this  passage  : — 


"  Also  it  hath  been  held  that  in  every  pardon  for 
a  capital  offence,  where  the  party  was  obliged  to 
give  security,  there  is  a  condition  in  law  annexed 
to  such  pardon,  so  that  if  he  forfeit  such  recogni- 
sance, his  pardon  becomes  void,  and  he  may  be 
taken  and  executed  on  the  first  judgment." 

It  was  clear  from  these  authorities  that 
if  these  parties  refused  to  accept  the  con- 
ditions of  pardon,  the  sentence  might  at 
this  moment  be  carried  into  effect.  It 
would  be  well  for  persons  to  look  at  what 
might  bo  the  result  of  their  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  before  they  threw  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  the  measure.  Mr.  Smith  0*Brien, 
in  his  petition,  dated  June  11th,  said — 

**  Your  petitioner  now  submits  that,  if  it  be  de- 
sirable to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  commute  his 
Rcntcncc  of  death  to  transportation  for  life,  it  is 
incumbent  ui)on  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
procure  a  statutory  enactment  to  that  effect  (even 
by  ftr  post  facto  legislation)  rather  than  to  violate 
the  law  by  causing  him  to  be  transported  by  law- 
less force.'* 

He  confessed  ho  was  surprised  that  after 
Mr.  S.  CVRricn  had  asked  the  House  of 
Commons  to  bring  in  the  very  Bill  now  be- 
fore them,  some  of  his  counsel  should  draw 
up  a  petition  against  the  measure.    When  I 


"  This  is  the  substanoe  of  the  return,  agaiiut 
which  many  ingenious  objectioiui  have  been  uifed, 
the  princijMLl  of  which  seem  to  be  that  the  L^pt- 
lature  of  Upper  Canada  had  no  authority  to  make 
any  such  l.iw ;  that,  if  it  had,  it  could  be  binding 
only  within  the  precincts  of  that  province ;  that  it 
could  communicate  no  authority  to  any  penon  out 
of  that  province,  and  therefore  oould  give  none  to 
the  gaoler  of  Liverpool ;  that,  even  if  it  could  have 
that  effect,  the  pardon  granted  under  that  law 
being  conditional,  it  was  not  competent  to  the  pri- 
soner to  accept  a  pardon,  whereby  he  submitted 
himself  to  imprisonment  or  transportation ;  or 
that,  if  it  were  eompetent  to  him  to  acoept  a  par- 
don with  such  a  condition,  he  has  still  a  right  to 
retract  his  consent,  and  to  be  set  free  from  the 
obligation  imposed  upon  him  by  the  oondition. 
All  these  topics  have  been  elaborately  at|paed  oa 
both  sides,  and  have  received  due  attention  from 
the  Court ;  but  in  the  view  which  we  take  of  the 
case,  we  do  not  think  it  neeessary  to  prononnoe 
any  opinion  upon  them.  If  the  condition  upon 
which  alone  the  pardon  was  granted  be  void,  the 
pardon  must  also  be  void.  If  the  condition  wvs 
lawful,  but  the  prisoner  did  not  assent  to  it,  nor 
submit  to  be  transported,  he  cannot  have  the 
benefit  of  the  pardon  ;  or  if,  having  assented  to 
it,  his  assent  bo  revocable,  we  must  consider  him 
to  have  retracted  it  by  this  application  to  be  iet 
at  liberty,  in  which  case  he  is  equally  unable  te 
avail  himself  of  the  pardon.  Looking,  thmi,  at 
the  return,  the  position  of  the  prisoner  a|^iean  to 
be  this : — that  he  has  been  indicted  for  hifh  ties- 
son,  conmiitted  in  Canada  against  Her  MMJtatf; 
that  ho  has  oon&iaod  himself  guilty  of  that  trea- 
son ;  that  he  la  liable  to  be  tried  for  it  in  £if- 
land  ;  that  he  cannot  plead  the  pardon  which  ht 
has  renounced ;  and  that  he  is  now  in  the  eastod|y 
of  tho  gaoler  of  Liverpool,  under  snch  ciroiun- 
stances  as  would  justify  any  labject  of  tho  Grows 
of  England  in  taking  and  detaining  him  in  eoito^f 
until  he  be  dealt  with  according  to  law.  Any  tub- 
Ject  who  held  him  in  custody  with  a  knowledge  of 
clic  circumstances,  would  be  guilty  of  a  crime  ia 
Gliding  and  assLsting  his  esoape,  if  he  be  pormittrf 
M>  go  at  large  without  law^  imtborit^,    0ot» 
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then,  ean  we  order  the  gaoler  of  Liverpool,  or  any 
other  person  who  has  him  in  custody,  with  know- 
\edge  of  these  circumstances,  to  let  him  go  at 
large  ?  If  the  prisoner  cannot  bo  lawfully  trans- 
ported under  the  present  oiroumstanoes,  it  is  to  be 
presumed  that  the  Goyomment,  upon  being  so 
certified,  will  take  proper  measures  for  prosecut- 
ing him  for  the  crime  of  treason  in  England. 
For  these  reasons  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  pri- 
soner must  be  remanded.  The  prisoners  were  re- 
manded aooordingly." 

The  party  who  was  conveying  Mr.  S. 
O'Brien  from  Dublin  to  Cork  would  return 
that  he  was  an  attainted  traitor,  and  this 
would  show  that  in  point  of  law  he  ought  to 
he  hanged.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  did  not 
deny  that  he  was  liable  to  punishment ;  but 
he  said,  *'  You  can  imprison  him  for  life, 
and  you  cannot  transport  him."  Now,  it 
was  not  the  practice  iu  this  country  colour- 
ably  to  imprison  a  man  for  life,  under  pre- 
tence of  reprieving  him  ;  and  the  only 
course  open  to  the  Government  was,  cither 
to  carry  the  capital  punishment  into  effect, 
or  else  to  come  to  this  House  to  settle  the 
doubt  by  a  Bill.  He  could  not  be  kept  in 
prison  because  he  was  reprieved ;  that 
would  be  an  evasion  of  the  law,  and  an  at- 
tempt to  do  indirectly  what  they  would  bo 
told  they  could  not  do  directly.  He  denied 
that  this  could  be  called  an  ex  post  facto 
Iaw,  If  the  party  were  pardoned,  or  any- 
thing were  done  so  as  to  entitle  him  to  be 
set  at  liberty,  that  plea  might  be  set  up ; 
but  how  could  it  be  said  that  this  was  an 
€X  poit  facto  law,  when  Mr.  S.  O'Brien 
could  even  now  be  executed,  and  when  the 
Bill  was  introduced  merely  to  solve  a 
doabt  ?  He  should  be  glad  if  this  measure 
could  be  passed  without  gratifying  these 
parties  and  their  friends  by  a  long  public 
discussion  of  their  case ;  and  he  hoped  he 
had  satisfied  the  House  that  sufficient 
ground  existed  for  passing  the  Bill. 

Mb.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  that  he  believed 
the  learned  counsel  who  had  advised  Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien  and  the  other  petitioners, 
would  have  very  little  difficulty,  if  allowed 
to  do  BO,  to  answer  the  arguments  of  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Attorney  General.  The 
object  sought  by  the  petitioners  was  to  have 
this  question  properly  discussed ;  and  that 
House  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  the  arena 
where  such  questions  could  be  fairly  and 
fully  argued.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was,  to  prevent  this  question  being 
taken  out  of  the  decision  of  the  Judges, 
who  by  their  oaths  were  bound,  and  by 
their  learning  alone  qualified,  to  decide  it. 
So  felt  the  greatest  satisfaction  in  support- 


ing ihat  Amendment,  and,  in  case  it  should 
not  be  successful,  it  was  his  intention  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  referred  to  the  case 
of  the  Canadian  prisoners,  but  it  had  no 
application  whatever  to  the  present  case. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  if  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  had,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian 
prisoners,  petitioned  the  Crown  for  mercy, 
and  accepted  a  pardon  upon  conditions, 
that  in  case  of  the  condition  not  being  per- 
formed, the  pardon  itself  would  have  been 
worthless;  but  they  were  told  by  the  right 
hon.  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo 
Department,  that  the  first  intimation  of 
the  pardon  to  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  was  met 
by  an  indignant  rebuke,  both  ho  and  the 
other  prisoners  feeling  that  such  a  pardon 
was  no  act  of  grace,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
a  cruel  aggravation  of  their  punishment. 
Was  it  at  all  wonderful  that  they  should 
have  acted  so,  and  preferred  death  to  this 
mitigated  punishment,  as  it  was  called?' 
On  his  honour  and  hit  conscience  he  de- 
clared that  if  he  were  in  the  position  of 
the  petitioners,  he  should  consider  the  pun- 
ishment of  death  as  mercy  compared  with 
a  commutation  of  sentence  that  would  con- 
sign him  to  that  gehenna  of  the  South 
Seas — Norfolk  Island.  Civil  death  would 
accompany  the  petitioners  until  they  re- 
ceived pardon,  whether  the  punishment 
were  mitigated  or  not.  As  convicts  upon 
the  shores  of  the  South  Pacific,  they  would 
be  as  much  dead  and  as  completely  de- 
prived of  all  legal  rights  as  if  the  full  sen- 
tence of  the  law  bad  been  carried  into 
effect.  Most  deeply  did  he  regret  that  in 
consequence  of  the  honourable  firmness 
with  which  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  had  always 
opposed  himself  to  the  mischievous  efibcts 
of  Whig  legislation,  the  Government  should 
now  resolve  upon  carrying  the  punishment 
beyond  even  the  civil  death  of  their  po- 
litical opponent.  If  the  defence  of  the  pe- 
titioners were  a  worthless  one,  why  should 
they  not  have  the  opportunity  of  having  its 
wortlilessness  decided  by  a  proper  and  com- 
petent tribunal  ?  Were  thoy  to  be  told,  as 
the  lion,  and  learned  Attorney  General  had 
told  them,  that  it  was  an  indecent  thing  to 
have  a  matter  of  such  high  concern  brought 
before  a  court  of  law  ?  Such  a  declaration 
might  have  been  expected  from  the  Attorney 
General  of  Queen  Elizabeth ;  but  he  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  it  from  the  lips  of  an  Attor- 
ney General  of  Queen  Victoria.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  stated  fur- 
ther^  that  if  this  Bill  were  not  passed,  tho 
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pardon  of  the  convicts  could  not  take  effect. 
Ho  stated  that  no  pardon  had  heen  issued; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
appeared  to  he  under  the  same  impression. 
That  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was 
not  under  that  impression  was  clear;  for, 
acting  under  the  instructions  he  had  re- 
ceived from  some  one — and  decency  pre- 
vented him  from  supposing  that  he  had 
acted  upon  any  instructions  hut  those  of 
the  Sovereign,  who  alone  was  authorised 
to  give  them — he  had  intimated  to  the 
prisoners  that  he  was  authorised  to  pardon 
them.  Ho  had,  therefore,  received  a  dele- 
gation of  power  from  the  Crown  to  par- 
don; and  so  far,  therefore,  as  the  Queen 
was  concerned,  the  pardon  had  actually 
gone  forth.  That  it  had  heen  detained  in 
transitu^  did  not  at  all  affect  the  question. 
In  the  face  of  this  fact,  that  it  would  he 
easy  for  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  or 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  enforce 
capital  punishment,  even  if  this  Bill  were 
rejected,  was,  he  thought,  a  proposition 
which  the  House  would  hesitate  hefore  it 
sanctioned.  Even  if  the  pardon  had  not 
passed,  the  Government  would  never  have 
dared  to  carry  the  sentence  into  effect; 
and  the  only  consequence  of  rejecting  the 
Bill  would  he  to  lead  to  a  mitigation  of  the 
punishment,  less  offensive  in  the  view  of 
the  prisoners  and  of  the  puhlic,  than  that 
of  transportation  for  life.  The  mercy  that 
had  heen  tendered  to  them  was  cruelty, 
rendered  the  more  galling  hecause  accom- 
panied hy  circumstances  of  indignity.  All 
that  the  human  mind  could  imagine  of  hor- 
rihle  and  loathsome  was  to  he  found  in 
those  penal  colonies  to  which  the  convicts 
from  England  were  sent;  and  the  true 
question  at  issue  was,  whether  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  would  die  like  a  man  of  honour  on 
the  scaffold,  or  he  exposed  to  treatment  the 
most  inhuman  and  disgusting,  in  the  so- 
ciety of  the  hasest  and  most  hnital  of  the 
human  race.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
her  then  proceeded  to  quote  several  ex- 
tracts from  a  despatch  addressed  to  Lord 
Stanley  hy  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Van 
Piemen's  Laud,  dated  Feh.  6,  1846;  and 
from  the  evidence  of  a  clergyman  who  had 
visited  Port  Arthur  in  the  year  1846,  with 
a  view  of  showing  the  depraved  hahits  and 
condition  of  the  convicts  who  were  confined 
in  the  penal  estahlishments  at  those  places. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Memher  stated  that 
he  referred  to  those  extracts  for  the  pur- 
pose of  justifying  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien 
against  the  taunt  which  had  heen  raised 


against  him,  that  he  had  hlindly  wished 
that  the  penalty  of  death  should  he  en- 
forced against  him,  or  that  in  making  this 
selection  hoth  he  and  his  companions  knew 
well  that  the  alternative  of  death  would 
never  he  carried  into  effect  upon  them.  He 
would  ask  hon.  Memhers  whether,  if  they 
were  themselves  in  the  situation  of  the  pe- 
titioners, they  would  not  also  prefer  to  die 
like  honourahle  men  on  the  scaffold,  rather 
than  he  reduced  to  the  level  of  those  de- 
graded wretches  whose  loathsome  crimes 
polluted  the  penal  colonies  of  this  country  ? 
He  felt  it  a  duty  incumhent  upon  him,  and 
one  from  which  he  could  not  shrink,  to 
throw  every  constitutional  impediment  in 
the  way  of  the  progress  of  this  Bill,  to 
hring  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  a  sharp 
and  rigorous  account  for  their  conduct, 
and  prevent  them  from  shutting  themselves 
up  in  the  mystery  which  all  small  men 
loved  to  affect.  The  last  hour  of  English 
liberty  had  knelled,  if  it  were  to  he  decided 
that  a  great  question  like  this  was  not  to 
he  decided  hefore  the  Judges  of  the  land, 
but  by  a  packed  majority  of  that  House. 
It  was  to  this  pass  that  he  helieved  the 
Whigs,  ever  true  to  their  principles,  were 
rapidly  bringing  this  country.  It  had  been 
said,  that  if  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  had  ac- 
cepted the  pardon,  and  the  conditions  of  it 
were  not  fulfilled,  that  then  the  pardon 
would  have  been  void.  He  would  admit 
that  if  legal  conditions  were  attached  to 
the  pardon,  and  were  not  fulfilled^  that 
then — as  in  the  case  of  recognisances,  of 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Attomej  Ge- 
neral had  spoken — the  pardon  would  be 
void.  But  here  was  the  case  of  a  pardon 
which  was  sought  to  be  imposed  upon  a 
person  convicted  of  treason,  conpled  with 
conditions  of  an  illegal  character,  and  the 
illegality  of  which  could  not  he  purged  or 
taken  away,  unless  Mr.  Smith  0  Brien  re- 
tracted that  refusal,  in  which  he  meant  to 
persist.  The  question  then  arose,  as  to 
what  was  the  effect  of  that  pardon.  He 
had  a  right  to  assume  that  the  pardon  had 
been  actually  granted  with  illegal  condi- 
tions. If,  then,  the  party  refused  to  ac- 
cept the  terms  upon  which  the  pardon  was 
granted,  in  order  to  make  it  a  legal  par- 
don, the  whole  would  be  invalid,  and  the 
parties  must  be  set  at  liberty.  According 
to  Blackstone,  no  power  on  earth  cooM 
compel  a  man  to  consent  to  be  sent  oat  of 
the  country  against  his  will.  If  the  docu- 
ment under  which  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  was 
to  be  transported  contained  a  pardon,  it 
was  good  80  far  as  the  pardon  was  eon- 
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cemed;  but  in  all  that  related  to  transpor- 
tation against  the  consent  of  the  party,  it 
was  illegal  and  invalid.  There  was  no 
doubt  whatever  but  that  that  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  present  pardon.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  thought  that  the  right  to 
inflict  capital  punishment  implied  a  right 
to  inflict  secondary  punishment  also.  But 
that  was  not  the  case.  It  had  been  stated 
that  this  was  the  first  case  of  a  convict 
having  been  so  ill  advised  as  to  refuse  the 
offer  of  life  on  degrading  conditions.  Cope- 
land's  case,  in  tho  time  of  Henry  YIII., 
showed  that  a  gentleman  of  sufficient  spirit 
and  honour  might  be  found  to  do  so.  But 
there  were  also  similar  cases  of  more  re- 
cent occurrence.  In  Jacob's  Law  Die- 
ttonmy,  edited  by  Sir  T.  E.  Tomlins, 
this  passage  appeared  under  the  head  of 
"  Transportation:"— 

'*  To  persons  capitally  convicted,  the  King  fi:^ 
qnentljr  offsrs  pardon  on  the  condition  of  being 
transported.  Many  have  rejected  this  gracious 
offer,  and  there  were  one  or  two  instances  of  per- 
sons so  desperate  as  to  persist  in  their  refusal,  and 
who  in  oonseqnence  suffered  the  execution  of  their 
sentence.  This  difficulty  seems  intended  to  bo 
obviated  by  the  Statute  24  George  HI." 

Sir  T.  B.  Tomlins,  therefore,  was  evi- 
dently of  opinion  that  this  difficulty  was 
not  obviated  in  cases  of  treason.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
called  treason  felony;  he  might  as  well 
have  called  it  trespass.  Was  there  any 
donbt  that  the  Crown  had  the  power  to  re- 
mit a  portion  of  the  sentence,  and  inflict  a 
milder  punishment  than  transportation  for 
life  or  for  a  term  of  years  ?  The  Queen 
might  be  disposed  to  do  as  her  royal  grand- 
sire  did  with  Arthur  O'Connor  and  Hamil- 
ton Rowan,  who  were  banished;  but  that 
conld  not  be  done  if  this  Declaratory  Act 
passed,  as  it  would  limit  the  Crown's  pre- 
rogative of  mercy.  This  Act  was  lex 
privata — a  penal  Act  passed  against  indi- 
viduals, and  he  hoped  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  all  combine  to  resist  so  atroci- 
oos  a  measure. 

Mb.  page  wood  said,  the  question 
before  the  House  was,  whether  they  would 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  or  hear  coun- 
sel at  the  bar.  Now,  they  must  assume 
that  doubts  existed — the  Bill  assumed  that; 
they,  therefore,  did  not  want  counsel  to 
prove  by  argument  that  there  were  doubts, 
that  position  having  been  already  assumed. 
If  they  made  a  further  concession,  and  ad- 
mitted that  ex  post  facto  laws  were  objec- 
tionable, still  that  could  form  no  possible 
ground  for  allowing  counsel  to  be  heard  at 
their  bar,  nor,  on  the  part  of  that  House, 


any  ground  for  opposing  the  Bill.  If  any 
legal  point  had  been  raised,  then  there 
might  bo  something  like  good  grounds  for 
requiring  that  counsel  be  heard;  but  in  the 
absence  of  all  such  reasons,  he  could  not 
support  the  Amendment.  The  doubts  ad- 
mitted by  the  Bill  itself  comprehended  all 
the  doubts  in  the  case,  and  there  was 
therefore  nothing  upon  which  counsel  was 
to  be  heard,  or  on  which  the  House  could 
require  their  aid.  It  had,  however,  been 
objected  to  the  present  measure,  that  it 
would,  if  passed,  be  an  ex  post  facto  law; 
but  that  was  a  question  of  public  policy 
which  they  were  competent  to  decide  with- 
out legal  assistance — whether  it  were  a 
matter  of  hardship  or  of  policy,  it  was  at 
all  events  not  a  question  of  law.  The 
only  conceivable  legal  ground  on  which  the 
question  could  be  placed  was  this,  that 
some  slip  had  been  made  in  Ireland  by  the 
Crown,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
give  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  and  those  associ- 
ated with  him,  tho  benefit  of  a  pardon. 
But  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  was  far 
too  shrewd  to  raise  such  a  point.  The  state 
of  the  facts  appeared  to  be,  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  issued  an  order  for  the  trans- 
portation of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  the 
others.  Now,  they  sought  to  escape  this 
punishment  of  transportation  by  alleging 
that  their  case  came  within  the  operation 
of  an  Act  which  rendered  it  unnecessary 
for  their  pardon  (if  any  should  be  granted 
them)  to  pass  under  the  great  seal.  If 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  the  others  contend- 
ed that  they  could  not  be  transposed  un- 
der that  order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  at  the  same 
time  to  maintain  that  they  were  pardoned 
under  the  Act  upon  which  his  order  was 
founded.  The  condition  must  go  with  the 
pardon;  they  could  not  be  separated.  If 
the  conditions  could  not  stand  in  law,  the 
pardon  must  fall  to  the  ground.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  apparently  acting  under 
the  statute — he  was  acting  under  a  statu- 
table pardon,  which  need  not  pass  the 
great  seal.  The  Crown  was  anxious  to 
exercise  its  prerogative  of  mercy — a  doubt 
arose,  and  the  House  was  called  on  to  re- 
move that  doubt  by  passing  the  present 
Bill.  He  admitted  that  an  ex  post  facto 
law  might  be  drawn  into  an  evil  precedent; 
but  the  present  was  not  a  case  of  that 
kind.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Youghal  complained  as  if  the 
Bill  then  before  them  was  to  take  away 
life;  but  it  ought  not  to  be  so  described* 
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It  was  a  case  of  mercj.  The  Crown  wish- 
ed to  he  gracious  and  merciful,  and  this 
was  a  Bill  to  promote  that  purpose,  he- 
Cause  there  were  douhts  whether  pardon 
could,  in  the  previous  state  of  the  law,  he 
granted  in  that  particular  way.  Supposing 
the  present  Bill  to  pass,  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  would  still  remam  whole,  and 
this  was  manifestly  the  most  convenient 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question,  for  the 
Judges  had  no  power  in  the  case.  In  con- 
sidering the  present  measure,  the  House 
Was  not  called  on  to  say  whether  those  par- 
ties were  rightly  or  wrongly  convicted — 
the  question  was,  whether  or  not  they 
would  cnahle  the  Queen  to  exercise  mercy 
in  the  particular  manner  now  proposed. 
He  should  certainly  support  the  original 
Motion. 

Mr.  KEOGH  ohserved,  that  this  was,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  a  most  extraordinary 
measure,  hecause  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  must  have  known  of  the 
difficulty  to  ho  surmounted.  The  measure 
was  intended  to  take  the  law  out  of  its 
usual  course,  and  surely  for  such  a  mea- 
sure there  ought  to  he  some  justification 
on  the  ground  of  political  expediency.  He 
asked  whether  the  present  state  of  Ireland 
demanded  an  appeal  to  the  House  for  ex- 
traordinary legislation?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat,  said  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
petitioners  should  he  heard  at  the  har;  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
said  that  there  was  no  shadow  of  douht  hut 
that  the  Crown  had  the  power  to  transport 
these  persons.  Now,  if  this  were  the  case, 
why  should  they  he  called  upon  to  pass  a 
measure  which  declared  that  considerable 
doubts  did  exist  ?  The  Bill  was,  in  effect, 
to  allow  the  Crown  to  inflict  a  severer 
punishment  upon  tho  prisoners  than  was 
now  necessary.  He  confessed  he  could 
not  view  the  difficulties  of  the  case  in 
the  same  light  which  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral did,  because  a  return  might  he  made 
to  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  the  Court 
then  decide  whether  the  prisoner  could  he 
retained  or  not.  If  the  petitioners  had  no 
locus  standi  before  a  court  of  law,  that  fact 
was  an  argument  why  they  should  he  heard 
at  the  bar  of  the  House.  He  thought  this 
was  not  a  case  in  which  capital  punish- 
ment could  bo  inflicted,  and,  therefore,  the 
petitioners  stood  in  this  position — that  not 
being  amenable  to  punishment  by  death, 
and  being  amenable  to  confinement  for 
life,  the  Crown  now  desired  by  this  Bill  to 
inflict,  by  transportation,  a  greater  punish- 


ment than  it  could  otherwise  inflict.  He 
saw  no  reason  why  the  prisoners  might 
not  he  respited  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
Crown.  In  the  year  1798,  Neilson,  Bond, 
and  the  other  prisoners  engaged  in  the 
rehelhon  in  Ireland,  were  respited  during 
the  pleasure  of  the  Crown,  and  they  were 
afterwards  sent  to  Fort  George,  in  Scot- 
land, and,  after  some  time,  the  Crown 
allowed  them  to  expatriate  themselTes. 
[The  Attorney  General:  Yes,  bat  that 
was  under  a  particular  Act  of  Parliament.] 
Well,  even  if  it  was,  why  might  not  the 
prisoners  he  respited  during  the  pleasure 
of  the  Sovereign?  He  believed  if  this 
were  done,  and  if  those  persons  were  re- 
tained in  custody  for  some  lime,  they 
might  afterwards  with  safety  be  permitted 
to  expatriate  themselves.  He  appealed  to 
the  House  to  say  whether  the  Btate  of  Ire- 
land was  such  as  to  lead  the  GoTemment 
to  apprehend  any  danger  from  the  custody 
of  those  persons  in  Ireland.  No  country 
on  the  face  of  tho  globe  had  ever  suffered 
so  much  as  Ireland  had  lately  done*  but 
the  people  had  remained  true  to  the  law, 
and  true  to  their  attachment  to  the  Crown 
and  constitution.  It  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  there  were  many  extenuating 
circumstances  to  be  urged  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien  and  his  fbllowers.  Le- 
niency ought  to  be  extended  to  them,  be- 
cause they  had  not  been  convicted  of  any 
previous  offence  against  the  laws.  They 
were  not  governed  by  any  sordid  motives. 
They  had  not  endeavoured  to  overtum  the 
social  condition*  of  the  country,  and  fnnn 
the  first  moment  they  had  declared  them- 
selves anxious  to  respect  the  rights  of  ]nt>- 
perty.  It  was  true  they  had  been  con- 
victed of  high  treason,  but  he  was  con- 
vinced that  their  only  desire  was  to  obttm 
a  repeal  of  the  legislative  Union.  They 
did  not  seek  the  subversol  of  the  consti- 
tution, and,  least  of  all,  did  they  ever  con- 
template any  attempt  on  the  life  of  the 
Sovereign. 

Mr.  Serjeant  TALFOURD  thought 
it  unnecessary  that  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  tor  the 
University  of  Dublin  should  be  acceded 
to,  because  he  considered  it  imposriUe 
that  ingenuity  could  suggest  any  ponto 
on  behalf  of  these  prisoners  which  had 
not  been  argued  by  those  hon.  Membeif 
who  had  truly  been  their  counsel  in  their 
places  in  that  House.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  was  an  extraordinary  measora; 
and,  upon  that  observation^  he  would  re- 
tort that  it  arose  out  of  most  eztraorA- 
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nary  oireamstances.  If  a  stranger  had 
entered  the  House  during  a  portion  of  this 
debate,  he  would  have  supposed  that  some 
gross  cruelty — some  injury  and  wrong — 
was  about  to  be  inflicted  upon  an  innocent 
party*  for  he  could  not  have  thought  that 
the  only  object  they  had  in  view  was  to 
remoTe  an  obstacle  to  the  fitting  exercise 
of  a  most  gracious  act  of  Koyal  clemen- 
cy. There  had  been,  on  the  part  of  the 
prisoners,  an  attempt  to  take  advantage 
of  the  eariy  intimation  which  had  been 
given  them  of  that  clemency.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  an  order  for  the 
transportation  of  the  prisoners  had  actual- 
ly been  issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Irelandk  No  such  order  had  been  issued; 
but  to  remove  all  anxiety  from  the  minds 
of  the  prisoners  and  their  friends,  a  letter 
VTBB  written  by  Mr.  Redington,  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  the  governor  of 
the  Bridewell  where  the  prisoners  were 
confined,  stating  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Crown  that  the  extreme 
sentence  of  the  law  should  be  carried  into 
effect,  but  that  it  would  be  commuted  to 
transportation  for  life.  That  was  not, 
then,  a  simple  declaration  of  pardon,  but 
it  was  coupled  with  a  qualification  without 
which  the  pardon  would  be  regarded  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  as  anything  but  a  true  act  of 
gnM^ ;  and  the  Government  were  now 
asking  for  the  means  of  effecting  this 
most  gracious  purpose.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  that  this  question  could  be 
brought — as  some  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  suppose — before  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  Dublin;  because  the  object  of  a 
writ  of  habeiu  corpus  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  party  was  in  lawful  custody, 
and  what  special  return  could  be  made — 
even  if  there  were  a  willingness  to  indulge 
the  extraordinary  disposition  of  these 
prisoners — ^which  would  shut  out  the  fact 
that  they  were  attainted  of  high  treason, 
and  that  if  mercy  were  extended  to  them 
it  must  be  upon  certain  conditions.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
▼ersity  had  said  that  the  case  of  these 
prisoners  was  one  in  which  the  extreme 
punishment  of  the  law  ought  not  to  be 
carried  into  effect.  He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Tal- 
ibnrd)  begged,  on  behalf  of  a  large  body 
of  people  in  this  country,  to  differ  entirely 
from  that  proposition,  if  they  were  to  re- 
paid nothing  but  the  atrocity  of  the  of- 
fanee.  He  would  grant,  however,  that 
taking    into   consideration  the    peculiar 


character  and  conduct  —  including  many 
personal  excellences  —  and  the  high  de- 
scent and  connexions  of  the  principal 
traitor  in  this  case  —  considering  the  de- 
sirableness of  showing  mercy  and  clemen- 
cy to  those  whom  he  deluded — whom  he 
instigated,  and  whom  he  betrayed;  and 
considering  also  the  strong  repugnance 
felt  by  a  large  body  of  thinking  people 
in  this  country  to  the  infliction  of  the 
punishment  of  death,  many  persons  had 
rejoiced — and  he  (Mr.  Serjeant  Talfourd), 
too,  rejoiced  that  the  punishment  of  deat^ 
was  averted  in  this  particular  case.  But 
if  he  were  asked  to  look  upon  this  case 
with  reference  to  the  ordinary  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  he  did  not  think  it  one 
which  called  for  merciful  consideration, 
and  he  deemed  it  an  act  of  the  greatest 
clemency  to  extend  such  mercy  as  he 
thought  had  been  too  un thankfully  re- 
ceived and  too  ungraciously  requited.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Athlone 
had  suggested  that  these  persons  should 
be  imprisoned  for  life,  with  a  sentence 
of  death  perpetually  hanging  over  them, 
and  respited  from  time  to  time.  He 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Talfourd)  did  not  deny  that 
the  Crown  might  from  time  to  time  re- 
spite sentence  of  death,  and  might  even- 
tually pardon  with  or  without  conditions; 
but,  to  contemplate  the  infliction  of  im- 
prisonment for  life  under  colour  of  per- 
petual respites  from  time  to  time,  was  one 
of  the  most  unconstitutional  suggestions 
that  could  be  made.  One  of  the  pro- 
visions of  Magna  Charta  was  that  exces- 
sive imprisoment  should  not  be  inflicted; 
but  if  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  adopted,  this 
privilege  would  be  a  nullity.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Youghall  seemed 
to  suppose  that  these  parties  would  bo 
transported  to  Norfolk  Island,  or  that  the 
punishment  would  be  carried  out  under 
circumstances  of  peculiar  humiliation.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  apprehensions 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  were 
wholly  unwarranted,  and  that  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  prisoners 
would  be  treated  with  any  undue  severity. 
Although  this  Bill  recited  that  doubts 
had  arisen  with  reference  to  the  law,  he 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  Irish  Act 
empowered  the  Queen  to  annex  the  con- 
dition of  transportation  to  her  pardon,  or 
—if  She  thought  fit — to  transport  a  per- 
son liable  to  the  punishment  of  death; 
and  he  entertained  no  doubt  that  if  the 
order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  been 
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executed,  it  would  have  been  a  perfectly 
legal  proceeding.  He  thought  this  Bill 
had  been  wisely  and  fitly  introduced,  not 
to  deprive  the  accused  of  any  right,  for 
they  had  none,  but  to  prevent  the  small- 
est question  arising  as  to  the  existence 
of  any  legal  obstacle.  He  regarded  it 
as  an  act  of  clemency  most  wise — most 
just — and  most  considerate — a  clemency 
which  he  thought  ought  to  find  a  response 
in  the  heart  of  every  Irishman — a  clem- 
ency which  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  defeat  by  refusing  their  assent  to 
this  Bill,  and  which  ho  trusted  they  would 
not  delay  by  the  nnnnecessary  course  of 
hearing  counsel  at  the  bar. 

Mb.  E.  B.  ROCHE  observed,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  last 
spoken  had  given  his  support  not  many 
nights  since  to  a  Bill  for  affording  indemnity 
to  rebels  in  Canada.  The  Canadian  rebel- 
lion was  wide  spread,  and  he  (Mr.  Roehe) 
might  almost  say,  successful.  Property 
was  destroyed;  blood  was  shed;  and  the 
dominion  of  this  country  over  the  colony 
was  perilled.  In  Ireland  they  had  a  re- 
bellion which  was  futile ;  no  property  was 
destroyed,  nor  was  an  attempt  made  to 
shake  off  the  dominion  of  this  country; 
yet  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Read- 
ing was  prepared  by  his  vote  to-night  to 
aggravate  the  punishment  of  the  persons 
engaged  in  that  rebellion.  It  was  said 
that  the  desire  of  Mr.  Smith  O^Brien,  and 
the  other  parties  convicted,  was  to  be  made 
martyrs;  but  it  was  by  bringing  in  such  a 
Bill  as  the  present,  and  attaching  notoriety 
to  them,  that  the  Qovernmeut  made  them 
greater  martyrs  than  they  were  before. 
If  the  Bill  were  necessary,  it  made  a  new 
law  to  punish  a  past  offence;  and  if  it  were 
not  necessary,  it  only  served  to  give  to 
those  persons  an  importance  which,  it  was 
said,  they  were  anxious  for.  Would  any 
one  believe,  if  the  case  had  arisen  in  Eng- 
land, that  such  a  proceeding  would  be  per- 
mitted ?  To  adopt  it,  then,  in  the  present 
instance,  would  only  bo  furnishing  an  argu- 
ment to  those  who  maintained  that  the 
legislation  for  England  was  different  from 
the  legislation  for  Ireland.  If  the  vain 
and  foolish  acts  of  these  foolish  men  had 
been  committed  in  England,  the  convicted 
parties  would  not  be  hanged  in  this  coun- 
try after  the  lapse  of  twelve  months,  and  at 
a  period  when  quietness  prevailed ;  and, 
indeed,  the  official  letter  which  had  been 
written  was  an  admission  that  these  parties 
ought  not  to  be  hanged  in  Ireland.  But 
the  Government  now  proposed  to  change 


the  law  by  which  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and 
the  other  persons  in  question  might  be 
confined  during  their  lives,  in  order  to  sub- 
stitute for  it  transportation — a  punishment 
which,  considering  the  men  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  been  educated,  he 
conceived  would  be  more  aggravated  and 
horrible  to  them  than  the  punishment  of 
death. 

Mr.  LAWLESS  contended  that  tbii 
was  a  glorious  opportunity  for  the  exercise 
of  the  Queen's  prerogatiy.e  to  the  fuDest 
extent;  but  the  present  advisers  of  the 
Crown,  by  a  shortsighted  policy,  pre- 
vented her  exercising  that  prerogative 
which  he  believed  She  herself  desired. 
Such  clemency  would  render  future  re- 
bellion in  Ireland  impossible.  After  re- 
ferring to  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Doherty, 
which  he  contended  was  one  of  peculiar 
hardship,  inasmuch  as  he  had  been  tried 
three  times  and  acquitted  twice,  and  when 
convicted  was  strongly  recommended  to 
mercy  by  the  jury,  the  hou.  Gentleiiiia 
went  on  to  say  that  in  his  opinion  tfaii 
Bill  was  being  hurried  through  Parliament 
in  the  same  manner  that  all  Bills  against 
Ireland  were  urged  by  the  preaent  Govem- 
ment.  They  would  not  dare  to  adopt  BQcb 
a  course  with  respect  to  England.  He 
would,  therefore,  pledge  himself  to  oppose 
every  stage  of  this  Bill;  and  if  he  stood 
alone,  he  would  divide  the  House  a  hundred 
times  rather  than  let  the  measure  pass. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  was  anxious  to  treat 
the  question  as  a  constitutional  one,  be- 
cause he  thought  that  in  that  pobt  of 
view  he  should  obtain  more  of  the  attentktt 
of  hon.  Members  in  that  House.  He  de- 
nied that  the  present  Bill  was  an  act  of 
mercy.  The  letter  of  the  Lord  Lieutauat 
to  those  gentlemen  stated  that  the  originil 
sentence  passed  upon  them  would  not  be 
carried  out.  Under  those  circumstaneei, 
he  submitted,  it  was  utterly  impossible 
that  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law  conU 
be  now  exacted.  This  Bill,  then,  whiek 
was  introduced  for  the  purposo  of  enabling 
the  Government  to  transport  these  pcrscm 
for  life,  could  not,  for  one  moment,  be 
looked  upon  as  carrying  out  the  Teeom- 
mendation  of  mercy.  Considering  the  pe- 
sent  condition  of  Ireland,  the  detemuns* 
tion  of  the  people,  even  whilst  suffering 
the  most  dreadful  privations,  to  avoid  any 
outrage  upon  property — considering  hov 
little  the  rights  of  property  had  been  in- 
vaded during  the  late  insurrection,  he 
thought  the  Government  would  have  ex- 
hibited both  good  policy  and  wisdom  ia 
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not  only  dedinmg  to  carry  out  tbe  extreme 
penalty  of  the  law,  but  in  avoiding  an 
application  to  Parliament  for  power  to 
enable  them  to  carry  out  a  punishment 
that  was  nearly  as  severe  as  death — 
namely,  the  transportation  of  those  gentle- 
men for  life  to  a  penal  colony.  He  could 
not  avoid  remarking  the  difference  of  their 
conduct  towards  Canada.  He  was  un- 
willing to  believe  that  that  difference  was 
influenced  by  the  fact  of  Canada  being 
nearer  to  the  United  States,  and  further 
firmn  the  mother  country,  than  Ireland  was. 
The  chief  person  against  whom  this  Bill 
was  aimed  had  been  for  twenty  years  a 
Member  of  this  House,  during  which  time 
lie  bad  been  most  assiduous  in  his  attend- 
ance,  from  the  belief  that  his  country 
would  yel  receive  ample  justice  from  the 
British  Legislature.  It  was  not  until  the 
eleventh  hour  that  he  was  induced  to  turn 
his  attention  to  the  agitation  that  was  then 
going  on  in  Ireland,  under  the  conviction 
that  ^t  justice  which  he  demanded,  and 
whieh  be  saw  his  country  required,  could 
not  be  obtained  here,  but  must  only  be 
•ought  for  through  a  domestic  legislature. 
He  (Mr.  Fagan)  had  the  pleasure  of  his 
aeqnaintance,  as  well  as  that  of  the  ac- 
quaintance of  one  of  his  fellow-prisoners, 
and  he  did  not  for  one  moment  believe 
that  they  had  ever  contemplated  separa- 
tion or  rebellion  against  Her  Majesty's 
authoriW.  Never,  until  the  introduction 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Act, 
was  anything  like  violence  contemplated. 
He  knew,  on  the  contrary,  the  deep  anxiety 
felt  by  those  gentlemen  to  prevent  the 
growth  of  disaffection  towards  this  coun- 
try. It  was  to  the  introduction  of  the  un- 
fortunate measure  for  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  that  the  unfor- 
tunate event  which  gave  rise  to  this  mea- 
sure was  to  be  attributed.  Although  this 
BUI  was  called  by  some  hon.  Members 
here  as  an  act  of  mercy,  he  looked  upon  it 
only  in  the  light  of  another  act  of  coercion 
against  his  misgoverned  and  afflicted  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  godson  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  admitted, 
by  the  authority  of  Comyn's  Digest, 
that  the  Crown  at  common  law  had  fiill 
power  to  enforce  the  conditions  of  a  pardon. 
To  that  law  he  (Mr.  Godson)  fully  sub- 
■eribed.  If,  then,  the  Crown  had  that 
power  at  common  law,  the  punishment  the 
CIrown  would  then  enforce  would  of  neces- 
sity be  a  common-law  punishment.  Now, 
a  eommon-law  punishment  was  fine  and 
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imprisonment;  therefore  the  common-law 
punishment  which  could  have  been  substi- 
tuted for  death  would  have  been  iine  and 
imprisonment.  He  took  that  to  be  good 
law,  upon  the  admission  of  the  Attorney 
General  himself.  If  that  be  the  case,  then 
this  Bill  was  wholly  unnecessary;  and  if 
the  Crown  had  substituted  imprisonment 
for  death  in  this  case,  he  thought  that  they 
would  never  have  had  this  discussion.  It 
was  not  until,  mistaking  their  proper  course, 
they  substituted  transportation  for  death, 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  thought  it 
necessary  to  look  into  the  law  for  autho- 
rity to  sustain  the  course  that  had  been 
taken.  This  inquiry  should  rather  have 
been  made  before  they  consented  to 
substitute  transportation  for  death.  The 
present  Bill  might  then  be  withdrawn, 
and  imprisonment  inflicted.  It  had  been 
asserted  that  the  word  "felon**  in  the 
1 2th  Geo.  I.,  of  necessity  included  the 
traitor.  If  that  be  agreed,  then  he  said 
that  the  Bill,  instead  of  being  a  Bill  of 
mercy,  was  the  very  contrary;  for  it  was 
proposed  by  it  to  increase  the  punishment 
that  could  otherwise  be  inflicted,  from  im- 
prisonment— the  common-law  punishment 
— to  transportation.  It  was  said,  it  was 
obvious  that  those  who  penned  the  Act  of 
12th  Geo.  I.  intended  to  include  traitors 
in  the  word  **  felon.**  It  should,  however, 
be  recollected,  that  there  is  no  rule  of  law 
so  clear  as  this — that  in  all  criminal  pro- 
ceedings the  words  must  be  taken  in  their 
ordinary  sense,  and  no  inferences  were  al- 
lowed to  extend  the  meaning  of  a  penal 
statute.  If,  therefore,  the  12th  George  I., 
as  hitherto  read,  applied  to  felons  only, 
they  could  not  now  for  the  first  time  read 
the  word  **  felon  '*  in  the  enlarged  sense  of 
traitor.  In  all  their  elementary  books  of 
law,  crime  was  divided  into  three  classes — 
namely,  treason,  felony,  and  misdemeanor. 
Now,  he  would  ask  whether  they  supposed 
that  a  lawyer,  when  reading  a  book  upon 
felony,  necessarily  carried  in  his  mind  the 
question  of  treason?  No;  nothing,  per- 
haps, would  be  further  from  his  thoughts 
at  such  a  moment.  They  could  not  en- 
large the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word 
"  felon  *'  so  as  to  make  it  include  traitor. 
At  common  law  the  Crown  could  not  in- 
flict the  punishment  of  transportation;  at 
common  law  such  a  punishment  was  un- 
known. It  was  not  until  about  the  time  of 
Charles  II.  that  they  had  any  mention 
made  of  transportation.  It  was  his  im- 
pression that  if  the  attention  of  the  law 
officers  in  Ireland  had  been  drawn  to  theso 
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facts,  and  if  they  had  heen  aware  that  the 
Queen  could  at  common  law  enforce  im- 
prisonment, the  letter  intimating  that  the 
punishment  of  transportation  would  he 
carried  into  effect  would  never  have  heen 
written,  and  they  would  never  have  heard 
of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  his  feelings  would 
not  allow  him  to  remain  entirely  silent. 
He  wished  the  House  to  consider  what  the 
practical  effect  of  passing  this  Bill  would 
he  upon  the  gentlemen  who  were  to  he  af- 
fected by  it.  It  had  heen  admitted  hy  al- 
most who  had  spoken  on  the  suhject,  that 
it  was  idle  to  imagine  that  the  sentence  of 
death  could  be  carried  into  effect.  ["  No, 
no !  '*]  Legally,  of  course,  the  sentence  could 
be  carried  out,  but  what  he  meant  was,  that 
practically  it  could  not.  There  was  no  doubt 
the  Government  had  the  power  of  imprison- 
ment for  life,  but  the  effect  of  this  Bill 
would  be  to  allow  them  to  change  the 
punishment  of  imprisonment  for  life  into 
transportation.  Therefore,  the  real  and 
practical  effect  of  the  measure  was  to  enable 
the  Government  to  inflict  a  heavier  penalty 
than  was  now  in  their  power,  unless  the 
Bill  were  to  pass.  Consequently,  in  that 
point  of  view,  he  regarded  the  measure  as 
ex  post  facto  legislation.  He  exhorted  the 
Government  to  remember  the  memorials 
and  petitions  that  had  been  presented  by 
the  very  parties  in  Ireland  who  had  been 
most  subject<)d  to  the  evil  and  unfortunate 
effects  of  the  misguided  movement  of  last 
year,  and  yet  who  had  come  forward  to 
pray  for  a  mitigation  of  the  sentence.  Ap- 
peals such  as  these  ought  to  have  some  effect 
upon  the  minds  of  the  Government  and  that 
House. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  ho  had  paid 
great  attention  to  all  the  arguments  on 
both  sides  of  the  question,  and  particular 
attention  to  the  law  arguments.  It  struck 
him  as  singular  that  all  the  lawyers  who 
advocated  this  Bill  had  declared  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  it.  The  literal  trans- 
lation of  the  whole  matter  appeared  to  be 
this :  Her  Majesty  had  the  power  of 
directing  the  sentence  of  death  to  be  car- 
ried out.  Her  Majesty,  feeling  mercifully 
disposed,  and  her  advisers  coinciding  in 
Her  Majesty's  opinion,  had  determined 
that  the  sentence  should  not  be  carried 
out;  and  for  that  they,  in  his  judgment, 
deserved  great  credit,  although  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Reading  that  this  was  an  act  of  mercy 
"^t*  which  every  Irishman  ought  to  feel 
kful.      He   (Mr.   Reynolds)  was    an 


Irishman,  and  gloried  in  the  name,  and 
he,  for  one,  was  not  thankful  for  this  aet 
of  mercy,  and  he  thought  it  a  misnomer 
and  a  misapplication  of  the  term  to  call  it 
an  act  of  mercy.  What  were  the  facts? 
These  men,  misguided  and  misled,  as  he 
admitted  them  to  have  been,  were  sen- 
tenced to  death.  Public  opinion  in  Eng- 
land and  in  Ireland,  had  declared  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  hanged.  A  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  persons  in  Ireland,  consist- 
ing of  the  nobility  and  gentry,  and  the 
clergy  of  all  persuasions,  called  upon  the 
Government  for  mercy  towards  these  men; 
and  believed  that  even  a  smaller  punish- 
ment than  transportation  for  life  ought  to 
be  inflicted  upon  these  men.  He  coin- 
cided with  that  opinion,  although  there 
was  not  a  man  in  or  out  of  that  House 
who  had  condemned  their  policy  and  pro- 
ceedings oftener  than  he  had  done.  He 
belonged  to  a  different  school  of  politicians 
in  Ireland — the  moral-force  politicians.  He 
believed  that  the  demand  for  political  ame- 
lioration should  be  made  at  the  bar  of  that 
House.  They  (the  prisoners)  thought  differ- 
ently, believing  that  by  force  of  arms  thOT 
could  emancipate  their  country.  It  was  said, 
they  tried  the  experiment.  He  denied  that 
they  tried  the  experiment.  They  followed 
their  own  passions;  they  acted  without  re- 
flection; they  went  into  the  proTincet— 
and  what  occurred  ?  It  was  dignified  with 
the  name  of  rebellion.  A  name  could  not 
have  heen  given  which  it  less  deserved.  A 
rebellion !  They  were  three  months  among 
the  people;  no  man  suffered  in  his  pro- 
perty to  tho  extent  of  a  shilling,  and  one 
life  was  lost  in  a  row  with  the  police.  But 
if  the  people  of  Ireland  had  really  re- 
sponded  to  the  call,  not  the  40,000  troops, 
nor  four  times  forty  thousand,  would  have 
been  sufficient  to  put  them  down.  Bit 
the  people  of  Ireland  laughed  at  the  ^^ 
hellion.  There  was  no  rebellion  at  sll; 
and  it  was  just  a  puddle  in  a  storm.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  he  aware  that  the 
paper  which  had  heen  alluded  to,  beariiig 
date  the  5th  June  instant,  was  read  to  the 
prisoners  on  the  day  it  bore  date;  thit 
upon  the  9th  June,  the  Saturday  f«dloir- 
ing,  a  posse  of  police  and  military  vinlel 
the  front  of  the  gaol  in  which  the  prisonen 
were  confined,  and  almost  surronnded  it; 
that  the  governor  of  the  gaol  waited  m 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  his  fBllow-pri- 
soncrs  in  their  cells,  and  stated  thai  ttej 
were  to  prepare  themselves  for  dcmartare, 
for  they  were  to  be  eonreyed  to  tiia  plasl 
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of  their  destination;    that  the  prisoners 
packed  ap  their  luggage,  got  themselves 
in  travelling  order,  and  descended  to  the 
poreh  of  ue  prison,    where  they  waited 
three  hours,  hoping  every  moment  to  he 
put  in  the  vans  which  were  to  carry  them 
away;    that  another  order  arrived,    and 
they  were  directed  to  go  hack  into  their 
cells,  and  that  the  police  and  military  were 
Bent    ahout    their    business?     What    he 
wanted  to  know  was,  whether  any  warrant 
had  been  sent  £rom  the  Castle  on  the  9th 
of  June,  this  document  bearing  date  on 
the  5th  of  June  ?    What  was  now  proposed 
to  be  done  ?     It  was  proposed  to  pass  an 
Act  to  enable  the  authorities  to  transport 
Mr.   Smith  O'Brien    and   his  fellow-pri- 
soners for  life  to  one  of  the  most  remote 
colonies  under  the  British  Crown;  and  that 
was  called  mercy.     Well,   it   might  be 
mercy  under  different  circumstances;  but 
be  must  remind  the  House  of  other  cir- 
cumstances, for  he  pitied  the  wives  and 
chQdren  of  these  men.     In  this  respect 
how  was  Mr.  O'Brien  situated?     He  had 
A  wife  and  seven  children,  the  eldest  of 
whom  was  only  nine  years  old.     These 
were  to  be  torn  from  him,  and  he  was  to 
be  sent  to  a  remote  colony.     Perhaps  it 
might   be  said  that  this  crime  of  high 
treason  was  so  great  that  it  admitted  of  no 
minor  punishment;  but  let  them   search 
the  annals  of  convictions  and  sentences, 
and  they  would  find  offences  of  greater 
enormity  not  visited  so  heavily;   and  he 
really  thought  that  the  expressed  feelings 
and  wishes  of  150,000  people  of  all  reli- 
gious ponuasions  in  Ireland  ought  to  have 
some  weight  with  the  Government.     Some 
excuse  should  be  made  for  a  man  of  hot 
temperament  beholding  his  fellow-country- 
men sinking  day  after  day  into  the  grave 
in  misery  and  starvation,  the  sad  result  of 
centuries  of  misgovernment,  until  he  be- 
came excited  into   that  state  in  which, 
ihank  God,  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  never  had 
been — a  state  of  despair — in  which  he  said 
tbat  no  good  could  ever  be  obtained  from 
ED^ishmen  for  his  country,  and  then  com- 
mitted himself,  his  family,  his  prospects, 
in  a   shattered  and  wretched  vessel,   in 
which  all  were  wrecked.     Let  the  House 
recollect  this — the  eyes  of  the  suffering 
and  unfortunate  people  of  Ireland  were 
vpon  their  legislation,  and  it  would  proba- 
bqr  be  said  ihat  they  were  too  severe  upon 
laese  unfortunate  men — that  a  Bill  to  trans- 
port ihem  had  been  passed  with,  he  would 
Bot  say  indecent  haste,  but  certainly  with 
tmilway  xapidity,  through  one  branch  of 


the  Legislature — and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  it  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  half-past  one  o'clock  on  Sa- 
turday morning.  [Sir  G.  Grey  :  The  BiE 
was  introduced  as  soon  as  it  was  brought 
down  by  messengers  from  the  Lords.] 
There  were  only  twenty-seven  Members 
present,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
moved  the  first  reading  at  that  hour  on 
Saturday  morning.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
happened  to  be  leaving  the  House  at  the 
time,  when  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Portarlington  said  to  him,  ''Are  you 
aware  of  what  has  been  done — of  what  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  done?  He  has 
carried  the  first  reading  of  that  flagrant 
Felony  BiU."  He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  re- 
turned and  asked  the  Speaker  if  that  were 
the  case;  and  the  reply  was  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was,  that  it  was  the  natural  course 
that  a  Bill  coming  from  the  House  of 
Lords  should  be  read  a  first  time.  He 
(Mr.  Reynolds)  respected  the  Lords  as 
much  as  they  were  entitled  to,  but  cer- 
tainly not  so  much  as  to  read  for  the  first 
time,  out  of  courtesy  to  them,  a  Bill 
against  which  he  should  have  divided  the 
House.  And  he  had  then  an  excellent 
opportunity  of  opposing  the  Bill,  for  he 
should  have  moved  that  the  House  be 
counted,  and  thus  have  delayed  the  mea- 
sure at  least  one  stage.  He  appealed  to 
the  Government  and  the  House  on  behalf 
of  these  unfortunate  men,  on  the  ground 
of  their  long  suffering,  of  the  suffering  of 
their  wives  and  families,  and  on  the  ground 
of  the  peaceable  and  loyal  state  of  the 
country;  and  he  assured  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  if  they  were  to  order  the 
liberation  of  these  men  on  the  condition 
that  they  would  voluntarily  expatriate 
themselves,  the  act  would  be  received  as  a 
compliment  by  the  people,  and  would  do 
more  to  pacify  Ireland  than  a  resort  to  any 
such  coercive  measures  as  the  present. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  Sir,  1  cannot  re- 
concile it  to  my  sense  of  duty  to  give  a 
silent  vote  upon  this  question.  If  I  con- 
sulted only  my  feelings,  I  should  abstain 
from  saying  anything  upon  the  present  oc- 
casion; for  during  many  years  while  Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien  sat  in  this  House,  I  was  on 
terms  of  easy  and  almost  friendly  commu- 
nication with  him,  several  of  his  nearest 
relations  being  my  most  intimate  friends; 
and  under  anv  circumstances,  considering 
Mr.  Smith  0  Brien*s  present  condition,  I 
should  think  it  inexcusable  on  my  part  to 
say  anything  which  could  tend  to  the  ag- 
P2 
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to  every  lawyer  in  this  House  and  out  of  it, 
^  and  I  want  to  know  if  any  will  have  the 

sndaciiy  to  say  that  treason  is  not  felony  ? 
^'-  It  18  true,  mere  felony  may  not  be  treason, 

Iml  it  does  not  require  a  magician  to  dis- 
^^  tan  that  difference.  Every  treason  is  a 
^4biimj»  and  the  chapter  of  the  law  passed 
=4idie  reign  of  George  III.  says  that  every 
^^^JjhHnon  convicted  of  felony  may  he  trans- 
These  persons  are  convicted  of 
on.  Then  comes  the  question — is 
=  ^^i||»i  treason  a  felony?  I  have  in  my 
■slimd  the  text-hook  of  the  law — Black- 
■alloiiey  and  he  says — 

^^.   ^Treason  itaelf,  says  Sir  Edward  Coke,  was 

'^*iiliinnt1j  oomprised  under   the  name  of  felony, 

£  ml  in  oonflrmation   of  this   we   may  observe, 

r    that  the  statate  of  treasons,   25    Edward  III., 

..  p».$,  ipaaking  of  some  dubious  crimes,  directs 

A  nftranoe  to  Parliament ;  that  it  may  be  there 

gMmfgod,  'whether  they  be   treason,    or  other 

£.  mkmy.'    All  treasons,  therefore,  strictly  speak- 

kig,  are  felonies :  though  all  felonies  are  not 
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. ..^inie  only  thing  I  wonder  at  is,  that  there 

dd  have  been  a   law  adviser  of  the 

own  who  would  have  disputed  the  pro- 

ntion  that  treason  is  felony.     Looking 

I  the  question  in  a  law  sense,  there  can 

I  no  doubt  upon  it.     But  there  is  a  state- 

nt  that  the  law  is  retrospective,  and  that 

finding  a  judgment  and  making  a 

hment  after  a  crime   is  committed. 

'Hear,  hear!"]      That  cheer    is  just 

;  I  expected.     I  know  that  there  are 

JjpenMmB  so  destitute  of  all  law  as  to  make 

ll^diat  an  argument  in  the  present  case.     All 

aj^j-fcreaaon,  I  say,  is  governed  in  Ireland,  as 

>Jb  England,  by  the  law  I  have  quoted. 

. ,  Vreason  is  felony,  and  I  call  upon  any  law- 

^^^f«r  to  tell  me  it  is  not.    But  look  at  the 

mestion  without  reference  to  a  lawyer's 

Views.      These  persons  are  convicted  of 

f '.treason:  they  are  subject  to  the  utmost 

^ ''fenalty  of  tho  law  :  they  may  be  hanged 

!-*lD-niorrow.      The   kindly  feeling  of   the 

f/^mixntrj  acts  upon  tho  Ministry.     Gentle- 

1^'  inen  sitting  on  that  bench  tell  them,  that 

''"^adChoagh  this  be  the  law,  although  these 

iMSi  be  brought  directly  under  the  effect 

*^€f  the  law,  although  there  be  nothing  to 

JfKBVeat  their  being  hanged  to-morrow,  yet 

meh  is  the  kind  feeling  of  the  people  of 

"dda  country  that  they  wish  that  punish- 

flient  to  be  commuted  to  transportation. 

Sot  I  have  heard  that  transportation  is  a 

^^SBore  painful  punishment  than  death.     I 

^Imre  heard  it  said,  I  believe,  in  this  House. 

*4F&i0  IS  the  way  in  which  men  trifle  with 

wach  grave*  subjects.     If  any  Gentleman 

WigOGted  to  this  punishment  preferred  to 


be  hanged —    [Interruption.]    1  am  not 
speaking  in  the  slightest  degree  in  the  way 
of  joke,  but  am  treating  the  subject  in  a 
very    serious   way.       These  men   either 
meant  something  or  nothing,  and  probably 
their  belief  was,  that  the  kindly  feeling  of 
the  people  of  this  country  was  so  strong  on 
this  matter,  that  if  even  by  a  quibble  they 
could  be  brought  out  of  their  peculiar  posi- 
tion, they  would  escape  from  the  uttermost 
punishment   of  the  law.     But  I  will  tell 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment  what   I   would   do  were  I   in  his 
position.     I  would  hang  them  to-morrow 
rather  than  allow  them  to  escape  by  such  a 
means.     I   object  to  the  punishment  of 
death;  but  while  the  law  stands  as  it  is, 
I  am  not  to  be  twisted  from  my  purpose, 
nor  the  Government  of  this  country  to  be 
placed  in  jeopardy  by  any  such  proceeding 
as  this.     I  heard  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  said  to-night,  and  I  shall  not 
forget  what  he  said.     Do  not  let  him  sup- 
pose that  it  is  for  the  wisdom  of  it.     He 
says  that  there  was  a  ridiculous  attempt  at 
insurrection,  that  if  they  had  not  made  this 
false  move,  it  would  have  been  found  that 
there  were  some  persons  who  would  have 
made  a  real  move,  and  that  he  would  have 
been  among  such  persons. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  rose  to  order.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  made  him 
represent  himself  as  a  traitor,  and  say  that 
ho  would  have  succeeded  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  in  his  attempt.  He  said  no  such 
thing.  Let  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man tell  the  truth. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  I  do  not  think  it  un- 
likely  that  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
passed  from  his  memory  very  soon  after  he 
uttered  it;  and  I  do  not  suppose  that  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  say  would  rest  on 
anybody's  mind.  But  there  was  something 
so  extraordinary  and  ludicrous  in  the  state- 
ments he  made,  that  by  accident  they  are 
left  on  my  memory.  He  did  say  it.  I  re- 
assert it,  and  if  by  accident  it  has  remain- 
ed on  the  mind  of  any  one  on  this  bench,  I 
ask  him  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say 
it.  And  let  me  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  make  propositions;  I  do  not  make 
unmeaning  asseverations,  I  make  proposi- 
tions; and,  Sir,  if  you  will  permit  me, 
under  your  kindness,  and  without  interrup- 
tion from  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I 
will  proceed  to  make  this  proposition,  not 
inteijectionally — ^not  in  a  mad  way,  but  kk 
a  straightforward  and  consecutive  manner. 
What  I  say.  Sir,  is  this,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  stated  that  this  rebeU 
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lion  was  a  ridiculous  rebeUioa;  but  that  if 
they  had  made  a  seriouB,  ratiooal  rebel- 
lion, he  would  have  been  glad  to  sanetion 
aud  to  aid  it.  Yes,  rational  was  the  word 
— if  it  had  been  rational,  then  he  would 
have  aided  it.  [Mr.  Grattan:  No,  no!] 
I  beg  pardon » I  have  it  fixed  in  mj  to 003017, 
and  1  say  the  ho n.  Gentleman  did  say  all 
I  say  now, 

Mr.  GRATTAN  rose  to  ortler.  Ho 
wished  to  know  whether  the  House  would 
permit  one  hon.  Member  to  say  of  another 
that  he  used  lang:uage  which  he  positively 
deniea.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  he  was  prepared  to  take  the  place 
of  a  man  who  had  been  convicted  of  treason, 
or  that  he  would  haYO  followed  his  steps. 
That  was  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  of  him.  Let  him  explain  him- 
self.    He  would  insist  on  an  explanation* 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man mis-state  anything  that  another  lion. 
Gentleman  has  said,  the  latter  is  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  rise  and  state  what  he  did 
say. 

Mr.  GRATTAN:  I  stated  that  Mr; 
Smith  O'Brien  vulgarised  sedition*  aud 
that  his  course  had  been  such  that  he  he- 
heved  no  one  would  follow  his  example ; 
aud  as  the  hon.  Membor  for  Nottingham 
was  then  in  his  place,  and  made  some 
remark ^  I  went  on  to  say  that  not  even 
the  Chartists  would  follow  his  example. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK;  I  think  that  abort  ex- 
planation nearly  answers  all  my  purpose. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  wbat  baa  oc* 
eurred  in  Ireland  has  vulgarised  sedition, 
so  that  the  bon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  Nottingham  would  not  follow 
the  example.  We  are,  howevcrt  engaged 
upon  a  question  about  a  Bill  brought  in 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  (Jueen  a 
power  which  has  been  disputed  in  certain 
cpiarters — to  give  Her  Majesty  the  power 
of  granting  mercy ^ — the  power  of  commut- 
ing the  sentence  of  death.  I  ask,  first* 
^vhether  this  Bill  is  requisite  ?  I  say  it  ia 
not  requisite.  I  at^k,  then,  supposing  it 
to  be  requisite,  what  is  the  answer  to  it '? 
The  answer  to  it  I  understand  to  be,  that 
it  is  a  retroactive  law^  that  it  is  a  law 
which  affects  a  person  now  a  prisoner,  who 
would  not  he  affected  thus  were  this  Bill 
not  passed.  Had  I  been  in  the  position  of 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  feel- 
ing as  I  do  upon  this  matter,  if  the  Bill 
were  not  passe d^  and  with  the  law,  such 
as  it  is,  in  existence,  whatever  my  feelings 
be  on  this  question,  generally  speaking,  I 
ft&y  if  the  law  would  permit  it,  the  punish- 


ment should  have  been  death.  I  say,  with 
the  existing  law,  sueh  as  it  is,  I  would  not 
have  allowed  the  man  who  did  this  act  to 
escape  from  the  severest  punishment  which 
the  law  inflicts.  I  am  not,  Sir,  a  person 
to  be  turned  a  si  do  from  my  purpose,  what- 
ever ray  feelings  may  otherwise  he  on  tho 
general  proposition  about  the  punishment 
of  death  ;  but  I  say  of  the  transactions  of 
this  person,  that  they  were  those  of  one» 
if  not  deprived  of  reason,  all  his  transac- 
tions were  so  thoroughly  mischievous,  so 
utterly  careless  of  the  miseries  inflicted 
upon  his  poor  followers,  that  I  would  ha 
amongst  the  first  to  assert  that  he  should 
be  visited  with  the  most  severe  puuiahmcnt 
which  the  law  could  inflict;  and  it  is  nothing 
but  the  generosity  of  the  English  people 
acting  upon  this  occasion,  it  is  their  en- 
lightened fccling^it  is  their  tenderness, 
and  their  benevolence,  that  prevents  them 
on  this  occasion  from  carrying  out  the  ex- 
treme measure  of  tho  law.  Are  we,  then, 
to  be  deterred  in  the  British  House  of 
Commons  from  looking  upon  such  transac- 
tions in  their  own  proper  character  ?  Tho 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin,  I  believe,  goea 
upon  different  motives.  As  I  believe  him 
opposed  in  politics  to  the  gentleman  who 
is  under  sentence  of  death,  I  ask  whether 
there  was  the  slightest  pretence  for  this 
rebellion  ?  I  do  not  merely  ask  whether 
there  was  tho  slightest  pretence,  I  ask 
whether  there  was  the  slightest  chance  of 
success?  Yet  this  person — ^this  Smith 
O'Brien,  takes  his  followers  into  trouble, 
he  is  not  killed  himself  there,  but  he  takes 
them  into  trouble,  into  battle,  into  the 
most  fearful  difficulties  into  which  men 
could  ho  carried^  with  the  terrible  oppo- 
sition against  them  of  such  a  Government, 
and  in  such  a  country;  and  I  ask,  whether 
the  man  who  has  taken  them  into  these 
difficulties  is  now  in  such  a  position  that 
be  ought  to  escape  ?  I  have  said  already* 
that  were  I  in  the  position  now  occupied 
by  the  Government,  and  if  I  could  have 
known  the  opposition  which  this  Bill  has 
received,  not  only  \vould  1  have  sanctioned 
bis  punishment,  hut  I  would  have  sanc- 
tioned the  extreme  sentence.  But  when 
the  pity  of  tho  people  of  England,  acting 
upon  the  Ministry,  prevents  such  a  law 
from  taking  its  course,  is  it  here  to  be 
met  with  arguments  in  the  most  pettifog- 
ging spirit  ?  What  is  the  meaning  of 
this  ?  1  ask  w^bat  is  the  meaning  ?  It  is 
an  insult  to  the  common  sense  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Kngland,     They  ask  the  Ministry 
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to  be  gentle,  mild,  and  merciful ;  and  a 
pettifogging  feeling  introduces  opposition 
to  the  mild  and  merciful  proposition. 
There  ii  no  end  in  this.  Do  they  mean 
ihifl  gentleman  to  he  hanged  ?  [**  No, 
no !  from  the  Opposition  benches,] 
Then,  do  they  tell  me,  since  they  will  per- 
seyere  in  such  opposition,  that  he  cannot 
be  hanged  ?  Is  there  any  man  here,  if  he 
be  a  lawyer,  who  knows  the  law,  who  will 
saj  that,  if  Her  Majesty  should  so  choose, 
she  may  not  sign  the  warrant,  and  have 
him  executed  immediately  ?  I  see  a  Gen- 
tleman opposite  who  says  the  Queen  could 
not  do  this  ?  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Yes  !  ] 
Now,  here  are  all  about  us  lawyers.  [A 
Voice:  What,  all  the  Assembly  ?]  [Mr. 
Bjbtxolds  :  Oh,  no,  no !  Heaven  help  us ! 
No,  no !  ]  Here  is  a  Gentleman  from  Ireland 
who  does  not  understand  English,  and  he 
asks  if  I  mean  all  this  Assembly.  No. 
I  see  on  the  one  side  the  highest  law 
offieer  of  the  Crown,  and  on  the  other 
side  and  all  round  us  I  see  lawyers.  I  ask 
nonr  of  these,  if  the  spirit  were  abroad  that 
we  have  known  even  in  oijr  younger  days, 
whether  or  not  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
gave  his  advice  to  Her  Majesty,  She  would 
not  have  sent  the  warrant  to  Ireland,  and 
the  extreme  punishment  of  the  law  have 
been  inflicted  within  forty-eight  hours  after  ? 
Bat  such,  fortunately,  is  not  the  spirit  of 
the  time;  and  so  contrary  are  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  that  they  do 
not  wish  to  see  such  crimes,  or  in  fact  any 
erimeSy  visited  with  that  dreadful  punish- 
ment. Nothing  less  than  that  which  we 
have  seen  within  the  last  few  months — no- 
thing less  than  such  horrible  deeds  of 
mnraer — are  sufficient,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  people,  to  justify  the  taking  away  of 
life;  and  the  Ministers  of  this  country  have 
done  what  in  them  lies  to  do  away  with 
tlus  dreadful  punishment.  They  have  met 
the  generosity  of  the  people;  they  have 
done  what  they  desired;  they  have  trans- 
ported the  man.  But  this  I  will  say,  that 
Ifiiditers,  feeling  strongly  upon  this,  the 
efieet  of  public  opinion,  desire  to  make  that 

ribKo  opinion  favourable  to  themselves. 
do  not  say  it  is  an  improper  feeling — for 
it  is  a  feeling  which  I  should  wish  to  che- 
rish And  to  forward.  But  I  say,  they,  feel- 
ing that,  and  seeing  a  doubt  in  some  men's 
nunds — I  do  not  care  whoso  minds,  but  I 
mf  ihej  are  no  lawyers — but  such  a  doubt 
enstilig  in  some  men's  minds.  Ministers 
MJ,  "We  see  you  entertain  a  doubt;  there 
is  no  occasion  for  it;  but  as  it  is  there,  we 
wBl  Imng  in  •  a  Bill  to  prevent  all  doubt; 


and  so  we  shall  prevent  the  legal  conse- 
quences to  the  convict:  we  won't  hang 
him,  but  we  will  transport  him."  I  ask 
you,  then,  how  is  it  possible  to  oppose  a 
Bill  like  this  ?  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen,  if 
they  are  opposed,  that  they  will  not  opposo 
the  second  reading.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  asks  that  the  convict  should  be 
heard  by  counsel  at  the  bar  of  the  House. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  accede  to  that  propo- 
sition. But  I  have  fully  made  up  my  mind, 
according  to  my  present  knowledge,  al- 
though I  do  not  say  that  some  lights  may 
not  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  question 
so  as  to  alter  my  opinion.  I,  therefore, 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  he  should  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass  the  second  reading,  and  then  give 
notice  of  a  Motion  that  counsel  should  be 
heard  at  the  bar  of  the  House  against  the 
further  progress  of  the  measure.  I,  for 
my  part,  will  accede  to  that  proposition. 
But  I  will  not  bo  mistaken  about  the  Bill 
itself.  It  deserves  the  approbation,  not  of 
this  House  alone,  but  of  the  world  at  large; 
it  sets  an  example  which  I  hope  will  be 
followed  in  all  time  coming,  so  that  society 
shall  be  induced  to  do  away  with  the  pun- 
ishment of  death  altogether.  I  say  that, 
but  I  will  not  be  driven  from  my  purpose 
in  any  way  by  the  notion  of  anybody;  and 
I  say  that  the  law  ought  to  be  carried  out 
as  it  was  when  the  offence  was  committed. 
I  say  that  this  commutation  of  the  law  is 
a  merciful  commutation,  and  is  not  retro- 
active for  any  vicious,  cruel  purpose;  but 
being  simply  merciful,  I  ask  this  House  to 
sanction  the  merciful  desires  of  the  Minis- 
ters, enforced  by  the  generous  and  mer- 
ciful people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  godson,  in  explanation,  said,  that 
neither  had  he,  nor  any  one  else,  denied 
that  treason  included  felony;  but  his  argu- 
ment was,  that,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  admitted  that  at 
common  law  the  ground  of  an  enforced 
commutation  of  punishment  was  the  power 
which  the  Crown  possessed  to  inflict  im- 
prisonment, there  was  a  law  already  ex- 
isting, without  statute,  by  which  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  might  be  punished,  namely,  by 
imprisonment.  And  as  it  was  obvious  that 
when  the  12th  of  George  I.  was  passed,  it 
was  not  intended  to  include  treason,  other- 
wise traitors  would  have  been  mentioned; 
he  therefore  maintained  that  the  common 
ordinary  sense  of  the  word  **  felony"  was 
the  meaning  of  the  word  used  in  the  sta- 
tute, and  not  treason. 

Mb.  R.  M.  FOX  explained  that  what 
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he  meant  to  convey  by  bis  interruption  of 
the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was,  that, 
after  the  pardon  bad  been  in  fact  passed  by 
the  Crown  for  the  capital  offence  of  these 
unfortunate  men,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  led  to  come  to  a  severe  decision 
against  them,  and  at  all  events  would  not 
refuse  to  allow  them  to  be  heard  by  counsel 
at  the  bar  of  that  House  by  the  persuasion 
and  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, who  had  himself  stood  at  that  bar 
as  the  hired  advocate  of  rebels. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK:  This  only  shows  the 
spirit  in  which  these  matters  are  argued 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Why,  Sir, 
I  spoke  in  favour  of  counsel  being  heard 
at  the  bar.  That  was  my  argument.  I 
say  to  that  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  says 
to  me  that  I  was  the  hired  advocate  of  re- 
bels, that  he  states  that  which  is  simply  a 
falsehood,     [  Cries  of  * •  Order ! ' '] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  expression  which 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman certainly  is  not  Parliamentary,  and 
ought  to  be  retracted. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK:  Sir,  the  expression 
not  being  Parliamentary,  for  that  reason  I 
retract  it. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  confessed  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  have  expressed  himself  in  such  terms 
as  he  had  done.  If  he  would  alter  his 
manner,  he  would  show  more  respect  for 
himself  and  for  the  House.  [**  Question, 
question!"]  The  question  is,  whether  we 
shall  hear  counsel  at  the  bar  or  not. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  :  No;  the  question  is 
not  whether  we  shall  hear  counsel  at  the 
bar  or  not,  but  the  question  is  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  shall 
or  shall  not  withdraw  the  language  which 
he  has  addressed  to  an  hon.  Member  in 
this  House,  and  which  no  hon.  Member 
has  a  right  to  address  to  another. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  understood  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  to  have 
withdrawn  the  expression. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK:  Yes,  Sir,  yes.  I 
will  say  at  once,  feeling  as  I  always  do  the 
greatest  respect  towards  this  House,  that 
anything  which  should  be  said  by  me  that 
transcends  its  forms  and  its  orders  I  am 
most  willing  to  retract;  but  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  mo  the  right  to  defend 
myself  against  a  most  unjust  imputation. 
I  most  willingly  retract  any  form  of  ex- 
pression which  I  may  have  made  use  of 
eontraiT  to  the  rules  of  the  House,  retain- 
]  11  a  direct  denial  of  the  assertion  of 

nan,  which  assertion  was 


made  without  proof,  which  has  been  denied 
by  myself  many's  the  time  and  o%  and 
which  I  say,  in  the  spirit  of  an  honourable 
opposition  in  political  life,  ought  not  t« 
have  been  reasserted.  I  hope  the  House 
will  excuse  me  for  having  for  a  moment 
gone  beyond  those  limits  which  ihej  have 
very  properly  decided  that  no  hon.  Monber 
ought  to  transcend,  and  which  I  acknow- 
ledge I  have  for  an  instant  done.  I  retract 
the  expression,  and  make  many  apologies 
to  the  House,  and  more  especially  to  you. 
Sir;  but  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  I 
have  no  apology  to  make. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  very  much  doubted 
the  courage  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, although  he  made  such  a  display  of  it 
in  that  House.  But  if  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed  Member  would  persist  in  throwing  him- 
self in  the  way  of  the  Irish  Members,  he 
must  not  be  surprised  if  thej  sometimes 
trod  on  him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  been  more  kind  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  than  to  me,  hat  let 
that  pass.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
talked  of  magnanimity  and  humamty;  hot 
if  Government  wished  to  praclise  humauty, 
why  not  imprison  these  indiyidaals?  But 
that  was  not  their  object;  their  object  wu 
punishment  and  penalty.  The  hon.  sad 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  had  sud  thst 
it  would  be  better  to  hang  the  prisonsn 
than  that  they  should  be  let  off  on  the  ^bs 
of  pettifogging  lawyers.  But  had  thii 
been  the  practice  in  other  countries  diuiii| 
recent  events?  In  France  thousands  hid 
been  killed  in  the  streets,  hut  not  one  in- 
surgent had  been  executed  except  the  ss- 
sassins  of  General  Brea.  Eren  in  Irelsad, 
Lords  Clare  and  Castlereagh  had  acted 
more  mercifully,  having  merely  sent  Aon 
convicted  of  political  offences  out  of  Eoropa 
But  these  unfortunate  men  were  to  be  sent 
to  a  place  which  had  been  represented  fay 
its  own  governor  as  a  perfect  hell.  Eraj 
day  they  had  instances  of  ihe  change  of 
public  opinion  with  regard  to  ihepimiik- 
mcnt  due  to  political  crimes.  In  one  coim- 
try  they  found  a  man  who  was  hrandad  ss 
a  traitor  one  day,  promoted  on  another  is 
the  high  and  responsible  office  of  Atlotii^ 
General;  and  in  another  they  saw  a  msiii 
who  after  suffering  years  of  impriiomiMnt 
for  haying  endeavoured  to  raise  a  rebeDisa» 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  nation;  snrdyi 
then,  in  a  case  which  scarcely  deianred  As 
name  of  insurrection,  Aej  were  not  to  set 
with  undue  severity.  To  punish  these  mea 
with  riffour  would  not  be  the  way  to  hring 
tranquuiity  and  peace  to  the  couitqf.    Bt 
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called  on  Ministers  to  bring  in  some  plan 
to  saTe  Ireland  from  the  absolute  ruin  with 
which  she  was  threatened,  instead  of  en- 
eouragiDg  by  their  neglect,  mock  insurrec- 
tions; and  suggested  that  the  best  course 
Her  Majesty  could  take  with  regard  to 
these  po&tical  prisoners  would  be  to  pardon 
them  after  a  short  imprisonment.  He 
should  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr,  OTLAHERTY  regretted  exceed- 
ingly the  tone  which  the  debate  had  as- 
sumed.  The  question  ought  to  have  been 
considered  upon  large  constitutional  prin- 
ciples; but  ihose  principles  appeared  to 
have  been  entirely  forgotten,  especially  by 
Bnglish  lawyers.  Without  attaching  blame 
to  any  particular  party,  he  confessed  it 
would  haye  been  more  honourable  on  the 
part  of  the  British  House  of  Commons  to 
hare  considered  the  position  of  those  un- 
fortonate  gentlemen  whose  case  was  before 
them;  andC  if  it  were  not  possible  for  the 
House  to  listen  to  their  case,  they  ought 
at  least  to  dispose  of  it  in  an  honest  and 
upright  manner.  He  had  hoped  that  such 
a  case  would  haye  been  made  out  as  would 
hare  indoced  the  Ministers  to  recommend 
Her  Majesty  to  allow  some  fair  mitigation 
of  theb  ponishment;  for  he  regretted  to 
say  that  ne  considered  the  conduct  of  those 
gentlemen  perhaps  deserred  some  degree 
of  ponishment.  He  was  quite  sure  that  if 
the  case  had  been  an  English  one,  it  would 
sot  hare  been  argued  as  this  had  been;  but 
unfortunately  aU  Irish  questions  in  that 
House  and  among  the  English  nation  were 
at  the  present  moment  at  a  discount.  The 
complaints  of  Irishmen  were  listened  to 
with  inattention,  and  were  disposed  of  with- 
out due  consideration.  He  appealed  to  the 
justice  of  an  English  House  of  Commons  to 

flire  those  genUemen  a  fair  and  impartial 
earing. 
Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
The  House  divided : — Ayes  178  ;  Noes 
31 :  Majority  147. 

Litt  of  the  Ayes. 


Aokad,  Sir  T.  D. 

Adiir»a.N. 

Akook,T. 

AxdiddB,Cspt.M. 

Bafai6s,M.T. 

Baifag.rt.hon.  Sir  F.  T. 

13aniard,£.  G. 

BaM,M.T. 

BiiteHMi,T. 

Bel]0w,R.M. 

Bwkstoy,  Mod.  Capt. 


Bernard,  Visct. 
Biroh,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blaoksll,  S.  W. 
Blair,  S. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadlej,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 


Bunbury,  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cobbold,J.C. 
Coke,  hon.  £.  K. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.  E. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cowan,  C. 
Craig,  W.G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Currie,  II. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Dick,  Q. 
Drummond,  H. 
Dnimmond,  H.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duff,  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncufl,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  G. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Edwards,  H. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzpatrick,rt.hon.J.W. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headlam,T.£. 
Hcathcoat,  J. 
Henry,  A. 

Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hobhousc,  rt.hon.Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jolliffe,SirW.G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
La8cellcs,hon.  W.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 


Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  £. 
Maitland,  T. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Viict. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Col. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pinney,  W. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Plumptre,  J,  P. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Repton,  G.W.J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rommy,SirJ. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  E.  S. 
Rutherford,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  G. 
Scholefteld,  W. 
Sheil,rt.hon.R.  L. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.V, 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smollett,  A. 
Someryille,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Stansfleld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
WeUesley,  LordC. 
We8t,F.R. 
WiUyams,  H« 


Williamson,  Sir  n.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

Wilson,  J.  Wood,  W.  P. 

Wilson,  M.  Young,  Sir  J. 

TKLLERS. 

Tufiioll,  n.  Eill,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstcy,  T.  C. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Caulfeild,J.M. 
Dovereux,  J.  T. 
Dickson,  S. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fox.  R.  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
French,  F. 
Godson,  R. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Grattan,  H. 
Greene,  J. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Keogh,  W. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 


M*Cullagh,  W.  T. 
MonsoU,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Norroys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connor,  F. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Roche,  £.  B. 
ScuUy,  F. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 

TILLS  BB. 

Napier,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
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audacity  to  maintain  that  treaaon  was  not, 
now-a-days,  included  in  the  phrase  felony. 
Doubts  existed  as  to  the  present  state  of 
the  law,  both  among  the  Judges  and  the 
bar;  and  this  Bill  proposed  to  settle  those 
doubts,  not  only  for  the  future,  but  for  the 
past.  But  in  doing  so  they  were  legislat- 
ing in  the  dark;  and  he  considered  that  a 
jury  giving  a  verdict  without  evidence 
would  be  a  trivial  o£Pence  compared  with 
that  of  permitting  their  judgment  to  be 
guided  by  the  Minister  in  favour  of  this 
measure  without  inquiry — a  measure  which 
really  was  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties, 
under  the  pretence  of  bemg  a  Dedaratoiy 
Act.  Whatever  might  be  the  merits  of 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien's  case,  he  had  at  least 
probable  grounds  to  rely  upon  for  the  non- 
execution  of  his  sentence.  It  was  doubt- 
ful how  far  he  might  be  at  liberty  to  avail 
himself  of  plausible  points  of  form.  If 
the  Bill  was  thrown  out,  and  Ministers 
ventured  to  place  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  on 
board  a  convict  ship,  they  would  subject 
themselves  to  what  would  most  certainly 
follow — the  neceyity  of  anwering  a  writ 
of  habe(U  corpus  at  the  bar  of  the  Queen's 
Bench.  And  if  Mr.  Smith  O'Briai  bad 
no  case  for  a  habeas  corpus,  surely  it  would 
be  an  act  of  injustice  for  Parliament  to 
interfere,  and  deprive  him  of  sueh  advan- 
tages as  were  afforded  either  by  the  merits 
of  the  case  or  the  blunders  of  the  Crown 
lawyers.  If  blunders  had  been  made,  let 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  have  the  advantage  of 
them.  Let  the  same  justice  be  extended 
to  him  as  would  be  to  the  meanest  crinu- 
nal.  No  criminal  was  ever  deprived  of  the 
advantage  of  a  quibble  in  fkvoiir  odF  life 
and  liberty;  but  here  was  sometliing  mors 
important  than  a  quibble,  and  it  was  so 
dignus  vindice  as  to  justify  the  interposi- 
tion of  the  omnipotence  of  Parliament 
Whenever  measures  for  abridging  the 
liberty  of  the  subject  were  considered  ad- 
visable, the  Whigs  were  always  ready  to 
bring  them  forward;  but  he  was  aware 
that  to  the  Whig  law  and  liberty  wers 
terms  of  no  value.  In  the  old  statues  the 
words  misdemeanor,  trespass,  and  felony, 
held  to  include  treason.  [**  No,  no!  1 


Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  complained  that  the 
discussion  on  so  important  a  subject  had 
been  somewhat  scanty.  A  deal  of  inde- 
cent and  undue  precipitation  had  been  dis- 
played by  those  who  desired  to  promote 
the  success  of  the  Bill.  They  wished  to  ex- 
tinguish discussion.  The  only  opportunity 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  had  of  urging 
their  well-founded  objections  was  when  the 
vast  majority  of  the  House  were  at  their 
dinners;  but  those  who  had  then  absented 
themselves  were  now  present  to  vote.  It 
was  too  late  at  that  period  of  the  evening 
to  enter  on  the  discussion  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  after  the  House  had  refused  to 
receive  any  further  information  whatso- 
ever. He  should,  therefore,  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  The  Bill,  in  his 
opinion,  was  a  great  and  serious  innova- 
tion; it  was  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties 
under  the  form  of  a  Declaratory  Act.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  She£Seld 
seemed  to  have  formed  his  opinions  with- 
out having  heard  the  arguments.  Cer- 
tainly he  was  not  present  during  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  presentation  of  the  pe- 
tition; nor  would  his  speech  have  been 
delivered  at  all  if  he  had  listened  to  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Publin,  and  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Athlone.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  thrown  out  this  challenge — 
WAS  there  a  lawyer  in  the  House  who  had 
the  audacity  to  maintain  that  this  Bill  was 
not  necessary  ?  In  answer  to  that  chal- 
lenge, he  begged  to  say  that  he  had  the 


•no. 


were  1 

If  the  hon.  Member  who  cried 
would  refer  to  the  year  books,  he 
find  that  ''  trespass "  in  Frenbh,  aad 
'*  transgressio  "  in  Latin,  were  held  to  in- 
clude treason,  though  in  modem  times,  no 
judge  had  been  found  to  decide  that  ties- 
pass  included  misdemeanor,  or  that  mia* 
demeanor  included  felony.  In  the  lama 
way  piracy  was  not  hdd  to  be  felony,  be- 
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cause,  thongli  it  included  felony,  it  was  held 
to  be  a  higher  offence,  and  was,  therefore, 
punishable  differently.  But  the  Bill  before 
the  House  Tiolated  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  at  the  same  time  that  it  violated  the 
liberty  of  the  subject;  because,  being  a  De- 
claratory Act,  it  would  be  difficult  if  not 
impossible  for  the  Queen  hereafter,  at  any 
timet  to  pardon  a  person  sentenced  to  death, 
except  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  him 
for  fife,  or  for  a  term  of  years.  If  this 
Bin  did  not  pass.  Ministers  would  be 
obliged,  unless  they  were  fettered  by  the 
pardon  that  had  been  given,  to  do  what  the 
conyicted  persons  prayed  them  to  do,  that 
is,  instead  of  transporting  them,  which 
waa  to  d^prade  them  for  ever,  to  put  them 
to  death.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
think  dishcmour  preferable  to  death;  but 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  was  a  gentleman  of 
education  and  high  feeling,  and  like  many, 
he  trusted,  in  that  House,  thought  death 
preferable  to  dishonour.  He  (Mr.  Anstey) 
had  never  denied  the  rebellion  of  last  year, 
and  had  never  thrown  any  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  ihe  measures  which  Ministers 
thought  expedient  or  necessary  to  put  it 
down.  He  had  never  approved,  cither  in 
that  House  or  elsewhere,  of  the  language 
that  had  been  used  by  those  parties,  or  of 
the  acta  which  followed  it;  but  he  regarded 
this  question  as  one  of  a  very  different 
character.  It  was  whether  a  criminal, 
after  conviction,  was  or  was  not  to  enjoy 
the  small  modicum  of  liberty  and  protec- 
tioQ  which  the  law  still  left  him,  or  whe- 
ther the  Parliament  was  to  come  in  and 
save  ihe  incapable  law  officers  of  Ireland 
firom  the  consequences  of  the  new  blunders 
which  they  had  committed,  and  which  had 
already  exeitod  the  scorn  and  ridicule  of 
the  world.  He  objected  to  being  called 
upon  to  supply  their  defects,  as  he  thought 
ihey  ought  to  be  accountable  for  their  own 
errors.  This  measure  ought  to  have  been 
discussed  in  another  place,  where  the 
Judges  of  the  land  would  have  had  the 
power  of  expressing  their  opinion  upon  it. 
if  there  were  sufficient  spirit  left  among 
the  Irish  Members  to  support  him,  the  Bill 
should  not  pass  without  being  subjected  to 
important  alterations,  and  to  tost  the  spirit 
of  those  Members  he  would  move  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mjel  SCULLY  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  F.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  he  had 
studiously  avoided  speaking  on  the  ques- 
tion lest  some  injudicious  expression  should 
ftU  Irom  him.which  might  injure  the  cause 


of  the  petitioners,  and  he  now  rose  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  expressing  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni< 
versity  of  Dublin  would  not  allow  the  case 
to  be  taken  out  of  his  hands. 

Mb.  NAPIER  said,  that  the  House 
having  given  what  appeared  to  be  a  deli- 
berate and  an  attentive  consideration  to 
the  case  involved  in  the  petition  presented 
by  him  at  an  early  period  of  the  evening, 
he  was  not  dispos^  to  carry  opposition 
further.  In  his  opinion  the  present  mea- 
sure was  either  unwise  or  unnecessary;  but 
yielding  to  the  expressed  opinion  of  the 
House,  he  would  not  attempt  to  obstruct  its 
progress. 

Mb.  EE06H  begged  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Youghal  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  and  leave  the  case  in  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNELL  also  wished  the 
Amendment  to  be  withdrawn,  in  order  that 
the  House  might  come  to  a  division  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  9;  Noes 
195 :  Majority  186. 

List  of  ike  Ayes. 

Butler,  P.  S.  Reynolds,  J. 

Fagan,  W.  Scully,  F. 

Grattan,  H.  Williams,  J. 
Moore,  G.  H.  tellebs. 

O'Connell,  J.  Anstey,  T.  0. 

O'Flaherty,  A.  Lawless,  C.  J. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  anstey  expressed  his  determina* 
tion,  notwithstanding  the  decision  to  which 
the  House  had  come,  of  dividing  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  he  was  afraid, 
not  being  a  lawyer,  to  say  one  word 
against  the  Bill,  because  he  had  the 
fear  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  before  his  eyes.  He  had 
heard  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
called  before  now  the  "Sheffield  blade" 
in  that  House,  and  he  thought  he  had 
that  evening  also  shown  some  of  the 
sides  of  a  blade.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said,  "Will  any  lawyer  have 
the  audacity  to  tell  me  so  and  so?"  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  "  I  speak 
in  propositions,  and  not  in  interjections." 
He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  was  surprised  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  did  not  say  that  he 
spoke  in  proverbs.  It  occun*ed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  stood 
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severe  enough,  and  said,  "  What  do  they 
want — to  be  hanged  ?  Sooner  than  submit 
to  anything  like  success  on  their  part,  in 
this  view  I  would  hang  them."  lie  sup- 
posed the  hon.  and  learned  Member  called 
that  mercy.  He  recollected  reading  in  the 
newspapers  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber took  him  (Mr.  Reynolds)  to  task  on  a 
former  occasion  for  some  observations  he 
had  made,  and,  if  the  newspaper  was  cor- 
rect, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  amused 
the  House  by  imitating  what  he  called 
"his  Irish  brogue;"  but  he  had  heard 
from  hon.  Members  who  were  present  that 
it  was  a  dead  failure.  And  he  had  heard 
more — that,  upon  that  occasion,  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  said 
he  was  glad  to  see  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  again  in  the  House ;  and  that  he 
reminded  him  of  a  frozen  French  horn 
which,  becoming  thawed,  emitted  sweet 
sounds  —  that  meant  the  voice  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  He  allowed  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  great  and  Baccessful 
statesman;  but  ho  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Reynolds)  to  be  a  bad  jadge  of  music;  for 
if  the  noble  LorS  referred  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  voice  aa  music,  it  oc- 
curred to  him  to  be  just  as  aDpropriate  to 
call  the  sound  of  a  railway  whiBtle  mune, 
for  there  appeared  to  him  to  be  no  music 
in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  voice. 
[<<  Question!"]  Let  them  recoUect  the 
question.  It  was  whether,  at  the  request 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemanp  who 
had  entertained  them  with  a  long  apeechof 
special  pleading,  they  would  pass  an  er 
post  facto  law  to  enable  them  to  tnuu^iort 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  his  coassociates. 
He  was  totally  opposed  to  the  passing  rf 
this  measure,  but  the  alternative  was  not 
hanging.  [Mr.  Roebuck:  Heart  hear!] 
That  might  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member;  but  there  was  another 
alternative,  and  it  was  this — Her  Majesty 
might,  if  She  pleased — and  he  believed  that 
if  She  were  so  advised,  nothing  would  be 
more  agreeable  to  Her — still  mitiffate  the 
sentence.  He  sincerely  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty might  never  take  much  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentieman's  advice,  and,  more 
than  that,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  might  never  enjoy  the  honour  of 
Her  Royal  ear  whenever  mercy  was  to  be 
extended  to  an  Irishman.  He  believed 
that  though  they  might  not  snceeed  in  de- 
feating the  Bill,  the  appeal  to  merey  would 
have  its  weight,  and  tnat  no  further  pon- 
ishment  would  be  inflicted  on  those  who 
had  been  severely  punished  already  \ij  an 


exceedingly  well  with  himself.  In  Ireland 
they  had  a  saying,  when  a  man  was  guilty 
of  egotism  to  a  great  extent,  that  whilst 
he  was  alive  his  trumpeter  was  not  dead. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member's  trumpeter 
would  live  while  he  was  Member  for  Shef- 
field. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  re- 
minded him  of  a  countryman  of  his,  who, 
going  to  a  fair  and  finding  no  one  ready 
to  fight,  threw  back  his  coat  and  said, 
*•  Who'll  tread  on  the  skirt  of  that?" 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  given 
a  wholesale  challenge — ''  Let  me  see  any 
man  who  will  dare  to  quote  the  law  with 
me.  I  hold  in  my  hands  the  Act  of 
George  I.,"  or  George  II.,  he  (Mr.  Rey- 
nolds) did  not  know  which,  but  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  gave  chapter  and 
verse :  he  said,  "  Here  is  the  text ;  here 
is  the  black  letter;  and  here  I  am,  the 
Member  for  Sheffield;  and  when  I  open 
my  mouth,  let  no  man  speak — let  no  law- 
yer measure  his  legal  knowledge  with  me — 
I  am  the  law  and  the  prophets."  But 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kidderminster  quoted  the  law  and  the  pro- 
phets, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  did  not  make  any  answer.  An  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
mercy  of  the  people  of  England  pressed 
the  Minister  to  mitigate  this  sentence.  He 
would  admit  that  the  people  of  England, 
as  a  body,  were  benevolent  and  merciful. 
He  thought  so,  and  his  intercourse  with 
them  had  confirmed  him  in  that  opinion; 
but  he  denied  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  was  merciful.  He 
heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  with 
feelings  not  of  sorrow  alone,  but  of  horror, 
rake  up  all  matters  connected  with  the 
unfortunate  gentleman  now  under  sentence 
of  death:  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  everything  he  could  to  aggravate  the 
crime,  but  nothing  to  throw  a  shade  over 
that  gentleman's  misfortune.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  when  a  Gentleman  thought  fit  to  use 
an  ofiensive  phrase  against  another,  that 
House  was  not  the  place  to  select.  There 
was  nothing  more  secure  than  to  be  per- 
sonally offensive  in  that  House.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  no  notion  how  secure  they  were 
in  such  circumstances.  What  mercy  did 
the  hou.  and  learned  Member  show  ?  He 
voted  against  permitting  the  unfortunate 
prisoners  being  heard  at  the  bar  of  the 
House.  Was  that  mercy  ?  If  it  were,  he 
(Mr.  Reynolds)  did  not  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  expression.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  thought  the  sentence  not 
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imprionment  of  twelve  months  and  the  de- 
Btniction  of  all  their  prospects.  Surely  a 
British  House  of  Commons  could  not  raise 
its  Yoice  for  the  purpose  of  further  oppres- 
Bioo.  No  man  living  more  condemned 
their  offence  than  himself.  He  had  done 
BO  on  the  hustings  and  in  the  House;  and 
giving  them  credit  for  the  host  possi- 
hie  intentions — [Laughter] — ^yes,  the  men 
thought  they  were  right  just  as  much  as 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill — hut  conceding 
to  them  earnestness  in  pursuing  their 
Tiews,  he  knew  they  had  done  more  harm 
and  injury  to  the  popular  cause  in  Ireland 
than  any  hody  of  agitators  for  the  last 
balf-eentnry.  He  would  not  venture  to 
say  there  were  any  enemies  to  Ireland  in 
that  House;  hut  if  there  were,  he  could 
tell  ihem  they  ought  to  go  on  their  knees 
to  Smith  O'Brien  and  Company;  for  any 
one  who  wished  to  cripple  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  or  coerce  the  people  of  that 
country,  had  been  infinitely  assisted  by 
those  gentlemen.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  pass  the  Bill;  and  before  he  sat 
down,  he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  if  a  docu- 
ment or  warrant  had  not  been  actually  sent 
to  the  gaol  from  the  Castle  on  Saturday, 
the  9th  of  June,  and  whether  the  governor 
had  not  told  the  prisoners  to  get  ready,  and 
kept  them  waiting  three  hours  ? 

Sm  G.  GRET  said,  he  never  heard  of 
any  such  document,  and  that  he  had  the 
authority  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  stat- 
ing that  no  such  document  commuting  the 
sentence  had  ever  been  transmitted  from 
the  Castle. 

Mb.  roebuck  could  readily  under- 
stand such  would  have  been  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin.  As  to  the  question 
before  the  House,  he  wished  it  should  go 
forth  to  the  country  and  to  the  world  what 
it  really  was.  Last  year  a  number  of  Eng- 
lishmen were  tried  for  sedition,  and  having 
been  convicted,  were  at  that  moment  un- 
dergoing the  sentence  of  transportation. 
They  were  not  educated  men;  they  had 
not  led  the  people  away  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  that  influence  which  education  ne- 
cessarily possessed  in  this  and  every  coun- 
try. But  they  were  suffering  the  penalty 
of  Uie  law;  and  if  the  persons  accused  and 
found  guilty  of  high  treason  were  permit- 
ted to  escape,  every  one  of  those  poor  un- 
fortunate JBnglishmen  had  a  right  to  ap- 
peal to  the  House  and  ask  for  a  remission 
of  their  sentence.  He  insisted  on  that — 
yea,  aiid  he  gave  notice  that  if  the  sen- 


tence of  the  law  should  not  be  carried  into 
execution  on  those  men,  he  was  resolved  to 
ask  for  a  mitigation  of  the  punishment  of 
the  persons  who  had  been  transported  for 
sedition.  Not  even  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  would  pretend  to  say  that  those 
persons  in  Ireland  had  not  been  guilty  of 
levying  war  against  the  Queen — the  high- 
est offence  known  to  the  law.  They  had 
been  found  guilty  by  a  jury  of  their  coun- 
trymen, and  their  sentence  had  been  con<- 
firmed  unanimously  on  an  appeal  to  the 
highest  court  in  the  kingdom.  There  was, 
then,  no  injustice  in  the  decision  as  far  as 
the  law  was  concerned.  Let  them  see, 
then,  if  there  were  any  moral  circumstances 
connected  with  their  crime  which  might 
tend  to  lessen  their  inculpation  and  punish- 
ment. He  could  imagine  there  were  cases 
in  which  rebellion  might  have  some  justifica- 
tion, but  in  the  present  instance  there  was 
nothing  to  take  their  high  treason  out  of 
the  category  of  ridicule  in  which  it  had 
been  placed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath. 
Here  were  men  so  infatuated,  so  blind  to 
anything  but  their  own  opinions,  that  they 
looked  to  neither  right  nor  left,  but  se- 
duced some  ignorant  men  to  rise  in  rebel- 
lion against  the  constituted  authorities — a 
ridiculous  outbreak,  in  which  every  sane 
man  must  know  that  cruel  and  terrible 
ruin  must  fall  on  the  unfortunate  creatures 
who  fought,  suffered,  and  died  in  it.  Had 
not  misery,  distress,  and  death,  been  the 
consequence  ?  And  was  it  any  excuse  to 
say,  every  rational  man  knew  the  outbreak 
must  fail,  and  that  educated  men,  accus- 
tomed to  sit  in  that  House  and  discuss 
the  matters  relating  to  this  great  em- 
pire, should  escape  when  his  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck's) poor  countrymen,  Cuffey  and  others 
— [Laiighter] — oh,  yes,  they  laughed  at 
Cuffey.  He  was  a  poor  man.  There  was 
no  sympathy  for  him.  Oh,  dear,  no !  He 
was  not  *•  a  gentleman,"  therefore  they 
had  no  Irish  patriotism  veiling  itself  in  un- 
intelligible ejaculations  about  him.  If  they 
wished  his  countrymen  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  administration  of  the  law,  it  must  be 
fairly  administered  to  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien, 
even  though  he  was  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  as 
well  as  to  the  poorest  in  the  land.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
was  so  confused,  that  he  could  not  recol- 
lect what  bad  occurred  for  ten  minutes 
together.  He  had  accused  him  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) of  alluding  to  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien's 
family.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ripon  had  done  so;  but  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  had  never  mentioned  their  name. 
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He  felt  for  them  the  deepest  Bympathy, 
and  if  any  act  of  his  could  relieve  them 
from  suffering,  it  should  be  eagerly  and 
anxiously  performed.  But  when  he  said 
BO,  he  could  not  forget  the  state  of  the 
law.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  he  asserted 
in  the  face  of  every  lawyer  in  the  House 
that  *'  treason"  was  included  under  the 
general  term  "  felony,"  and  therefore  was 
included  in  the  general  Act  of  Parliament 
relating  to  felonies.  He  would  like  to  see 
the  lawyer  who  would  deny  that.  [Mr. 
C.  Anstet  :  I  do.]  Well,  if  thehon.  and 
learned  Member  asserted  that  felony  was 
not  the  common  law  term,  he  had  done 
with  it.  [Mr.  C.  Anstey  here  walked 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  with  an  open 
book,  which  he  presented  to  the  hon.  Mem> 
ber.]  Well,  what  did  he  read  there  ?  Why, 
that  in  ancient  times  treason  was  com- 
prised xmder  the  name  of  felony,  but  not 
the  contrary.  Therefore  the  pardon  for 
felony  had  sometimes  been  alleged  to  ap- 
ply to  high  treason;  but  the  law  was,  that, 
were  the  power  of  pardon  for  felony  to  be 
dispensed  with,  then  no  indictment  could 
lie  for  high  treason.  Now,  he  could  not 
understand  the  work  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  put  into  his  hand  to 
be  any  answer  to  his  arguments.  What 
did  it  say?  Why  that  all  treasons  were 
felonies,  but  not  the  contrary — that  was, 
all  felonies  were  not  treason.  All  men 
were  animals,  but  all  animals  were  not 
men.  He  contended  that  the  Crown  had 
already  the  power  to  commute  the  punish- 
ment from  death  to  transportation;  but 
supposing,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  it 
had  not,  he  was  prepared  to  confer  such 
a  power  by  the  present  Bill.  He  would 
assert  that  there  was  not  that  strong  moral 
feeling  that  would  prevent  the  punishment 
of  death  from  being  inflicted,  if  the  respon- 
sible counsellors  of  the  Crown  had  not  ad- 
vised Her  Majesty  to  commute  the  capital 
punishment.  What  had  caused  all  this 
newborn  sympathy  with  men  who  were 
allowed  to  be  traitors  ?  Ho  could  not  un- 
derstand it.  Now,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin  had  referred  to  some  observa- 
tions which  he  had  made  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, he  begged  to  assure  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man ho  had  only  in  a  good-humoured  man- 
ner referred  to  his  speech  relative  to  hav- 
ing a  pull  at  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  :  1  never  used  the 
words. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  There  were  two  hun- 
dred men  in  the  House  who  would  say  that 
these  words  wore  uttered. 


Mb.  REYNOLDS:  No! 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order  ! 

Mr.  roebuck  :  I  insist  upon  it  thej 
were ;  but  it  is  disorderly  to  refer  to  a  past 
debate,  and  I  won't.  In  the  coarse  of  the 
evening,  too,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
has  contradicted  my  statements. 

Mr.  D.  BROWNE  :  They  are  false. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  says  "  It  is  false." 

Mb.  D.  BROWNE  :  No,  I  said  it  w»« 
not  true. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  in  that  state  in  which  I  can  notice 
what  falls  from  him.  He  would  leave  the 
House  to  answer  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath,  and  then  to  dedde 
between  them.  ["Question!"]  Question! 
but  you  did  not  call  question  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  attacked  me  just  now. 
If  this  species  of  attacks  are  continued, 
because  I,  in  my  capacity  as  a  Membw  of 
this  House,  choose  to  notice  the  way  in 
which  the  Government  of  this  eoiintry  think 
proper  to  deal  with  Ireland,  I  am  the  more 
determined  not  to  be  turned  from  my  course 
by  any  such  violence  or  specimen  of  im£ur- 
ness;  but,  supported  as  I  am  out  of  doon 
as  well  as  in  this  House,  1  wiU  endeavour 
by  every  means  in  my  power  to  pnt  a  stop 
to  that  wasteful  expenditure  of  the  funds 
of  my  own  country  for  the  improTident  me 
of  the  people  of  Ireland — of  the  money 
wrung  from  the  hard  hands  of  my  comitry- 
men  to  satisfy  the  rapacity  of  Irish  idle- 
ness. ["Question!'^  Aj,  thai  is  the 
question. 

Mr.  LAWLESS:  Give  lum  rope 
enough ! 

Mr.  roebuck  :  An  hon.  Member 
near  me  ezolaims,  "Give  him  rope 
enough  !"  I  ask  you,  Sir,  and  I  asik  toe 
House,  if  any  phrase  of  mine  has  justified 
such  an  expression  ?  I  have  marked  the 
Gentleman,  although  I  don't  know  who  he 
is,  or  what  place  he  represents.  Bat  I  say 
that  is  an  offensive  expression,  and  that  it 
is  improperly  used  to  hon.  Members  of  this 
House. 

Mr.  lawless  :  Yon  don*t  know  the 
proverb. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  The  hon.  Gentlemsa 
is  adding  to  the  offence.  He  says  I  don't 
know  the  proverb.  But  as  I  know  that  in- 
solence is  no  answer,  I  know  that  ignonaee 
is  no  argument — and  that  yalgar  abuse  is 
not  to  put  me  down  in  this  House. 

Mr.  p.  butler  :  1  rise  to  order.  I 
think  that  the  language  used  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gkntleman  the  Member  for 
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did,  that  the  dignitj  of  the  House  would 
not  he  advanced  hy  such  a  species  of  oppo- 
sition? He  was  sure  he  discussed  the 
question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Memher 
for  the  University  of  Duhlin  in  a  spirit 
which  need  not  have  raised  the  ire  of  any 
human  heing  against  him;  and  yet,  not- 
withstanding that,  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Meath  had  spoken  of  him,  as  he  was 
always  in  the  hahit  of  doing,  in  a  most 
offensive  way.  But  he  (Mr.  Roehuck)  did 
not  care  for  that;  for,  so  long  as  he  felt  he 
was  discussing  a  great  question  fairly  and 
honestly,  he  would  nOt  he  drawn  aside 
from  it  hy  the  impatience  of  Irish  Mem- 
hers. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  put  it  to  the  House 
whether  it  was  desirahle  that  this  discus- 
sion should  he  continued.  No  man  could 
find  fault  with  the  course  pursued  hy  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Memher 
for  the  University  of  Dublin,  who  had  had 
a  petition  intrusted  to  his  hands  on  the 
subject  of  the  Bill  before  the  House;  nor 
could  any  one  find  fault  with  the  course 
pursued  by  those  who  immediately  followed 
him,  and  who,  fairly  enough,  found  fault 
with  the  Bill,  because  in  their  opinion  it 
was  improper;  neither  could  it  be  said  that 
anything  that  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
had  given  occasion  to  any  heated  discusr 
sion.  As  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
however,  hon.  Members  had  rather  lost 
sight  of  the  merits  of  the  question  before 
them,  and  as,  if  the  discussion  were  con- 
tinued, there  would  probably  be  replies 
and  counter-replies,  which,  as  the  Speaker 
had  truly  said,  must  tend  to  diminish  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  he  hoped  that  hon. 
Gentlemen,  however  indignant  they  might 
feel,  would  abstain  from  giving  expression 
to  their  feelings,  and  that  the  House  would 
now  be  allowed  to  come  to  a  division  on 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  D.  BROWNE  did  not  wish  to  de- 
tain the  House  with  any  angry  remarks  of 
his.     He  only  desired  to  say  that  ho  had 


Sheffield  is  such  that  I  am  sure  even  he 
himself,  in  his  calmer  moments,  will  con- 
fess, that  no  hon.  Gentleman  representing 
an  Irish  constituency  can  sit  stUl  and  lis- 
ten to. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
should  not  interrupt  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield.  I  think  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  not  out  of 
order.  I  could  not  hear  the  precise  words 
addressed  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  by  the  hon.  Member  who  in- 
terrupted him,  and  therefore  I  could  not 
tell  to  what  extent  that  hon.  Member  was 
ciut  of  order.  But  I  must  state  that  1  do 
not  think  it  adds  to  the  dignity  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, that  hon.  Members  should  be 
subject  to  these  constant  interruptions. 

Caftaik  BERKELEY :  Sir,  having  sat 
close  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  inter- 
rupted the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield,  I  feel  bound  to  say  those  inter- 
ruptions were  so  contrary  to  the  rules  of 
Parliament  that  guide  non.  Gentlemen, 
that  I  do  not  wonder  at  the  violence  with 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  re- 
sented ihem. 

Mu.  SPEAKER  repeated,  that  he  had 
not  heard  the  words  addressed  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  or  he  would  certainly 
have  interfered  sooner ;  but  he  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  see  the  propriety  of  re- 
specting the  dignity  of  the  House  by  ab- 
staining from  the  use  of  offensive  expres- 
sions. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  he  too 
bad  been  sitting  near  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield,  and  could  bear  his 
tei^timony  to  what  had  been  going  on  ;  and 
be  must  say  that  if  hon.  Members  had  in- 
terrupted the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
it  had  not  been  without  provocation,  which 
bad  met  with  no  censure,  either  from  the 
House  or  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester. 

Mb.  lawless  said,  it  was  because 
be  bad  heard  so  many  interruptions  offered 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field, that  he  said  it  would  be  much  better 
to  give  him  rope  enough  and  let  him  alone. 
His  object,  in  fact,  was  to  stop  those  who 
were  interrupting  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  •  first  said,  "  Give  him  rope 
enough,"  and  afterwards,  "You  don't 
know  the  proverb."  The  proverb  was, 
"  Give  him  rope  enough  and  let  him  hang 
himself."  Could  anybody  wonder  that  he 
nhouLd  fed,  as  the  Speaker  had  said  he 


used  too  strong  an  expression  perhaps; 
but  he  feared  that  so  long  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  pursued  the 
practice  which  he  had  adopted  of  attacking 
the  representatives  of  the  country  to  which 
he  (Mr.  D.  Browne)  had  the  honour  to 
belong,  and  of  aspersing  the  character  of 
Irishmen,  such  incidental  remarks  would 
occasionally  be  made.  He  must  say,  too, 
that  before  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  obtained  a  seat  in  that  House 
this  Session,  such  angry  discussions  did 
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not  take  place.  He  thought  it  advisahle 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  should 
maintain  that  equanimity  within  the  House 
which  he  seemed  disposed  to  maintain  with- 
out the  House.  He  did  not  see  why  it 
should  he  necessary  when  any  matter  re- 
specting Ireland  was  introduced  into  that 
House,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  should  asperse  the  character 
of  Irishmen,  and  adopt  a  language  towards 
them  which  must  be  repudiated  by  every 
Irishman  who  had  the  feelings  of  a  man. 
With  respect  to  the  measure  before  the 
House,  he  could  not  give  it  his  support. 
He  had  refrained  from  attaching  his  name 
to  the  petition  which  was  forwarded  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in  favour  of 
mitigating  the  sentence  of  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  and  the  others;  but  nevertheless 
he  must  distinguish  between  doing  so  and 
voting  for  the  present  measure. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS,  with  reference  to  the 
phrase  "  a  pull  at  the  Exchequer,'*  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  attributed  to  him,  acknowledged  that 
he  had  used  it  in  the  debate  on  the  Rate- 
in- Aid  Bill,  when  speaking  of  the  Shannon 
job,  but  not  on  the  occasion  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  had 
referred. 

Mr.  lawless  put  it  to  the  Speaker, 
as  a  fair  and  calm  judge  of  their  proceed- 
ings, whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field had  not  deliberately  insulted  three 
Irish  Members  ?  He  had  charged  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  with  falsehood 
— ^he  had  said  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
was  intoxicated — and  he  had  stated — 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  must  see  at  once  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  permit  him  to  repeat 
words  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  had  already  retracted. 

Mr.  LAWLESS  explained,  that  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
made  use  of  that  language  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  he  (Mr.  Lawless)  said 
to  the  latter,  "give  him  rope  enough." 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  been  called  a  Sheffield  blade;  but,  if 
he  were  so,  he  must  be  one  of  those  which 
was  sometimes  seen  in  the  shop  windows, 
which  no  one  could  touch  without  cutting 
his  fingers,  and  which  was  of  no  use  to  the 
proprietor.  He  was  sure  the  people  of 
Sheffield  would  soon  be  tired  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member. 

Question  put. — The  House  divided: — 
Ayes  175;  Noes  19:  Majority  156. 


List  of  the  Ayeb. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adderloy,  C.  B. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Balnea,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.Sir  F.T. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bellow,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
BlackaU,  S.  W. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyle,  hon.  CoU 
Brand,  T. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  H. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C, 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Bunbury,  £.  H. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.F. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  6.  H. 
Christy,  S. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Clive,  H.  B. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cockbum,  A.  J.  E. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Conolly,  T. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.S. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Decdcs,  W. 
Drummond,  H. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Edwards,  II. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson.  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
FitzPatrick,rt.  hn.  J.W. 
Fordycc,  A.  D. 
Frecstun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Gore,W.  R.  0. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grecnall,  G. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey.  R.  W. 
Guernsey,  Lord 
Hallyburton,LordJ.  F. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardoastle,  J.  A. 
Uastie,  A. 


Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
HeadUm,  T.  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhoute,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  0.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jollifib,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Maiq.  of 
Labouehere,  rt.  hon.  E 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  CoL 
Lockhart,  A.  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Maitland,  T. 
Mar8haU,W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  0.  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  CoL 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milner,W.  M.  £. 
Morris,  D. 

Mofltyn,  hon.  E.  M.L 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Mondy,  W. 
Ogle,  S.  0.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  0. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmertton,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Plowden,W.  H.G. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
RioaidcO. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rich, H. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Romilly,SirJ. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ratberfnrd,  A. 
Salwey,CoL 
Sandars,6. 
Soholefleld,  W. 
Seahani,yisot. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sbafto,R.D. 
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Smith,  X  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somenet,  Oapi. 
Somerfille,rt.hn.  Sir  W. 
Spearmftn,  H.  J. 
StaBle]r,hoii.E.H. 
Stanflftedd,  W.  K  0. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  6. 
Talhot,  G.  K  M. 
Talfburd,  Son, 
Thicknesae,  R.  A« 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  .T. 
ToUemaeho,  J. 
Townihend,  Capt. 
Tomer,  G.  J. 


Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
VilUers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J*  H. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
West,  F.  R. 
Willyams,  II. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Willoughby,SirH. 
"Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TXLLBBS. 

Tu&ell,  fl. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Srowne,  R.  D. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
BeyereHz,  J.  T. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Grattan,  H. 
Crreene,  J. 
£:eogh,W. 
If  ihies,  R.  M. 
HonseU,W. 
Moore,  G.H. 


O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
OTlaherty,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Scully,  F. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Williams,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Anstey,  T.  C. 
Lawless,  C.  J. 


Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  To- 
morrow. 

BANKRUPT   LAW  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

The  Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation  Bill 
was  read  a  Second  Time. 

Sm  H.  WILLOUGHBT  observed,  that 
thb  Bill  seemed  to  be  framed  in  an  odd 
way.  It  contained  very  few  clauses,  but 
the  Bcbedule  was  enormous — as  big  as  a 
dictionary.  There  was  one  provision  in 
the  Bill  which  gave  the  commissioners  per- 
fect legislative  power  to  make  rules  for 
their  own  courts;  and  any  person  who  did 
not  obey  those  rules,  might  be  imprisoned 
for  life. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  true  the  Bill  was  drawn  in  a  rather 
novel  form,  and  that  was  the  reason  he 
proposed  that  it  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  then  moved  that  the  Bill  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  consisting  of 
the  following  Members: — The  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Walpole,  the  Judge  Advocate, 
Mr.  Masterman,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Mr.  William 
Peel,  Mr.  Bouverie,  Mr.  Miles,  Mr.  John 
WiUiams,  Mr.  Mullings,  Mr.  Brown,  Mr. 
Alderman  Thompson,  Mr.  Edmund  Deni- 
mm*  Mr.  Forster,  and  Mr.  Heathcoat. 

Agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o'clock* 
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HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  19, 1849. 

MiHUTBS.]     PuBUc  Bills.— l^Lom  Societies  t  County 
CeM  (Irdand) ;  Tnnifer  of  Land  (Iidand). 

^  Onmd  Jury  Gen  (Ireland). 

Jt^por/ecL— Highways  (Annual  Returns). 
PmrriONS  Pkbuntbo.  From  Banff,  against  the  Register- 
ing Births,  Ac.  (Scotland),  and  Marriage  (Scotland),  BiUsi 
—From  Baston  and  Dartmouth,  for  the  Suppression  of 
Seduction  and  Prostitution.— By  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
from  For£sr,  for  the  Enactment  of  new  Measures  for  the 
Licensing  of  Public  Houses  (Scotland) ;  and  from  Kendal, 
Dent,  and  other  Places,  against  the  Granting  of  any  New 
Licenses  to  Beer  Shops;  also  from  Smeeton,  Kebworth, 
and  Leicester,  for  a  protective  Duty  against  foreign  Com- 
petition ;  also  from  Huntingdon  and  Birmingham,  against 
the  Parliamentary  Oaths  BilU-  By  the  Earl  of  Warwick, 
from  Couven  and  Solihull,  for  Extending  the  Jurisdiction 
of  County  Courts ;  also  from  Atwick  and  Wiston,  against 
the  Parliamentary  Oaths  BilL— From  Ifield,  for  the  Pre- 
vention of  the  Sale  of  TiUies. 


CANADA  REBELLION  LOSSES  BILL. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  I  rise  to  bring  be- 
fore  your  Lordsbips  a  subject  of  very  great 
interest  and  fully  equal  importance — a  sub- 
ject wbicb  has  caused  extraordinary  excite- 
ment and  anxiety  in  the  public  mind  of  this 
country,  and  still  greater  anxiety  and  still 
greater  excitement  in  the  public  mind  of  one 
of  our  colonies — I  mean  the  late  affairs  of 
the  Province  of  Canada — of  the  now  united 
Provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada — 
both  in  respect  of  its  legislative  and  in 
regard  to  its  executive  Government.  I 
say,  my  Lords,  emphatically,  it  is  a  sub- 
ject of  extraordinary  interest,  not  only  at 
home,  but  in  the  Colonies;  and  I  advisedly 
make  that  remark  as  applied  to  our  Colo- 
nies at  largo,  and  confine  it  not  to  the 
particular  colony  more  immediately  in 
question,  for  reasons  which  I  shall  very 
speedily  have  occasion  to  lay  before  your 
Lordships.  Without  any  further  preface 
to  the  observations  which  I  am  about  to 
make,  and  the  explanations  which  I  am 
about  to  give,  except  to  say,  without  pre- 
judice to  the  very  full  consideration  which 
the  subject  has  received  in  another  place, 
that  I  still  deem  that  it  is  particularly 
suited  for  the  discussion  of  this  judicial 
assembly — without  further  preface,  I  say, 
I  shall  proceed  shortly  to  remind  your 
Lordships*  House  of  the  history  of  the 
colony  more  immediately  concerned,  or 
rather  I  should  say — for  the  distinction  is 
material — of  the  Province  of  Upper  and 
Lower  Canada.  The  colony  of  Canada,  it 
is  known  to  your  Lordships,  was  ceded  at 
the  Peace  of  Paris  in  1762,  under  a  treaty, 
negotiated  most  successfully  by  the  father 
of  my  noble  Friend  opposite,  then  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs — 

The  Mabqubss  of  LANSDOWNE  in- 
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temipted  the  noble  Lord  to  intimate  that 
his  father,  Lord  Shclbame,  was  not  the 
negotiator,  and  did  not  hold  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  till 
after  the  close  of  the  American  war  in 
1782. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  Well,  at  least 
he  ratified  the  treaty,  maintaining  by  the 
Peace  of  Versailles  the  proyisions  of  the 
peace  made  after  the  brilliant  success 
of  Lord  Chatham's  war  had  wrested 
from  the  French  the  proyinces  of  Canada. 
As  I  was  saying,  these  proyinces  were 
ceded  by  the  Peace  of  Paris,  and  haye 
eyer  since  remained  in  the  possession,  more 
or  less  nominal,  more  or  less  real,  of  the 
British  Crown.  In  the  province  of  Lower 
Canada  the  great  majority  of  the  inhabi- 
tants were  French.  These  people,  French 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  outnumbered 
by  two  or  three  times  the  amount  of  British 
subjects,  British  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, in  that  province.  But  Upper  Canada 
was  almost  exclusively  peopled  by  English- 
men, or  men  of  English  descent.  It  was 
peopled  mainly  during  and  after  the  Ame- 
rican war,  by  loyal  immigrants,  British 
subjects,  who,  impatient  of  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  their  former 
provinces,  now  become  the  United  States 
—impatient  of  the  new  yoke  imposed 
upon  the  necks  of  all  those  who  had 
resisted  the  independence  of  the  new- 
bom  Republic — abhorring  from  principle 
a  republican  yoke,  and  panting  after 
that  which  had  become  absolutely  impos- 
sible, the  restoration  of  the  Crown's  do- 
minion over  their  native  country  of  the 
United  States — repaired  with  their  for- 
tunes and  their  families  to  Canada,  where 
they  had  the  privilege — to  their  tastes 
and  to  their  feelings  of  loyalty,  to  their 
monarchical  principles  —  the  invaluable 
privilege,  of  avoiding  the  dominion  of  a 
republic,  and  enjoying  the  protection  of 
the  Crown.  Now,  of  all  royalists — of  all 
men  whose  opinions  are  strongly  tinctured 
with  the  desire  for  monarchical  govern- 
ment— of  all  men  with  the  warmest  sense 
of  the  duty  of  allegiance — the  American 
royalists  have  at  every  period  proved  them- 
solves  to  be,  if  not  the  first,  at  least  among 
the  first  and  foremost.  Accordingly,  they 
did  not  change  their  minds  with  the  new 
sky  under  which  they  began  to  live — they 
did  not  alter  their  opinions,  they  did  not 
modify  their  principles,  or  reverse  their 
feelings  of  attachment  to  the  Crown  of 
England,  when  they  removed  to  Canada, 
On  the  contrary,  they  rather  cherished 


I  more  dearly  and  more  warmly  the  feelings 
I  which  had  caused  their  emigration;  and 
having  lost  the  homes  where. they  had  been 
bom,  having,  as  it  were,  transferred  their 
household  gods  to  a  foreign  soil,  they  grasp- 
ped  the  more  religiously,  more  fondly  to 
their  bosoms  those  loyaJ  principles  which 
had  made  them  exiles  from  the  land  of  their 
birth.  My  Lords,  as  their  origin  has  been, 
so  likewise  has  been  their  progress — such 
as  they  were  at  first,  such  they  continued  to 
be,  animated  by  the  love  of  their  mothor 
country,  and  renowned  for  a  scrupulous  at- 
tachment to,  and  a  zealous  performance  ni, 
the  duties  which  they  owed  to  that  Govern- 
ment, the  fortunes  of  which,  in  good  and 
evil  report,  they  had  followed.  I  put  for- 
ward firmly,  but  modestly,  their  ehum  od 
the  respect  and  sympathy  of  your  Lordships, 
for  these  qualities  which  I  have  predicated 
of  them.  They  had  always  been  good  and 
faithful  subjects  of  the  Crown ;  and  in  say- 
ing so  I  wish  to  make  no  invidious  distinc- 
tions, no  invidious  comparisons  between 
the  English  inhabitants  of  Upper  Canada 
and  their  fellow  citizens,  the  French  in- 
habitants of  Lower  Canada.  Still  t  can- 
not shut  my  eyes,  nor  can  your  Lordshins, 
to  the  material  distinction  which,  in  tlui 
respect,  exists  between  the  two  classes. 
The  one  were  at  all  times,  in  good  fo^ 
tune  and  in  bad  fortune,  attached  Eng- 
lish subjects.  By  blood,  by  language^ 
by  religion,  by  manners,  by  inatitntiou, 
and  by  laws,  they  were  Engtishinen  to 
their  hearts'  core— -in  their  hearta  Engliih* 
men  always,  and  have  always  proved 
themselves  worthy  of  their  lineage  and 
their  name.  The  others  were,  and  so 
wonder  that  it  was  so,  in  thdr  language, 
according  to  their  lavrs,  by  thw  euatons, 
from  their  descent,  French,  and  Frendi 
always;  by  accident  only  they  were  Bng^ 
lish;  by  descent  French;  by  chance  only 
English,  but  by  their  national  fseUogi 
and  national  tastes  —  iheir  origm,  thor 
blood,  their  manners,  their  language,  their 
customs,  their  religion — ^French,  Frendi 
always.  Nevertheless,  these  Frendi  sob* 
jects  of  ours  have,  generally  speakings 
behaved  like  peaceable  subjects  of  the 
Crown  of  England,  and  showed  no  want  of 
loyalty  in  their  demeanor — m  oonsomms- 
tion  much  to  be  rejoiced  in — a  consninas* 
tion  probably,  if  not  oaused,  yet  prompted, 
if  not  occasioned,  yet  fadUtatedt  by  tks 
fact  that  in  that  bond  of  union  irhkh  srih 
sists  between  a  mother  country  and  a  co- 
lony, which  I  have  elsewhere  taken  leaye 
to  call  an  "improper  federal 
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there  is  aiways  inYolyed  the  idea  of  a  great 
power  in  might  and  in  influence,  both  of 
treasure  and  of  anthoritj,  and  also  of  troops 
by  sea  and  bj  land,  possessed  by  the  mo- 
ther country — in  this  instance,  as  it  was 
felt  by  the  French  Canadians,  possessed 
by  England,  and  wielded  by  the  British 
Parliament,  with  the  consent  of  the  Bri- 
tish people,  and  ready  to  stifle  all  attempts 
at  rerolt  in  all  parts  of  onr  rast  colonial 
dominions.  I  say  it  not  invidiously,  but 
historically,  that  thb  was  one  main  cause 
why  the  more  or  less  reluctant  adherence 
of  the  French  Canadians  has  gone  along 
with  the  cheerful,  loyal,  and  hearty  alle- 
giance of  the  English  settlers,  and  one  of 
the  main  causes  which  prevented  for  many 
A  year  many  an  outbreak  in  that  multiform 
population.  But,  my  Lords,  the  time  was 
approaching  when  it  was  at  least  appre- 
bended  that  e£Ports  would  be  made  to 
shake  the  political  and  national  relation 
of  the  colony  with  the  mother  coun- 
try. In  1837  and  1838,  a  very  seri- 
ous attempt  was  made — not  arising  from 
any  particular  occurrence,  not  excited  by 
any  act  of  real  or  supposed  oppression — 
but  origmatmg  from  the  different  feelings 
amonff  the  diverse  people — a  rebellion,  in 
fact,  lean  call  it  by  no  other  name — a  re- 
bellion of  a  very  grave  nature  broke  out. 
It  was  discovered  that  the  conspiracy  had 
struck  its  roots  deeply,  and  extended  its 
branehes  in  various  directions,  and  to  a 
considerable  distance  from  the  central  au- 
thority of  the  Government.  It  was  found 
that  in  one  district,  that  of  Montreal,  in 
Lower  Canada,  there  were  organised  se- 
cret societies,  partly  formed  under  French 
influence,  partly,  I  regret  to  say,  under 
the  guidance  of  agitators — to  use  the  tech- 
nical expression  of  the  day — from  a  nearer 
quarter  of  our  extensive  dominions.  It 
was  found  that  under  their  guidance  and 
inspiration  those  secret  societies  numbered 
no  less,  in  the  town  of  Montveal  and  the 
neighbouring  district,  than  3,000  conspira- 
tors. I  am  not  going  to  read  papers,  my 
Lords,  I  am  not  even  about  to  refer  to  do- 
emnents,  to  prove  what  I  have  just  said; 
bat  if  any  one  have  the  least  doubt  about 
the  accuracy  of  the  statements  I  am  mak- 
ing, let  him  consult  Sir  John  Colborne's 
(now  Lord  Seaton*s)  despatch  to  my  noble 
Friend  the  Marquess  of  Normanby,  who 
was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies; that  document  will  be  found  to  bear 
me  out  completely.  There  were  3,000 
conspirators  in  the  town  and  district  of 
Hontreal-^a  place  containing  not   Jfxoxe 


than  50,000  inhabitants  altogether.  Well, 
the  disturbance  broke  out;  it  displayed 
itself  at  first  in  acts  of  riot — it  occasioned 
the  calling  out  of  the  military  force,  the 
civil  being  found  inadequate  to  cope  with  it. 
The  rebels  were  attacked;  they  fought; 
they  had  arms — aye,  arms  in  very  consid- 
erable abundance.  They  resisted;  they 
met  the  troops.  They  met  my  gallant 
friend  Sir  Alan  M*Nab,  then  merely 
Colonel  M'Nab,  since  made  a  knight  for 
the  service  he  then  performed,  at  the  head 
of  a  battalion  in  the  field;  they  were  de- 
feated, and  as  a  reward  for  the  great 
service  he  had  rendered,  my  gallant  fnend 
received  the  honour  of  knighthood,  one  of 
the  most  economical  acts  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  honours  ever  performed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, which  had  raised  individuals  to 
peerages  almost  without  number,  and  had 
decorated  them  with  orders  almost  without 
limit.  Colonel  M*Nab  made  head  against  the 
rebels,  and  they  dispersed  themselves;  and 
the  King's  forces  in  the  other  provinces, 
acting  against  the  insurgents,  found  a  scene 
which  has  been  so  graphically  described  by 
Sir  John  Colborne.  They  found  house  after 
house  deserted  and  destroyed — barn  after 
bam  burnt,  by  these  incendiary  rebels. 
They  found  the  prisons  themselves  filled 
with  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown,  who  had 
been  incarcerated  by  the  violent  and  dis- 
loyal men.  The  very  roads  they  marched 
along  were  strewed  with  relics  of  their 
pillage,  which  they  attempted  to  carry  off 
in  their  efforts  to  destroy  the  property  of 
the  loyal  subjects.  These  loyal  subjects 
of  course  fled  for  security  and  shelter  to 
Montreal.  And  I  will  give  your  Lordships 
one  example— only  one,  for  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  the  subject;  but  I  shall  give 
one  example  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
loyal  subjects  who  might  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  rebels  were  treated.  It  is 
a  hateful  matter,  hateful  for  me  to  name, 
but  more  hateful  to  consider.  A  gallant 
officer  who  was  seized  in  fight  by  these 
rebels.  Lieutenant  Weir  by  name,  was 
carried  to  the  rear,  and,  when  over- 
whelmed by  numbers,  that  their  cowardice 
might  be  equalled  by  their  cruelty,  they 
plucked  his  epaulets  from  his  shoulders, 
inflicted  upon  him  wound  after  wound,  and 
piteously  mangled  his  body  before  the 
King's  troops  could  come  up  to  save  him. 
Dr.  Wolfred  Nelson  commanded  the  body 
of  rebels,  and  he  is  a  claimant  under  the 
Indemnification  for  Losses  Bill  for  25,000^. ; 
but,  most  kindly,  most  generously,  most 
considerately,  he  has  recently  reduced  his- 
Q  2 
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claim  more  than  one-half,  and  enters  in  for 
only  9,000?.  I  don't  wish  to  he  drawn 
aside  at  this  moment  to  speak  of  the  Bill 
for  the  Compensation  of  the  Rehellion 
Losses,  hut  I  have  heen  ohliged  in  some 
manner  to  allude  to  it  by  the  occurrence 
of  the  name  of  Dr.  Wolfred  Nelson.  Such 
was  the  rehellion  that  was  put  down  hy 
the  gallant  officers  of  the  King's  troops 
and  their  companions  in  arms.  I  am 
hound  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  frame  of  mind  in  which  my  late 
Friend  Lord  Durham  found  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  colony,  committed  to  his 
care  after  the  occurrence  of  an  outbreak 
which  compelled  the  Government  to  sus- 
pend the  constitution  of  Lower  Canada; 
for  I  may  here  obserre  that  the  rebellion 
was,  I  may  say,  confined  to  Lower  Canada 
almost  entirely.  My  noble  Friend  was 
sent  out  to  administer  the  government  of 
both  provinces,  armed  with  dictatorial 
powers  and  the  suspension  of  the  constitu- 
tion, so  great  was  the  exigency  of  the 
case.  When  the  Bill  for  suspending  the 
constitution  of  Canada  was  proposed  in 
this  House,  my  noble  Friend  near  me  (Lord 
Ellenborough),  as  well  as  myself,  urged 
that  it  was  too  extensive,  though  I  thought 
some  measure  was  absolutely  required.  It 
was  carried,  and  I  will  give  your  Lordships 
Lord  Durham's  own  account  of  the  condi- 
tion in  which  he  found  the  colony.  I  will 
do  so  in  his  own  words — first,  in  order 
that  injustice  may  not  be  done  to  the  re- 
bels; and,  secondly,  because  I  could  not 
find  words  more  graphic  than  those  used 
by  his  Lordship  in  his  justly  celebrated 
report — a  report  which  docs  great  credit  to 
the  talents  of  those  engaged  in  drawing  it 
up,  for  I  believe  that  more  than  one  person 
aided  in  its  compilation,  and  that  not  only 
Lord  Durham,  but  Mr.  C.  Buller,  and  Mr. 
Wakefield,  were  engaged  in  drawing  it  up. 
In  the  report  his  Lordship  says — 

"  I  expected  to  find  a  contest  between  a  Govern- 
ment and  a  people — I  found  two  nations  warring 
in  the  bosom  of  a  single  State — I  found  a  struggle, 
not  of  principles,  but  of  races — and  I  perceived 
tbst  it  would  be  idle  to  attempt  any  amelioration 
of  laws  or  institutions  until  wo  could  first  succeed 
in  terminating  tbe  deadly  animosity  that  now 
separates  the  inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada  into 
the  hostile  divisions  of  French  and  English.  It 
would  be  vain  for  me  to  expect  that  any  descrip- 
tion I  can  give  will  impress  on  your  Majesty  such 
a  view  of  the  animosity  of  these  races  as  my  per- 
sonal experience  in  Lower  Canada  has  forced  on 
me.  Our  happy  immunity  from  any  feeling  of 
national  hostility  renders  it  difi^cult  for  us  to  com- 
prehend the  intensity  of  the  hatred  which  the 
^  "cnce  of  language,  of  laws,  and  of  manners, 
TVttbes  between  those  who  inhabit  the  same  vil- 


lage, and  are  citizens  of  the  same  State.  It  is 
scarcely  possible  to  conceive  descendants  of  any 
of  the  great  European  nations  more  unlike  each 
other  in  character  and  temperament,  more  totally 
separated  from  each  other  by  language,  laws,  and 
modes  of  life,  or  placed  in  ciroumstanoes  more 
calculated  to  produce  mutual  misundemtanding, 
jealousy,  and  ^tred." 

My  Lords,  you  will  perceive  from  this  that 
I  rather  understated  than  overrated  this 
animosity  in  my  opening  observations. 
His  Lordship,  however,  further  saja  that — 
"  In  Montreal  and  Quebee  there  are  English 
schools  and  French  schools ;  the  children  in  these 
are  accustomed  to  fight  nation  against  nation, 
and  the  quarrels  that  arise  among  boys  in  tbe 
streets  usually  exhibit  a  division  into  English  on 
one  side,  and  French  on  the  other." 

Lord  Durham  then  went  on  to  observe,  that 
their  very  amusements  did  not  bring  the 
two  races  into  contact — ^that  the  publica- 
tions of  the  press  belonging  to  the  two 
races  were  implacably  hostile  to  each 
other — and  that  they  did  not  even  meet  on 
grounds  neutral  to  all — the  grounds  of 
charity.  ••  The  two  parties,**  he  said — 
"  do  not  combine  for  any  public  object;  they  can- 
not harmonise  CTen  in  associations  of  obuity. 
The  only  public  occasion  on  which  they  e^er  nwet 
is  in  the  jury  box ;  and  they  meet  there  only  to 
the  utter  obstruction  of  justice.  Even  in  a  case 
in  which  no  question  of  party  or  of  race  is  eon* 
cerned,  the  animosity  of  the  races,  nevertheleii, 
appears  to  present  an  insurmountable  banier  to 
the  impartial  administration  of  justice/' 

Again,  Lord  Durham  adds-^ 

"  Nor  do  I  exaggerate  the  inevitable  constancy 
any  more  than  the  intensity  of  this  animosity. 
Never  again  will  the  present  gmierationof  Frenok 
Canadians  yield  a  loyal  submission  to  a  Britiik 
Government ;  never  again  will  the  English  pops- 
lation  tolerate  the  authority  of  a  House  or  As- 
sembly  in  which  the  French  shall  poMees  or  erw 
approximate  to  a  majority." 

Lord  Durham  then  treats  in  bis  report  oa 
the  possibility  of  the  French  CanadisM 
incorporating  themselves  with  the  popok- 
tion  and  Government  of  the  United  States; 
and  this  is  his  language — 

"None  even  of  these  considerati0M  miA 
against  their  present  all-absorbing  haArsd  of  us 
English ;  and  I  am  persuaded  that  tliey  wooM 
purchase  vengeance,  and  a  momeotarj  triumph, 
by  the  aid  of  any  enemies,  or  submission  to  say 
yoke.  This  provisional,  but  complete  osifsHwi 
of  their  ancient  antipathy  to  the  Amerieaas,  ii 
now  admitted  even  by  those  who  most  straif^ 
denied  it  during  the  last  spring,  and  w1m>  then  s»- 
sorted  that  an  American  war  would  as  oompletBly 
unite  the  whole  population  against  the  eomiBfla 
enemy  as  it  did  in  1818.  My  subeeqMnt  «i|0ri- 
ence  leaves  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  views 
which  were  contained  in  my  despatch  of  tiis  9tk 
of  August  are  perfectly  correct ;  and  that  an  in-. 
vading  American  army  might  rely  on  the  co-ope- 
ration of  almost  the  entire  Frendi  pqnilatlOB  sf 
Lower  Canada." 
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He  proeeedB  next  to  describe  the  feelings 
of  the  English  inhabitants  of  Canada;  and 
I  call  the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to 
the  language  which  he  uses : — 

**  They  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  they  will  not 
tderate  much  longer  the  heing  made  the  sport  of 
parties  at  home ;  and  that  if  the  mother  country 
rorgets  what  is  due  to  the  loyal  and  enterprising 
men  of  her  own  race,  they  must  protect  them- 
selres.  In  the  significant  language  of  one  of 
their  own  ablest  advocates,  they  assert,  that 
'  Lower  Canada  must  be  English,  at  the  expense, 
if  necessary,  of  not  being  British.'  '* 

He  then  adds — and  I  beg  that  you  will 
give  your  deliberate  attention  to  his  words, 
and  uiat  you  will  apply  them  to  the  con- 
duct of  me  Ezecutiye  Goyemment  in  Ca- 
nada at  this  moment — ^he  then  adds,  after 
alluding  to  the  probability  of  the  settlers  of 
English  descent  uniting  themselves  with 
the  American  States,  tms  statement  of  his 
opinion — 

'*  I  do  not  belieTO  that  such  a  feeling  has  yet 
sapped  their  strong  allegiance  to  the  British  em- 
pire ;  but  their  aUegiance  is  founded  on  their 
deep-rooted  attachment  to  British  as  distinguished 
from  French  institutions.  And  if  they  find  that 
that  authority  which  they  have  nwintained  against 
Ha  recent  assailants  is  to  be  exerted  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  subject  them  again  to  what  they 
call  a  French  dominion,  I  feci  perfectly  confident 
that  th^  would  attempt  to  avert  the  result  by 
eourting,  on  any  terms,  an  union  with  an  Anglo- 
Saxon  people." 

I  am  now,  my  Lords,  approaching  a  deli- 
cate subject,  because  I  cannot  shut  my 
eyes  to  what  has  lately  happened,  and 
which  I  may  call  a  passing  cloud,  which 
has  overspread  for  a  moment  the  loyalty  of 
the  English  Canadians — I  mean  the  recent 
outbrediL  in  Montreal.  And  I  know  what 
will  be  said  when  I  touch  the  subject — ^be- 
^anae  it  is  always  said  upon  such  occasions 
—  **  You  are  encouraging  rebels  ;  you 
are  adulating  the  factious  by  your 
apeeehes  and  dirisions  in  this  House. 
Xon  are  strengthening  and  giving  cour- 
age to  those  who  have  misbehaved  them- 
selves." That  is  a  risk  which  states- 
men and  legislators  should  be  at  all 
times  content  to  run.  They  should  run 
that  risk,  as  well  as  bear  the  slanders 
which  they  also  have  to  endure  and  must 
£ftce,  in  the  discharge  of  their  public  du- 
ties; and  if  a  statesman  would  discharge 
his  duty  honestly  and  faithfully,  he  must 
be  prepared  to  say,  as  Mr.  Burke  once 
said,  when  some  such  charge  was  made 
against  him,  "  The  fire-bell  that  breaks 
oor  alnmbers  in  the  night  saves  us  from 
being  burned  in  our  beds.'*  I  therefore 
shall  do  my  duty;  and  I  hope  that  in  so 
jimag  I   shall    not  be  charged — justly 


charged,    I    know    I    cannot    be  —  with 
having  unnecessarily  or  wantonly  raised  a 
question  which  in  my  conscience  I  believe 
it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to 
entertain  and  fairly  grapple  with,  nor  of 
having  any  fellow-feeling  whatever  even 
with  the  most  provoked  of  the  persons  who 
were  concerned  in  the  riots  that    have 
lately  occurred  amongst  our  Canadian  fel- 
low-subjects.    I  speak  to  your  Lordships 
generally  about  what  passed  during  the 
rebellion  in  Canada.      There  was  much 
property  destroyed  by  the  rebels;  some 
was  destroyed  also  by  the  militia  and  by  the 
Eiug's  troops  in  crushing  the  rebellion. 
For  a  considerable  time  nothing  was  done 
with  regard  to  these  losses,  or  in  order 
to  give  that  compensation,  which  all  justice 
required,    to  those  excellent  men  whose 
property  had  so  severely  suffered  in  conse- 
quence of  their  loyalty,  and  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty  as  faithful  subjects. 
But  afterwards  a  Bill  passed,  by  which 
it  was  intended  that,  as    some  damage 
had  occurred  to  the  loyal  in  Upper  as 
well  as  in  Lower  Canada,  some  compensa- 
tion should  be  given  in  Upper  Canada.  To 
this  Act  I  shall  call  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion  presently.     But  this  has  been   the 
subject  of  the  most  false  statements — for  I 
cannot  call  them  mistakes — imaginable.  It 
is  perfectly  clear,  from  the  language  of  the 
Government,  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
Act  was  passed,  that  it  was  never  intended 
to  grant  compensation  in  the  manner  that 
has  been  alleged,  because,  if  any  rebel  re- 
ceived compensation,  it  was  not  for  inju- 
ries suffered,  it  was  for  goods  taken,  for 
horses  taken,  for  houses  occupied  in  the  pub- 
lic service,  or  for  provisions  taken  to  sup- 
ply the  troops,  for  which  the  owner  received 
the  commander's  note  of  hand  in  the  first 
instance,  the  commanding  officer  not  hav- 
ing money  enough  to  pay  at  the  time  for  the 
accommodation  required.     It  was  a  matter 
of  contract,  and  not  of  compensation,  that 
rebels  received  money  under  the  Act.   But 
some  time  afterwards  an  important  event 
happened.     At  the  period  to  which  I  al- 
lude, when  the  first  Bill  had  passed,  the  Brit- 
ish party,  whom  for  distinction  I  shall  call 
also  the  loyal  party,  was  in  power  ;  and  I 
call  them  the  loyal  party,  not  inridiously, 
but  historically,  for  reasons  which  will  pre- 
sently appear  as  I  go  on.      The  British 
party  were  in  the  councils  of  the  Governor, 
and,  moreover,  all  measures  were  passed 
by  a  Canadian  Parliament,  at  the  time 
British  in  substance  and  in  loyalty;  and 
those  measures  included  the  one  to  which 
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I  have  just  shortly  referred,  the  Upper 
Canada  Bill.    This  measure  was  succeeded 
hy  others;  but  in  the  mean  time  they  were 
followed   by  another  event.     Whether  ju- 
diciously or  not,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say — I 
speak  with  great  distrust  of  my  own  judg- 
ment upon  such  a  subject,  or  on  any  mat- 
ter of  party  tactics — ^but  unhappily,  as  the 
result  proved,  the  loyal  British  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  in  Canada  adopted  a  course 
of  policy  which  I  have  always  had  great 
dislike  to,  with  all  my  love  of  conciliation 
and  hatred   of  violence.      They  adopted 
what  is  called   a   "conciliatory*'  course. 
Now,    a  conciliatory  course  to  work  re- 
concilement must  bo  accompanied  by  con- 
ciliatory  acts,   but   which   should  not  be 
accompanied  by  any  lack  of  good  faith  to- 
wards friends;  for  if  in  trying  to  concilate 
an  adversary,  you  lose  a  friend,  what  is  the 
consequence  ?      If  you  can  both  gain  an 
adversary  and  keep  a  friend,  it  is  all  well. 
But  if  to  gain  an  adversary  you  lose  a 
friend,  what  is  the  result  ?    You  turn  your 
friend  into  a  foe,   and  you  make  your 
former  foe  despise  you.     I  never  saw  the 
trick  tried  that  it  did  not  fail,  and  bring  into 
contempt  the  trier.  Let  it  not  be  imagined 
that  I  am  against  a  conciliatory  course  of 
policy  —  call  it,  if  you  please,  a  coalition 
policy — where  each  party  yields  a  little  in 
order  to  gain  more — where  each,  without 
playing  false  to  his  friends,  gains  over  his 
enemies.     In  that  case  a  coalition  is  cre- 
ditable and  honourable  to  all  parties,  and 
may  be  highly  beneficial  to  the  State.  But 
it  is  a  false,  a  bastard  sort  of  conciliation 
that  has  been   pursued  in   Canada — one 
which  I  have  ventured  to  stigmatise  as 
bringing  those  who  try  it  into  contempt. 
It  is,  according  to  the  text  I  am  preaching 
from,   that  which   tends  to  the  making 
our  friends  enemies,  and  our  enemies  de- 
spise us.      And  so  in  the  event  it  hap- 
pened.    The  friends  of  the   Government 
were  discouraged;  our  enemies  were  well 
pleased  to   grasp   at   the   terms   offered. 
They  would  rather  not  perform  the  condi- 
tions of  the  contract,  but  they  accepted 
the  benefits  proposed  by  it.     A  Ministry 
was  chosen  from  the  party  which  I  will  not 
call  the  disloyal  party,  but  which  was  not 
the  loyal  party.     The  Prime  Minister  of 
the  new  Government  was  Mens.  Auguste 
Alexis  Hippolyte  Lafontaine.     In  various 
countries   various  officers  of  Government 
have  been  considered  the  Prime  Minister. 
In   Canada  tlie   Attorney  General   is  the 
Prime  Minister.     And  so  it  happened  that 
M.  Lafontaiue  (for  whom  and   M.  Mon- 


delet  I  presented  a  petition  in  thia  HbuBe, 
in  which  they  complained  of  having  been 
driven  out  of  the  country)  was  chosen 
Prime  Minister.  He  took  no  active  part 
in  the  rebellion.  He  fled  before  it  broke 
out.  To  use  a  Scotch  eipression,  "  he 
wasn't  out  in  the  '38 ;"  but  he  was  obliged 
to  go  away  to  save  himaelf,  and  he  was 
most  undoubtedly  implicated  in  the  rebel- 
lion, for  I  have  Sir  John  Colbome's  ac- 
count of  it,  which  I  shall  not  trouble  yoor 
Lordships  to  hear  read,  in  which  he  is 
charged  with  being  one  of  the  movers. 
It  is  quite  a  mistake,  however,  to  snppose, 
as  some  have  stated,  that  any  rewara  was 
offered  for  his  apprehension.  For  two  or 
three  other  Ministers  rewards  were  offered, 
but  not  for  M.  Lafontaine;  he  was,  how- 
ever, most  forward  and  ostentatious  in  his 
disaffection.  Before  he  was  in  office,  be 
wrote  to  Monsieur  Girouard  a  letter,  plainly 
showing  what  loyal  feelings  inspiml  him, 
dated  die  1 8th  of  February,  1839  (after 
the  rebellion),  in  which  he  said — 

**  There  is  nothing  new  except  thai  they  are 
speaking  of  coercion.  Vigor  and  Papinean  will 
give  you  20,000  napoleons  (about  18,000/.)  to  arm 
the  blue  bonnets  of  the  north.  TThat  waa  a  oant 
phrase  for  the  disaffected  Canadian  population.] 
Let  us  stir  them,  otherwise  tho  subject  will  never 
awaken  from  his  lethargic  sleep." 

This  is  the  exciting  language  used  by  one, 
now  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  —  used  tiler 
the  rebellion  had  been  suppressed,  and 
before  he  oould  himself  Teotore  to  go  baok 
to  Canada.  Now,  when  I  find  that  letter 
in  which  a  Prime  Minister  shows  he  hit 
been  using  most  seditions  language,  and 
endeavouring  to  keep  the  seeds  of  dis- 
affection alive,  and  to  fan  the  faalf-eztm- 
guished  embers  of  rebellion  into  flame 
again,  I  think  I  have  enough  to  justify 
me,  if  not  in  calling  the  party  to  whidi  he 
belongs  disloyal,  at  least  in  ref osiag  to  cbD 
them  very  loyal.  I  don't  oall  the  Ministiy 
disloyal  —  they  may  be  perfectly  loyal  it 
their  own  conceit,  but,  after  what  hu 
passed,  I  have  no  right  to  call  ihem  feysl: 
but  I  do  call  the  other  partr  loyal;  and,  hot 
for  their  recent  condoet,  whidi  was  ezeited- 
by  circumstances  of  great  provocation, 
there  is  no  ground  for  casting  tke  slight- 
est imputation  upon  their  loyalty.  I  noir 
come  to  the  year  1848,  and  the  bmnning 
of  the  present  year.  But,  first,  I  mot 
pause  to  account  for  the  eiroumstaiiee  «f 
M.  Lafontaine  and  his  coadjutors  I 
ing  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  A 
sprung  up  at  one  time,  whieh  was  v«7 
much  encouraged  by  Lord  Dwfaam  aol 
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his  Gcmneil»  and  which  goea  by  the  name 
of  "  responsible  goyemment."  If  I  were  to 
say  that  I  olearlv  understand  what  is  meant 
by  the  term»  I  should  be  arrogating  to  my- 
aelf  a  degree  of  perspicacity  to  which  I  have 
no  right;  I  should,  moreover,  be  invidiously 
|>laoing  my  intellect  in  contact  with  that 
of  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
▼emment.  The  principle  of  responsible 
government  is  this — that  whosoever  go- 
Terns  a  colony  (and  it  is  not  confined  to 
Canada),  is,  if  I  understand  it  at  all — 
but  my  noble  Friend  Lord  John  Russell 
not  being  able,  as  he  says,  to  understand 
it,  I  may  be  excused  if  I  mistake — how- 
ever, I  believe  it  to  be,  that  whosoever 
governs  a  colony,  he  shall  be  bound  to 
choose  as  his  Ministers  whomsoever  the  le- 
gislature of  the  colony  is  disposed  to  give 
its  confidence  to.  And  further,  whatever  be 
his  opinions  of  their  conduct,  so  long  as  the 
confidence  continues,  he  cannot  remove 
them.  Now,  if  it  be  supposed  that  that  is 
a  copy  of  the  constitution  of  the  mother 
oountry,  there  cannot  be  a  greater  mis- 
take. The  Ministers  in  this  country 
are  the  organs  of  the  Crown.  They 
are  rei^onsible  to  Parliament,  and  not 
merely  responsible,  but  they  hold  their 
offices  at  die  good  will  and  pleasure  of 
Pariiament.  But  the  principle  is  one  of 
give  and  take.  The  Crown  has  the  choice 
of  sdeotion  or  dismissal,  and  the  Parlia- 
ment of  refusal;  and  therefore  both  Crown 
and  Parliament  have  a  somewhat  similar, 
though  in  cases  of  irreooncileable  differ- 
enoet  not  unequal,  influence.  And  here 
Mr.  Bentham  made  a  great  mistake  when 
he  wholly  neglected  the  operation  on  both 
parties  <^  the  fear  of  differences  producing 
a  collision,  and  described  all  balances  and 
cheeks  as  only  bringing  Government  to  a 
•fltand-still;  for  he  did  not  consider  that 
•the  Crown  will  give  up  a  little  not  to 
■bring  things  to  extremity  with  the  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  Parliament  will  give  up 
-eomething  not  to  bring  matters  to  ex- 
•tremity  with  the  Crown.  But  in  the 
colony  we  are  told  to  regard  as  the 
JBnglish  constitution  one  which  gives  the 
•whole  power  to  one  party,  Parliament, 
and  leaving  nothing  to  the  Crown.  This 
is  called  responsible  government.  Well, 
-then,  our  Ministers  gave  them  respon- 
•aible  government,  that  is  to  say,  gave 
them  toe  power  of  naming  the  Ministers, 
who,  though  appointed  by  the  Governor, 
!are  Toted  by  the  Assembly,  and  are  kept 
JM  kaig  as  the  Assembly  please  to  keep 
I9  and  to  make  them  ^e  instrumenta 


in  their  hands  of  executing  their  designs. 
Such  is  the  construction  put  upon  respon* 
sible  government  in  the  colonies;  and  Lord 
Elgin,  I  see,  has  put  this  construction 
upon  it;  indeed,  but  for  such  a  construction, 
nobody  could  ever  have  dreamt  of  appoint- 
ing Mr.  Lafontaine.  He  was  first  appoint- 
ed in  the  time  of  Sir  Charles  Bagot,  who 
was,  I  believe,  an  able  governor,  and  he 
displayed  great  judgment  and  great  mode- 
ration, and  gave,  upon  the  whole,  great 
satisfaction  in  the  colony;  he  was,  however^ 
in  very  bad  health  during  the  greater  part 
of  his  government,  which  thus  added  to  tha 
weight  and  influence  of  his  Ministers.  Ha 
appointed  Mr.  Lafontaine,  because  respon- 
sible government  had  become  the  order  of 
the  day;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  it  must 
have  been  a  painful  duty  to  him  to  make 
such  an  appointment.  Then  came  Lord 
Metcalfe,  a  most  excellent  governor,  as  he 
had  shown  himself  both  in  India  and  in  Ja- 
maica, where  he  first  distinguished  him- 
self, as  well  as  in  Canada;  and  I  must  say 
when  I  look  back  upon  the  whole  career 
of  his  government  in  those  troubled  timed, 
I  am  filled  with  admiration  of  his  states- 
manlike capacity,  of  his  profound  judg- 
ment, of  his  calmness  and  deliberation  in 
the  most  difficult  and  serious  emergencies. 
And  when  I  add  to  that,  that  he  was  labour- 
ing under  the  pain — I  will  say  the  agonies, 
the  tortures — of  a  frightful  disease— -when 
I  state  that  notwithstanding  these  agonies, 
and  the  almost  insuperable  difficulties  by 
which  he  was  surrounded,  his  mind  shone 
out  to  the  very  last  with  the  same  brilliancy 
wherewith  it  had  illuminated  his  earlier 
career,  I  think  I  have  not  exaggerated 
in  the  picture  I  have  feebly  attempted 
to  pourtray.  Soon  after  Lord  Metcalfe  as^ 
sumed  the  reins  of  power,  he  dismissed 
the  government  which  he  found  in  office; 
and  I  can  well  believe  that  he  was  most 
willing  and  anxious  to  part  with  Mr.  La- 
fontaine. But  there  came  afterwards  ano- 
ther change,  and  the  doctrine  of  responsible 
government  was  applied,  in  the  utmost  ri- 
gour of  its  absurd  interpretation,  by  the  new 
Governor,  Lord  El^n;  lie  restored  Mr.  La- 
fontaine and  his  fnends  to  office.  This  no- 
tion of  responsible  government,  as  applied 
to  the  colonies,  almost  passes  my  powers 
of  comprehension.  It  is  utterly  inapplica* 
ble  in  the  colonies,  that  is,  as  it  is  upheld 
in  the  mother  country.  It  is  no  doubt  to  a 
certain  limited  extent  applicable,  but  only  to 
a  limited  extent.  I  would,  for  my  part,  in- 
terfere as  little  as  possible  with  the  powers 
and  workings  of  the  colonial  assemblies,  in 
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respect  to  the  making  of  roads,  bridges,  and 
canals,  and  as  to  all  matters  of  a  like  nature; 
but  in  matters  that  touch  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  honour  of  the  Crown,  or  the  in- 
terests of  the  Imperial  Government,  I  deny 
that  you  can  have  responsible  colonial  go- 
vernment. According  to  that  theory,  it  is 
said  that  whatever  the  majority  of  a  colony 
may  choose  to  do,  thedr  acts  are  always  to 
bind  the  minority ,  without  the  power  of  appeal 
to  the  Crown.  I,  for  one,  say  that  if  that  is 
to  be  the  rule,  gross  injustice  will  be  done 
— ^frightful  ci'udty  will  be  exercised — ^be- 
cause the  majority  of  the  popular  party,  and 
the  Government,  which,  according  to  this 
doctrine,  must  be  the  tool  of  the  popular 
party,  will  be  sure  to  trample  upon  the 
minority.  Factious  zeal,  party  animosity, 
personal  revenge,  will  be  sure  to  intrude. 
Therefore,  wherever  there  is  an  unequal 
balance  of  parties,  justice  can  only  be 
done  by  protecting  the  minority;  and  the 
minority  can  only  be  protected  by  allow- 
ing the  power  of  appeal  to  the  Imperial 
Government.  I  can  conceive  a  thousand 
differences  between  the  state  of  the  co- 
lonies and  the  mother  country,  with  re- 
spect to  the  applicability  of  this  theory 
of  responsible  government.  Even  with 
regard  to  the  mother  country,  I  believe 
that,  were  there  but  one  branch  of  the 
British  constitution,  that  branch  upon 
which,  because  it  represents  the  people, 
I  am  disposed  to  pronounce  that  eidogium 
in  which  I  am  sure  all  your  Lordships 
would  concur  —  the  most  frightful  ex- 
cesses might  be  committed  under  the  form 
of  popular  government.  Suppose  you 
abolish  the  House  of  Peers — ^let  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  be  chosen 
either  on  the  reformed  or  the  unreformed 
system,  either  by  universal  or  by  limited 
suffrage — ^let  the  House  of  Peers  no  longer 
be  joined  in  legislative  power  with  the 
Commons,  and  the  most  gross  injustice 
will  be  constantly  practised  by  a  tyrant 
majority  over  a  trodden  down  minority. 
But  the  people  of  the  colonies,  as  well  as 
the  people  of  this  country,  are  all  of  them 
safe,  because  they  have  an  appeal  to  your 
Lordships'  House.  Above  all,  the  co- 
lonial people  are  safe,  as  long  as  the 
Crown  protects  them  from  a  tyrant  ma- 
jority. Now,  by  dint  of  intriguing  and 
exacerbating  popular  cries,  the  present 
Ministry  in  Canada  has  attained  to  power. 
The  same  thing  might  happen  here.  Let 
any  one  raise  a  popular  cry — the  cry  of 
"  No  Popery,'*  "  the  Reform  Bill,"  **  Re- 
1        of  the  Corn  Law,"  or  "  Protection," 


or  whatever  it  might  be— I  care  not  what 
it  is< — let  them  raise  such  a  clamour 
as  gave  Mr.  Pitt  his  power  over  the 
Coalition  Ministry  in  1784,  and  the  con- 
sequence will  be — just  what  the  conse- 
quence was  in  1784,  when  Mr.  Pitt  at- 
tempted to  crush  Mr.  Fox  with  regard  to 
the  Westminster  election — though  he  found 
that  could  not  be  done  —  but,  in  such 
cases,  the  majority  will  always  trample, 
if  they  can,  upon  the  minority  —  no 
justice  can  be  hoped  for,  because  there 
is  no  appeal  to  the  Crown  or  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  Therefore  it  is  that  I 
take  leave  to  say,  the  principle  of  re- 
sponsible goyemment,  which  wonld  be 
safe  here,  would  not  be  safe  when  ap- 
plied to  the  colonies,  because  thej  have 
not  there  the  elements  which  alone  give 
us  safety  here.  Now,  havbg  stated  ttiis, 
and  before  I  come  to  consider  the  Bill  in 
question,  I  shall  only  refer,  in  support  of 
my  opinion  on  this  subject,  to  one  of  the 
ablest  state  papers  which  I  ever  recoUeot 
to  have  proceeded  from  a  statesman.  It 
is  a  despatch  dated  the  14th  October, 
1839,  sent  by  Lord  John  Russell  to  the 
Right  Hon.  Poulett  Thompson.  I  must  say 
I  have  read  that  despatch  with  unfeigned 
pleasure,  as  well  as  with  a  yerj  hSuij 
admiration.  It  gives  me  the  truest  satis- 
faction to  see  this  document,  proceeding 
from  an  old  and  esteemed  friend  of  mj 
own,  with  whom,  and  with  whose  fanuly, 
I  have  long  been  in  the  most  intimate 
relations.  It  is  a  despatch  which  does 
honour  to  him — it  is  a  despatch  wfaieii 
is  worthy  of  him,  who  by  his  writings  has 
so  ably  illustrated  the  principles  of  the. 
British  constitution — a  despatch  wordiT  of 
him  who,  by  his  legislation,  has  reinvigo- 
rated  that  constitution — a  despatch  worUij 
of  him  whose  ancestors  bj  tneir  martyr- 
dom founded  that  constitution.  I  do  not 
praise  this  document  one  jot  too  higUj, 
as  your  Lordships  will  see  if  yon  will  read 
it,  or  if  you  will  do  me  the  faTonr  to  at- 
tend while  I  read  a  few  sentences. 
It  may  almost  be  sidd,  indeed,  that  I 
have  given  that  despatch  bj  anticipation, 
for  I  have  quoted  some  of  hia  Terj  ez« 
pressions  in  announcing  mj  opimoos  with 
regard  to  responsible  gOTemment.  He 
is  proceeding  to  show  what  the  conse- 
quences womd  be,  if  responsiUe  govem- 
ment  were  adopted.    He  sajs-* 

'*  It  does  not  appemr,  indeed,  that  anj  very  de- 
finite meaning  it  generally  agreed  upoa  ^7  thow 
who  call  themielvei  the  advooates  of  thie  priarf- 
pie ;  but  its  very  vagaenen  is  a  sowos  of  dria> 
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son.  Mid  if  at  all  encouraged  would  proTO  the 
eauae  of  embarrassment  and  danger.  The  oon- 
stitution  of  England,  after  long  straggles  and 
alternate  soocess,  has  settled  into  a  form  of  go- 
Temment  in  which  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
is  imdisputed,  hut  is  ncTcr  exercised  without  ad- 
vice. Hence  the  exercise  only  is  questioned ;  and, 
howcTer  the  use  of  the  authority  may  be  con- 
demned, the  authority  itself  remains  untouched. 
This  is  the  practical  solution  of  a  great  problem, 
the  result  of  a  contest  which  from  1640  to  1690 
■hook  the  monarchy,  and  disturbed  the  peace  of 
the  country.  .  •  •  I  will  put  for  illustration 
some  of  the  cases  which  have  occurred  in  that 
Tory  province  where  the  petition  for  a  responsible 
executive  first  arose — I  mean  Lower  Canada. 
Daring  the  time  when  a  large  majority  of  the 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  followed  M.  Papi- 
neau  as  their  leader,  it  was  obviously  the  aim 
of  that  gentleman  to  discourage  all  who  did 
their  duty  to  the  Crown  within  the  province, 
and  to  &ter  all  who  should  resort  to  Canada 
with  British  habits  and  feelings  from  with- 
out. I  need  not  say  that  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  any  Blinister  to  support  in  the  Parlia- 
nent  of  the  United  Kingdom  the  measures  which 
a  Ifiniitry  headed  by  M.  Papmeau  would  have 
imposed  upon  the  Governor  of  Lower  Canada. 
British  omeers  punished  for  doing  their  duty; 
British  emigrants  defrauded  of  their  property; 
British  merdiants  discouraged  in  their  lawAil 
pursuits— would  have  loudly  appealed  to  Parlia- 
ment against  the  Canadian  Ministry,  and  would 
have  draianded  protection." 

He  gives  here  examples;  but  he,  perspi- 
cacious as  he  is,  and  imaginative  to  con- 
ceive cases  that  might  arise,  could  not  an- 
ticipate ihis  ether  case  which  has  arisen 
•—where  British  loyalists  i^re  taxed  to  pay 
French  rebels  for  losses  which  they — the 
rebels — sustained  in  a  rebellion  that  was 
crushed  by  those  loyalists.  Lord  John 
Russell  neyer  conceived  such  a  case  as 
this,  but  he  does  conceive  the  lesser  case 
of  a  British  officer  being  punished  for  the 
performance  of  his  duty.     He  goes  on — 

"  In  receiving  the  Queen's  commands,  therefore, 
to  protest  against  any  dedaration  at  variance  with 
the  honour  of^lie' Crown,  and  the  unity  of  the  em- 
|lre»  Fam  at  the  same  time  instructed  to  announce 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  intention  to  look  to  the 
alfiBOtionate  attachment  of  Her  people  in  North 
America  as  the  best  security  for  permanent  do- 
minion. It  is  necessary  for  this  purpose  that  no 
oflfeial  misconduct  should  be  screened  by  Her 
Mijesty's  representative  in  the  provinces ;  and 
that  DO  private  interests  should  be  allowed  to 
eompete  with  the  general  good.  The  Governor 
must  only  oppose  the  wishes  of  the  Assembly 
where  the  honour  of  the  Crown  or  the  interests 
€f  tiie  empire  are  deeply  concerned  ;  and  the  As- 
sembly must  be  ready  to  modify  some  of  its  mea- 
mires  for  the  sake  of  harmony,  and  from  a  rever- 
ent attachment  to  the  authority  of  Great  Britain." 

Where  the  honour  of  the  Crown  or  the  in- 
terests of  the  empire  are  deeply  concern- 
ed I  When  the  greatest  of  ancient  orators 
.tamited  the  Athenians  with  running  about 


the  market-place  and  the  streets,  asking 
for  something  new  or  strange — ''As  if," 
says  he,  "  there  could  be  anything  more 
new  or  strange  than  this,  that  a  Mace- 
donian dares  aspire  to  govern  Greeks;" 
so  I  say  you  call  for  proof,  that  there  is 
here  something  affecting  the  interests  of 
the  empire  or  the  honour  of  the  Crown, 
as  if  there  could  be  anything  more  nearly 
touching  the  honour  of  the  Crown  or  the 
interests  of  the  empire  than  this  Bill  for 
Canada,  which  makes  the  loyal  inhabit- 
ants— the  faithful  subjects  of  the  Crown, 
the  loyal  cementers  of  the  unity  of  the  em- 
pire—  cementing  it  by  their  blood — to 
make  them  pay  rebels  for  losses  which 
they  have  sustained  in  a  rebellion  which 
they,  the  loyalists,  have,  by  their  lives  and 
their  fortunes,  succeeded  to  quell.  Well, 
it  became  necessary,  in  order  to  conciliate 
those  who  were  now  the  majority  in  Par- 
liament, and  who  were  resolved  to  carry 
into  effect  the  intentions  of  the  not-loyal 
party  that  had  obtained  possession  of 
the  Government— on  the  principle  of  re- 
sponsible government  —  it  became  neces- 
sary to  take  a  certain  step,  to  which  I 
shall  for  a  moment  call  your  Lordships' 
attention.  But  you  must  not  suppose  that 
what  I  have  said  is  at  all  inconsistent 
with  what  I  am  about  to  add,  or  that  I 
am  unfolding  any  new  principles.  It 
would  be  a  very  cumbrous  and  injurious 
course  to  take  with  regard  to  any  ques- 
tion, if,  when  a  system  is  once  established 
— when  a  principle  is  once  laid  down  and 
carried  into  practice,  we  should,  on  every 
given  occasion  when  the  powers  springing 
from  this  system  were  called  into  exercise 
— if  we  were  all  at  once  to  attack  the 
system  and  the  principle,  instead  of  deal- 
ing with  the  conduct  of  those  who  act 
upon  that  system,  and  follow  that  principle. 
That  would  be  wrong  and  injudicious  al- 
together. At  all  events  this  is  clear, 
that  if  the  system  is  notoriously  bad — if 
the  principle,  instead  of  being  sound,  is 
rotten  —  if  the  theory  is  groundless — 
if  the  consequences  be  pernicious — if,  as 
Lord  John  Russell  says,  they  are  preg- 
nant with  danger  as  well  as  full  of  in* 
consistency — then  I  have  a  right  to  say 
that  the  utmost  care  should  be  taken 
not  to  carry  the  system  one  inch  or  one 
hair's  breadth  beyond  the  necessity  which 
is  actually  imposed.  The  duty  as  well  as 
the  policy  of  pursuing  this  conduct,  is  clear 
beyond  all  dispute.  Now,  I  shall  show 
your  Lordships  that  this  has  not  been 
done  in  Canada.     But  first  I  will  call  your 
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attention  to  the  constitution  of  the  Cana- 
dian legislature.  That  inquiry  has  he- 
come  absolutely  necessary,  because  it  is 
asserted  that  this  Bill  has  met  with  the 
entire  approbation,  not  only  of  the  French 
party,  but  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
English  party  too,  and  that  Upper  Canada 
joins  witn  Lower  Canada  in  support  of  it. 
Now,  I  shall  destroy  this  assumption  by 
a  plain  and  obrious  consideration.  The 
two  Canadas  were  tmhappily  united,  con- 
trary to  the  opinion  which  a  noble  Friend 
near  me  (the  Duke  of  Wellington),  held 
at  the  time,  and  in  favour  of  which  opin- 
ion he  entered  upon  your  Lordships*  jour- 
nals almost  the  only  protest  ne  was 
ever  known  to  make,  and  which  is  one  of 
the  ablest  state  papers,  and  one  of  the 
most  conyincing  I  ever  read.  The  un- 
happpy  union,  which  was  first  suggested 
by  the  late  Lord  Durham  in  an  evil  hour, 
was  nevertheless  carried  into  effect  upon 
the  following  basis  :  —  42  Members  were 
given  to  Upper  Canada ;  and  by  way,  I 
suppose,  of  keeping  the  balance  true,  42 
were  also  given  to  Lower  Canada.  Up- 
per Canada  is  altogether  English  —  loyal 
and  English — desirous  that  the  connexion 
with  the  mother  country  should  continue 
for  ever,  and  doing  all  it  can  to  perpet- 
uate that  connexion.  Lower  Canada  is 
for  the  greater  part  French;  there  being 
600,000  Frenchmen  to  200,000  English- 
men. Of  Lower  Canada  there  are  33 
French  and  nine  English  constituencies — 
42  in  all ;  the  great  majority,  therefore, 
are  French.  Upper  Canada  is  almost  all 
English;  I  believe  there  is  one  French  con- 
stituency, but  no  more.  Now,  observe  the 
consequences  of  this  union,  and  observe  how 
the  English  are  in  consequence  given  up  to 
the  French.  All  the  French  33  Members 
of  Lower  Canada,  or  almost  all  of  them, 
vote  constantly  together;  but  the  nine 
English  Members  do  not  all  vote  toge- 
ther. The  habitans  are  a  very  worthy 
and  excellent  set  of  French  subjects, 
but  they  are  exceedingly  ignorant  and 
ill-informed  ;  a  great  majority  of  them 
can  neither  read  nor  write,  and  they  are 
much  under  the  influence  of  their  priests. 
Some  of  tho  nine  English  Members  join 
with  the  French.  But  the  theory  and  the 
speculation  was,  that  the  forty-two  Mem- 
bers of  Lower  Canada  would  be  balanced 
by  the  forty-two  Members  of  Upper  Canada, 
on  the  very  foolish  supposition  •that  forty- 
two  Members,  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish, 
would  always  vote  together  as  much  as  the 
French  did.     But  they  did  no  such  thing; 


they  differed  exceedingly    among  them- 
selves, and  some  of  them  immediately  join- 
ed the  thirty-three  French  Members,  thus 
making  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  majority 
in  the   Assembly  was   French,   and   not 
English.     Now  your  Lordships  are  awaro 
that  beside  a  Legislative  Assembly,  there 
is  also  a  Legislative  Council  established  in 
Canada,  of  which  the  Crown  has  the  un- 
restricted  nomination.      This    Legislative 
Council  was  at  first  composed  of  twenty 
Members,   though  the  Crown   may  elect 
any    number    it    pleases  ;    and    twenty 
were  accordingly  appointed  by  Mr.  Pon- 
lett  Thompson.     Sir  Charles  Bagot,  while 
he  was  Governor  General,  appointed  ^yb, 
and    Lord    Metcalfe,    in    the   course    of 
his  three  years'  administration,  added  six. 
But  how  many  do  your  Lordships  think 
have  been  added  by  the  present  Governor 
— with  what  views  have  they  been  added, 
and  for  what  uses  ?     Twelve  Members  of 
the  Council  have  been  added,  not  in  three 
years,  but  in  ten  months.     Now,  it  will  be 
said  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Orey)  opposite, 
whom  I  observe  taking  notes,  and  who  evi- 
dently thinks  he  has  got  a  complete  an- 
swer to  my  statement  before  he  hears  it, 
which,  I  dare  say,  he  might  do  as  well  be- 
fore he  hears  it  as  he  will  be  able  to  do 
after,  for  I  believe  my  statement  is  unan- 
swerable— ^he  will  say,  "  Oh,  that  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Canada  Losses  Bill, 
for  their  appointment  was  contemplated  as 
far  back  as  August,  and  steps  were  taken  to 
have  them  named  in  August.  That  is  true, 
no  doubt;  but  how  many  were  afterwards 
added,  and  how  soon  after  were  they  added? 
I  know  one  was  appointed  in  Januaiy,  for 
Lord  Elgin  has  added  seventeen  altogether; 
but  I  am  referring  to  the  number  ne  has 
added  during  the  last  ten  months.     One 
wa&  added  in  January;  but  as  spring  ap- 
proached with  its  etherial  mildness,  tend- 
ing to  seed-time  and  a  growing  erop»  a 
crop  of  peers  came  up  as  well  as  of  wheat, 
and  accordingly  eleven  more  were  added; 
they  were  sown  broadoasty  and  eame  up 
not  with  the  autumn  but  with  the  spring. 
But,  then,  we  are  told  they  were  not  ap- 
pointed all  at  once,  but  bj  degrees,  st 
they  were  wanted. .    The  Goyenunoit  tried 
a  smaller  number  at  first;  they  made  an  st- 
tempt  to  see  how  their  numbeni  would  ba 
if  only  three  were  appointed;  ihey  said, 
"  Let  us  try  three,"  but  they  soon  found 
three  would  not  do,  they  were  still  in  s 
minority.     Six — no,  still  ihej  were  m  a 
minority;  till  at  last  thej  were  feroed  to 
add  eleven,  which  whh  the  one  afp^nted 
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in  January  mode  twelve,  and  then  they 
found  themseWeB  in  a  majority  of  five, 
haying  previously  heen  in  a  minority  of 
seven.  To  obtain  a  majority  they  sowed 
Peers  broadcast.  [A  Noble  Peer  :  That 
was  dibbling,  rather.]  My  noble  Friend, 
who  is  an  agriculturist  and  a  protectionist, 
aays  that  wey  were  not  sown  broadcast 
' — they  were  dibbled;  and  another  noble 
Friend  near  me,  for  in  fact  I  am  so  sur- 
rounded with  agriculturists  that  I  can 
hardly  plough  my  way  through  the  rough 
soil — says  they  were  drilled.  So  they  were 
— they  were  dibbled  and  drilled;  but  yet 
they  did  not  produce  such  a  crop  as  was 
hoped — ^they  did  not  produce  a  good  crop, 
though  I  aare  say  that  those  who  dib- 
bled and  drilled  them  thought  that  they 
bore  a  very  good  crop.  Now,  in  what 
proportions  were  they  taken  from  the 
two  divisions  of  the  colony  ?  There  were 
eight  taken  fh>m  Lower  and  four  from 
Upper  Canada — eight  from  the  French 
and  not-loyal  part  of  the  country,  and  four 
from  the  English  and  loyal  part  of  the 
country.  So  they  contrived  to  turn  their 
minority  of  seven  into  a  majority  of  five. 
Now,  when  this  step  was  taken,  I  cannot 
help  suspecting — I  may  be  wrong,  God 
forbid  that  I  should  be  uncharitable ! — but 
I  suspect  this  was  done,  and  it  is  not  only 
I  that  suspect  it,  but  the  suspicion  is  very 
general  abroad,  that  a  general  power  was 
asked  to  make  peers  by  the  Governor,  or 
rather  by  his  not-loyal  and  not-English 
iCinisfary,  and  that  the  Government  at 
home  gave  those  Ministers  in  Canada 
-a  general  authority  to  make  them.  They 
anrely  did  not  send  over  twelve  names. 
*Wer8  these  blank  peerages  sent  over  to 
M.  Lafbntaine,  who  wrote  to  his  friend  M. 
Oirouard  that  he  had  20,000  napoleons 
ready  to  be  sent  over  to  raise  the  country 
^igainst  the  Government,  and  to  abolish 
•feudal  tenures?  Was  it  to  this  M.  Papi- 
naau — ^to  this  M.  Lafontaine — who  said, 
ki  all  feudal  tenures  be  abolished — that 
blank  peerages  were  sent  over,  not  having 
feudal  powers  certainly,  for  they  were  not 
peers,  but  still  something  like  it,  for  they 
were  elected  for  life  ?  Were  blank  peerages 
80nt  over  to  him?  I  dare  say  not;  I  hardly 
Ihink  it  possible;  I  know  it  is  generally 
aiupected  in  the  colonies,  but  I  do  not 
think,  after  all,  that  so  outrageous  a  thing 
-could  have  been  done.  But  this  was  very 
probably  done — the  Colonial  Minister  sent 
over  a  long  Hst,  and  allowed  the  Ministers 
•of  the  Crown  to  choose,  which  really  came 
vary  moeh  to  the  same  thing.     However, 


we  shall  be  told  to*night  whether  the  cur» 
rent  report  be  true  or  not.  Well,  then, 
the  Legislative  Council  being  packed  by 
the  appointment  of  these  twelve  peers,  and 
the  House  of  Representatives  being  packed 
by  the  elections,  the  Canadian  Ministers  pro- 
ceeded with  their  project.  Here  I  must  re- 
mind your  Lordships — and  it  is  another  argu- 
ment against  responsible  government — ^how 
it  is  that  men  get  into  possession  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Canada,  or  any  other  colony,  in 
a  way  which  would  be  perfectly  impossible  in 
England,  and  which,  therefore,  renders  re- 
sponsible government  safe  here,  though  un- 
safe there.  There  are  ten  Ministers :  each 
of  them  may  be  supposed  to  be  possessed 
of  some  little  influence  in  his  respective 
sphere.  Suppose  that  each  one  of  them 
can  get  two,  or  say  three,  persons  elected 
— returned  for  their  different  districts. 
Suppose  that  three  are  returned  by  each 
of  the  ten  Ministers,  that  alone,  joined 
with  some  dozen  more  which  they  might 
always  reckon  upon,  would  constitute  a  prac- 
tical majority,  would  give  them  the  entire 
command  of  the  Legislature,  and,  according 
to  the  doctrine  of  responsible  government, 
would  give  them  the  command  of  the  govern- 
ment. Then  it  may  be  said,  why  did  not 
the  Government  refuse  permission  to  M. 
Lafontaine  to  have  the  nomination  of  these 
twelve  peers?  My  answer  is — responsible 
government.  The  Government  were  bound 
hand  and  foot  by  that  principle ;  M. 
Lafontaine  asked  for  a  creation  of  new 
peers,  the  same  as  was  done  by  some  par- 
ties in  this  country  in  1831,  and  in  that 
way  M.  Lafontaine  obtained  the  command 
of  the  Assembly.  He  gets  the  Gover- 
nor to  send  home  —  because  the  Gover- 
nor, according  to  this  doctrine  of  respon- 
sible government,  is  a  mere  tool  or  puppet 
in  the  hands  of  the  colonial  Ministers — he 
gets  the  Governor  to  send  home  and  ob- 
tain blank  tickets  for  peerages,  and  he 
uses  them  at  his  will.  Having  thus  pre- 
pared everything  for  their  movement,  they 
bring  in  their  Bill;  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  such  a  Bill  was  never  before  produced 
before  any  assembly.  I  affirm  that  it 
was  brought  in  for  a  purpose  which  was 
never  before  dreamt  of  being  carried  into 
execution  by  any  regularly  acting  body. 
In  it  there  is  dropped  the  use  of  the 
word  **  loyal,"  which  Lord  Metcalfe  had 
used  throughout  his  correspondence  and 
papers,  but  which  word  was  omitted  also  in 
the  Bill  for  Upper  Canada,  I  believe.  Its 
preamble  states — 
"  Whereas  it  is  fit  that  compensation  should  be 
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given  for  the  losses  that  may  have  arisen  firom  the 
total  or  partial,  unjust,  unnecessary,  or  wanton 
destruction  of  the  dwellings,  huildings,  property, 
and  effects  of  the  said  inhabitants,  and  from  the 
seizure,  taking,  or  carrying  away  of  their  pro- 
perty and  effects,  should  be  paid  and  satisfied : 
Be  it  therefore  enacted,  that  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  Governor  to  appoint  five  persons  to  be 
commissioners  under  this  Act,  and  from  time  to 
time  to  remove  them,  or  any  of  them,  and  to  ap- 
point another  or  others  in  the  place  of  any  so  re- 
moved, or  dying,  or  resigning  office.  And  be  it 
enacted,  that  the  amount  of  the  debentures  to  be 
issued  under  this  Act,  and  the  amount  of  the  said 
compensation  to  be  allowed  to  the  said  commis- 
sioners and  clerk,  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of 
100,000/.  currency." 

The  Bill  thus  gives  the  force  of  a  final 
judgment  to  the  award  of  the  commission- 
ers. Then  it  is  said  that  there  is  nothing 
in  this  Bill  which  mentions  the  giving  com- 
pensation to  rehels,  hut  oulj  to  lojal  sub- 
jects. That  I  deny.  It  is  a  Bill  of  com- 
pensation for  losses  sustained  by  rebels. 
Allow  me  now  to  refer  your  Lordships  to 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Elgin,  which  is  also 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  in 
his  answer.     In  it  Lord  Elgin  says — 

"  I  shall  not  fiiil  by  the  first  mail  to  furnish  you 
with  full  information  respecting  its  character  and 
objects,  the  circumstances  which  led  to  its  intro- 
duction, and  the  grounds  on  which  I  resolved, 
after  much  reflection,  to  sanction  it." 

This  is  after  he  had  given  his  assent  to  the 
Bill.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  seems  to 
have  taken  up  the  idea  that  he  is  to  take 
his  views  of  the  character  and  objects  of 
an  Act  from  the  correspondence  of  the 
Governor;  for  he  says,  in  his  reply, 
"  Though  I  have  not  received  your  account 
of  the  character  and  objects  of  the  Bill*' — 

Earl  GREY :  I  had  received  the  Act. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  But  you  had  not 
received  the  promised  correspondence. 

Earl  GREY :  I  formed  my  opinion  from 
the  Act  itself. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  The  noble  Earl 
surely  does  not  hear  what  I  say.  I  say 
that  he  had  received  the  Act,  but  he  had 
not  received  the  despatch  which  was  pro- 
mised : — 

"  I  herewith  inclose  for  your  Lordship's  perusal 
a  copy  of  the  Act  in  question,  and  I  shall  not  fidl, 
by  the  first  mail,  to  furnish  you  with  full  informa- 
tion respecting  its  character  and  objects." 

Now,  I  beg  leave  to  say,  that  though 
it  is  no  shame  to  Lord  Elgin,  who  is 
no  lawyer,  not  to  know  matters  of  law 
as  well  as  others  who  had  the  fortune 
of  being  bred  to  the  law,  yet  everybody, 
lawyer  or  layman,  should  know  that  the 
objects  and  character  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament are  to  be  taken    not  from   ex- 


planations given  by  anybody  else,  but 
from  the  enactments  contained  in  the 
statute  itself.  I  have,  therefore,  to  resort, 
not  to  the  despatch,  which  has  never  ar- 
rived, but  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  itself, 
for  the  purpose  of  finding  out  its  object 
and  character;  I  am  now  accordingly  about 
to  state  what  I  understand  to  be  the  effect 
of  the  Act,  and  in  this  view  I  am  borne 
out  by  what  the  Journals  of  the  Canadian 
Legislature  prove.  I  say  that  the  Act  was 
intended  originally  to  compensate  others 
than  the  loyal — ^that  it  was  intended  to 
draw  no  such  wholesome  line  between  the 
loyal  and  the  disloyal  as  is  now  contended 
for.  The  Act  was  originally  drawn  with- 
out any  exceptions;  l£at  is  to  say,  the 
resolutions  on  which  it  was  founded  were 
introduced  without  any  exceptions;  but  a 
Mr.  Bolton,  as  I  am  informed,  made  a 
Motion  which  led  to  the  introduction  of 
an  exception.  The  terms  of  the  exception 
were  these : — 

**  Provided  that  none  of  the  persons  who  have 
been  convicted  of  high  treason,  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  in  t£it  part  of  this  proviDoe  for- 
merly the  province  of  Lower  Canada,  since  the 
1st  day  of  November,  1837,  or  who,  having  been 
charged  with  high  treason,  or  other  offences  of  a 
treasonable  nature,  and  having  been  committed 
to  the  custody  of  the  sheriff  in  the  gaol  of  Mon- 
treal, submitted  themselves  to  the  will  and  plea- 
sure of  Her  Bfajesty,  and  were  thereupon  trans- 
ported to  Her  Blajesty's  islands  of  Bermuda,  shall 
be  entitled  to  any  indemnity  for  loaeee  sustained 
during  or  after  the  said  rebellioo,  or  in  oonse- 
quenoe  thereof." 

That  exception  was  not  in  the  original 
frame  of  the  Act,  or  in  the  resolations 
which  formed  the  groundwork  of  the 
Act.  But  this  exception  is  not  enongfa. 
It  only  extends  to  persons  convicted  of 
high  treason,  or  persons  charged  with 
high  treason  and  committed  to  the  custody 
of  the  sheriff,  and  who,  submitting  to  the 
pleasure  of  Her  Mi^esty,  have  been  trans- 
ported to  Bermuda.  But  then  what  be- 
comes of  the  persons  who,  not  ocmvicted 
of  high  treason,  have  been  transported 
to  Bermuda,  without  having  been  in  the 
custody  of  the  sheriff?  That  is  one 
case.  I  may  be  told  that  this  Act  u 
all  a  blunder,  and  that  it  is  intended 
to  have  it  amended  hereafter.  Yoy 
possibly ;  but  that  is  the  yerj  reason 
why  my  Motion  becomes  neceasaij.  The 
act  has  been  hastily  done,  like  all  acts  of 
violence ;  it  has  been  ill-considered,  like 
many  other  measures  of  the  Colonial  Go- 
vernment ;  and  it  has  been  rmahlj  carried 
into  effect,  like  all  deeds  of  a  tyrant  ma- 
jority— ^but  all  that  is  no  reaaon  for  ear 


47S 


Canada  Bebellion 


{June  19} 


Losses  Bill. 


474 


not  noticing  the  matter  here.  I  will 
take  another  case.  Suppose  a  person  not 
convicted  of  treason,  and  not  sent  to 
Bermuda,  but  who  had  been  in  the  cus- 
tody of  the  sheriff  for  treason,  and  who 
had  submitted  to  Her  Majesty,  and  been 
let  out.  That  person  would,  also,  not 
come  within  the  exceptions  of  this  Bill. 
He  would  be  entitled  to  compensation  for 
his  rebellion.  If  any  noble  Lord  opposite  be 
a  better  lawyer  than  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  near  me  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  who 
agrees  in  every  tittle  of  what  I  now  say,  and 
who  will  state  so  to  your  Lordships,  let  hira 
stand  up  and  explain  his  reasons  when  I 
have  done.  Take  a  third  case — that  of  a 
person  not  convicted  of  treason — ^not  ban- 
ished to  Bermuda,  and  not  submitting  to 
Her  Majesty,  but  who  has  been  in  the 
custody  of  the  sheriff.  Such  a  person  will 
also  escape  being  included  in  these  ex- 
ceptions, and  will  be  rewarded  for  rebel- 
lion. All  the  three  conditions  must  be 
united — submission  to  the  Crown,  banish- 
ment to  Bermuda,  and  being  in  custody 
of  the  sheriff,  before  the  exception  can 
apply  ;  and,  therefore,  I  am  justified  in 
saying  that  this  Act  does  not  except  a 
large  diiss  of  traitors,  who,  I  am  told,  but 
erroneously  told,  are  proposed  to  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  indemnity.  But  I  speak 
with  perfect  confidence  on  this  point,  and 
on  the  intentions  of  the  not-loyal  majority, 
from  what  followed  Mr.  Bolton's  insuffi- 
cient Motion.  A  Mr.  Wilson  thought  that 
the  exception  did  not  go  far  enough,  and 
moved  an  additional  exception,  including 
all  persons  who  had  been  aiding  or  abet- 
ting in  the  rebellion.  But  what  happened  ? 
The  Government  set  its  face  against  that 
Amendment,  and  it  was  accordingly  re- 
jected by  a  majority  of  sixteen.  The  only 
inference  I  can  draw  is,  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  voluntarily  and  wilfully  rejected 
— ^that  the  Government  did  not  choose  to 
adopt  it;  and  I  consequently  draw  this 
conclusion,  that  the  Government  of  Ca- 
nada, with  its  eyes  open,  advisedly  in- 
tended that  a  line  should  not  be  drawn  be- 
tween the  loyal  and  the  disloyal,  and  art- 
fully resolved  that  only  the  inadequate 
exceptions  before  mentioned  should  be 
made.  The  moment  you  state  an  excep- 
tion to  a  rule,  it  removes  all  doubt  as  to 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  founded.  It 
leaves  all  designedly  intact,  which  the  ex- 
ception does  not  cover — but  still  more  if 
yea  refuse  a  proposal  to  extend  the  excep- 
tion* That  is  the  necessary  and  inevitable 
ooDsequence.    Do  I  blame  Lord  Elgin  him- 


self for  all  this?     Most  undoubtedly  not. 

I  throw  no  blame  on  him  whatever,  for  he 
was  supposed  to  be  acting  under  respon- 
sible government,  and  to  have  no  choice 
whatever  in  the  matter.  He  was  in  the 
hands  of  M.  Lafontaine,  and  M.  Lafon- 
taine  was  the  creature  of  the  majority,  and 
they  domineered  over  him,  and  compelled 
him  to  adopt  the  course  of  which  they 
approved ;  or  the  majority  was  his  crea- 
ture, and  both  together  were  Lord  Elan's 
masters.  I  come  now  to  what  has  been 
stated  here  over  and  over  again  for  Lord 
Elgin,  and  in  which  I  am  at  issue  with 
the  noble  Earl  as  to  a  point  of  fact.  He 
states  that  this  Act  was  obtained  by  the 
approbation  not  only  of  the  majority  of 
the  whole  Parliament,  of  which  there  can 
be  no  doubt,  but  by  a  majority  of  the 
English  representatives  of  Upper  Canada, 
as  well  as  of  the  French  of  Lower  Canada. 
This  view  arises  from  the  grossest  of  fal- 
lacies— from  the  supposition  that  the  point 
at  issue  between  the  parties  was  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill.  Nobody  objected  to  com- 
pensation, provided  it  was  to  be  given  only 
to  the  loyal.  The  loyal  were  for  com- 
pensation to  the  loyal,  and  I  am  only 
speaking  for  them.  There  may  have  been 
traitors,  or  traitors  in  disguise,  who  might 
object  to  compensation  to  any  parties;  but 
the  loyal  had  no  objection  to  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  provided  the  rebels  did  not  get 
compensation.  But  the  real  point  at  issue 
was  Mr.  Wilson's  Amendment ;  and  I  am 
prepared  to  show  that  this  Amendment 
had  been  supported  by  a  very  large  ma- 
jority of  the  representatives  of  the  Upper 
Province,  and  of  the  English  portion  of 
the  members  for  Lower  Canada.  The 
numbers  were  these:  —  On  the  Bill  at 
large,  22  French  and  15  English  mem- 
bers were  for  it,  making  37  in  all,  out 
of  Lower  Canada,  while  there  were  none 
of  the  French,  and  18  of  the  English 
against  it.     In  Upper  Canada  there  were 

II  for,  and  14  against,  the  Bill — that  is, 
against  the  Bill  generally.  On  Mr.  Wil- 
son's Amendment  the  numbers  were — 
from  Upper  Canada,  22  English,  and  from 
Lower  Canada,  ^ye  English  and  one 
Frenchman,  making  27  English  and  one 
French  representative  for  the  Amendment; 
while  the  numbers  against  it  were  13  Eng- 
lish members  from  Upper  Canada,  and  29 
French  and  two  English  members  from 
Lower  Canada.  That  is  to  say,  there 
were  15  English  against,  and  27  English 
for  Mr.  Wilson's  Amendment  ;  but  I  de- 
duct from  the  15  English  members  the 
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Ministers  who  yoted  against  it,  because 
they  were  Ministers  of  the  Lafontaine  party, 
and  because,  at  all  events,  the  votes  of 
Ministers  are  no  proof  of  the  state  of 
public  opinion  on  any  given  measure.  That 
leaves  27  English  members  against  giving 
compensation  to  rebels,  and  10  English 
members  for  the  rebels,  being  a  majority 
of  nearly  three  to  one  of  the  English 
members  against  giving  compensation  to 
rebels,  instead  of  there  being  a  majority  of 
English  members  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  as 
has  been  most  erroneously  stated.  Then  I 
find  Lord  Elgin  pluming  himself  very  much 
on  the  addresses  that  have  been  sent  in  to 
him.  He  has  had,  no  doubt,  a  number 
of  addresses — he  has  had  several  thousand 
signatures  to  these  addresses.  I  have 
eounted  between  14,000  and  15,000  of 
these  signatures,  and  to  one  there  were 
no  less  than  3,500  names  ;  but  I  find,  on 
looking  over  these  addresses,  that  they  are 
chiefly  on  the  subject  of  the  late  riots. 
They  are  congratulations  that  his  Excel- 
lency had  escaped  violence,  and  they  con- 
dole with  him  on  the  destruction  of  pro- 
perty, and  the  insults  to  which  he  had  been 
personally  exposed,  professing  the  loyalty 
of  the  addressers  notwithstanding  the  riots. 
But  hardly  any  of  them  has  a  word  in 
commendation  of  the  Ministers — one  or 
two  of  them,  and  no  more.  Hardly  any 
one  of  them  has  a  word  approving  of  the 
Bill,  or  at  all  touching  on  the  subject — 
one  or  two  of  them,  and  no  more.  But 
how  were  these  addresses  prepared  ? 
Whence  did  they  proceed  ?  From  public 
meetings  ?  No  such  thing.  Hardly  two 
or  three  of  them  were  adopted  at  public 
meetings.  1  admit  that  one  of  them  did 
proceed  from  a  public  meeting,  but  cer- 
tainly not  above  one  or  two  more  out  of 
the  entire  number.  They  were  got  up  in 
comers  ;  they  were  what  we  use  to  call  in 
this  country  **  hole-and-corner  addresses," 
which  may  always  be  got  up  very  easily, 
as  the  signatures  depend  on  the  activity 
of  the  agents,  and  upon  the  inducements 
held  out  to  those  who  are  asked  to  sign 
them.  But  let  me  ask  if  that  has  any  sort 
of  bearing  on  the  question  of  public  opin- 
ion— on  the  question  whether  the  voice  of 
the  people  be  in  favour  of  the  Government 
and  the  Ministry  in  this  matter  or  not  ?  It 
has  no  such  bearing  whatever.  A  great  num- 
ber of  addresses  and  petitions  have  poured 
in  on  the  Governor  General  against  the  Bill, 
and  almost  all  of  these,  or  a  great  propor- 
tion of  them,  have  proceeded  from  public 
moetiiigs>  convened  by  the  authorities  of  the 


country,  presided  over  by  the  magiBtrates, 
the  mayors,  and  the  sheriffs,  and  called  on 
requisitions  containing  some  of  them  not 
less  than  500  signatures.  These  meetings 
were  publicly  holden — they  were  convened 
in  the  face  of  day;  and  at  such  meetings 
crowds  of  addresses  were  brought  forward 
and  adopted  against  the  Bill.  But  it  has 
been  said  that  tranquillity  has  been  restored. 
I  trust  it  has.  I  wish  uie  accounts  may  be 
true.  I  am  not  in  possession  of  any  official 
despatches  on  the  subject  either  way;  but 
I  will  read  to  your  Lordships  a  letter  which 
comes  from  a  person  in  a  public  employ- 
ment, and  is  dated  the  6th  of  June,  which 
is,  I  believe,  about  the  latest  inteUigenee 
that  anybody  can  have  from  that  quarter — 
this  being,  I  believe,  somewhere  about  the 
19th  of  June.     He  says — 

"  I  take  the  liberty  of  writing  to  inform  your 
Lordships  of  the  State  of  Canada,  having  left 
Montreal  last  night.  Ileft  it  in  the  greatest  poa- 
sible  excitement,  for  although  the  British  popula- 
tion are  most  loyal,  they  would  rather  join  the 
United  States  than  consent  to  pay  the  losses 
which  the  rebels  sustained  in  1837  and  1838,  by 
their  own  misconduct.  Should  Her  Mi^jesty  eon- 
sent  to  the  Bill  which  Lord  £lgin  ■anctioiied, 
Canada  is  lost  to  the  British  Crown." 

That  is  the  opinion  of  this  writer,  who  is  as 
loyal  a  man  as  any  on  the  bench  opposite. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOwNE : 
He  may  be  loyal,  but  is  not  right  in  hb 
opinions. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  He  sUtes  what 
his  opinion  is;  but  on  this  point  I  admit 
that  1  do  not  altogether  agree  with  him. 
He  then  goes  on  to  say«- 

**  The  British  population  are  numerioally  in- 
ferior to  the  French  in  Lower  Canada,  but  they 
are  infinitely  superior  to  them  in  eneiigy,  Intel* 
ligence,  and  wealth." 

The  remainder  of  the  letter  is  not  material; 
but  I  ask,  is  it  Tory  mnch  to  be  wondered 
at,  that  such  excitement  should  prevmil  9  I 
am  sure  no  one  deplores  more  than  I  do 
the  excesses  that  have  been  oonunitted. 
No  one  is  more  disposed  even  to  punish  the 
authors  of  these  disgraceful  outrages;  but 
though  I  will  not  say  a  word  to  mitiffate 
their  punishment,  or  to  extenuate  their 
offences,  yet  I  cannot  but  &el  for  those 
who  did  not  take  part  in  the  riots,  form- 
ing the  great  bulk  of  our  feiUow-subjects, 
the  loyal  Englishmen  of  Canada,  who  by 
their  own  treasure,  and  by  th^  exer- 
tions, and  by  their  sacrifices,  and  by 
their  blood,  extinguished  the  flames  of  that 
rebellion.  I  cannot  but  feel — plaeing  my- 
self in  their  hard  situation-— wntlung  under 
the  infliction  of  this  ill-stanred 
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cannot  but  feel  how  much  and  how  bitterly 
thej  muat  feel  risited  by  this  punishment. 
It  is  a  common  remark,  which  I  will  repeat 
withoot  any  over-refinement,  that,  though 
individuals  feel  more  for  their  own  inter* 
ests,  yet  that  great  bodies  of  men — a  peo- 
ple or  nation  at  large — are  more  apt  to  be 
irritated,  and  vexed,  and  tormented  by  what 
outrages  their  feelings,  than  by  what  dam- 
nifies their  interests;  and  when  the  feel- 
ings that  are  outraged  are  the  loyal  affec- 
tions of  subjects  deserted  by  their  natural 
protectors,  from  whom  they  have  never 
withholden  allegiance — and  not  only  that, 
but  when  they  find  that  they  are  actually 
trampled  upon — ^when  they  find  their  rulers 
in  open  league  with  their  enemies — with 
traitors  and  rebels,  whose  treasonable  at- 
tempts they  had  put  down,  the  flames  of 
whose  insurrection  they  had  extinguished 
with  their  blood — ^when  they  find  them- 
selves, moreover,  called  upon  to  make  good 
the  losses  of  those  traitors  in  that  rebel- 
lion, to  crush  which  they  had  themselves 
suffered  loss  as  well  of  life  and  limb  as  of 
treasure  —  when  men  find  themselves  so 
treated,  though  it  may  be  no  excuse  for  riot, 
no  extenuation  of  the  offence  in  which  a  few 
only  have  joined — it  is  a  most  cruel  hard« 
ship  to  be  inflicted  on  the  whole  commu- 
nity, who  have  not  broken  out  into  any  acts 
of  violence,  and  it  is  a  treatment  certain  to 
outrage  every  feeling  of  their  minds.     I 
consider,  therefore,  that  it  is  our  bounden 
duty  to  protect  these  persons  from   this 
severe,  this  intolerable  infliction;  and  if  I 
am  told  that  there  is  nothing  in  this  Bill 
for  compensating  rebels  for  their  losses, 
which  was  not  found  also  in  the  Bill  for 
Upper  Canada,  I  take  issue  on  the  fact. 
I  maintain  that  Upper  Canada  was,  com- 
paratively speaking,  scarcely  in  rebellion 
at  all.     There  were  losses  sustained  there, 
but  they  were  sustained  accidentally.  There 
were  rebels  in  Upper   Canada,  but  they 
were  comparatively  few    and    powerless; 
and   therefore  in  the  Bill  for  that  pro- 
vince, it  was  not  necessary  to  draw  the 
line  between  the  rebels  and  the  loyal ;  but 
nevertheless  it  did  substantially  draw  the 
line.     I  am  told  that  it  has  been  stated  by 
a  Mr.  Hincks,  the  Inspector  General  of 
Lower  Canada,  that  several  rebels    had 
been  compensated  under  the  Upper  Canada 
Bill  of  1 845,  and  he  mentioned  the  names 
of  a  Mr.  Cooke    and  four  others.      Mr. 
Hincks  referred  to  the  great  loyalty  of  Mr. 
Ingersoll  and  the  two  otber  commissioners 
bj  whom  the.  awards  had  been  made;  but 
M  MKm  as  this  statement  appeared,  Mr. 


Ingersoll  wrote  a  letter  denying  the  states 
ment  in  toto.  The  language  was,  perhaps, 
more  strong  than  courteous,  but  he  apr 
peared  to  have  been  exceedingly  annoyed 
at  the  time.     He  says— 

"  In  reply  to  the  above  statement,  I  hare  onlj 
to  say,  that  it  ii  not  founded  on  fact,  and  that 
Mr.  Hincks's  correspondent  has  not  stated  to  him 
the  truth,  which  he  must  readily  admit  the  mo- 
ment he  becomes  acquainted  with  the  real  facts  of 
the  case.  In  the  first  place,  no  such  claim  as 
that  alleged  had  been  made  by  the  would-be  Ge- 
neral Buncombe,  and  if  it  had,  it  would  not  have 
been  receiyed.  Neither  was  there  any  sum  award- 
ed to  a  Mr.  John  Tooke," 

Mr.  Hincks  afterwards  stated  that  this  name 
should  have  been  Cooke,  The  letter  goes 
on  to  allude  to  the  next  case,  that  of  a 
person  named  Haggerman,  and  it  says  that 
this  man  was  a  respectable  farmer  of  Har- 
wich, who  had  sent  in  a  claim  for  goods 
taken  from  him  for  the  use  of  the  troops; 
but  surely  this  was  not  compensation  for 
rebellion  losses,  but  payment  for  the  goods 
given.  Sir  Alan  M*Nab  having  no  money, 
gave  a  note  of  hand  for  the  goods  that  he 
had  taken,  and  that  note  was  handed  in  to 
the  commissioners  and  paid.  But  you  pay 
an  enemy  in  an  enemy  s  country  for  what 
you  purchase  from  him;  and  how  Mr, 
Hincks,  or  anybody  else,  could  make  such 
a  random  statement  as  calling  such  pay- 
ment compensation,  surpasses  my  compre- 
hension, unless  his  statement  might  pro- 
ceed from  what  the  late  Sir  Prancis 
Burdett  wittily  called  on  one  occasion 
*'  that  inveterate  habit  of  official  asser- 
tion, which  people  who  have  been  em- 
ployed in  the  Government  are  liable  to 
acquire."  I  have  now,  my  Lords,  got  to  a 
close.  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  there 
cannot  be  a  more  fatal  error  than  carrying 
to  the  extreme  to  which  it  has  been  car- 
ried the  doctrine  of  responsible  government. 
If  the  principle  be  good  for  Canada,  it 
must  be  equaUy  good  for  Jamaica,  for 
Trinidad,  for  the  Cape,  and,  in  fact,  wher- 
ever  there  is  a  colonial  government.  I  ask, 
if  we  had  unhappily  adopted  that  doctrine 
of  responsible  government  in  our  colonies 
twenty  years  ago,  how  would  the  question 
of  slavery  have  been  settled,  when,  as  Mr. 
Canning  remarked,  you  can  never  trust 
slaveowners  to  make  laws  for  the  treatment 
of  slaves  ?  Let  us,  therefore,  come  to  the 
consideration  of  this  question  uninfluenced 
by  the  farce  of  responsible  government, 
so  well  exposed  to  ridicule  and  reprobation 
in  the  despatch  of  Lord  John  Russell  which 
I  have  read.  I  do  not  argue  this  question 
on  these  grounds  alone;  but  I  say  that  in 
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exact  proportion  as  that  form  of  goyem- 
ment  is  ill  adapted  to  a  colony,  it  is  well 
adapted  to  a  parent  state.  It  is  ill  adapted 
where  there  is  not  the  check  of  a  House 
of  Lords — where  the  colonial  assemhly  is 
small  in  point  of  numhers,  and  may  be 
therefore  packed,  as  I  have  shown  that  the 
Canadian  Parliament  is  packed.  Accord- 
ing as  this  is  the  case,  in  precisely  the 
same  degree  ought  you  at  home — ^by  the 
Secretary  of  State's  license,  and  by  the 
power  of  refusing  that  license,  which, 
by  the  law  of  the  land — the  law  of  the 
colonies  as  well  as  of  the  mother  coun- 
try— ^you  are  entitled  to  exercise,  and 
which  you  are  bound  in  duty  to  exer- 
cise in  certain  c<ises  —  to  see  that  the 
feelings  of  your  fellow-subjects  are  not  out- 
raged by  the  adoption  of  a  particular  po- 
licy. I  do  not  call  upon  you  absolutely  to 
refuse  assent  to  this  Bill.  I  do  not  ask 
you  to  interfere  with  the  R^yal  prerogative, 
by  addressing  the  Crown  to  withhold  that 
assent;  but  I  ask  you  to  take  care  that  the 
Bill  should  be  made  clear,  and  plain,  and 
intelligible — that  if  there  are  other  blun- 
ders in  it,  they  shall  bo  corrected — that  if 
exceptions  are  not  made  in  it  which  ought 
to  be  made,  these  exceptions  shall  now  be 
added — and  that  in  the  meanwhile  the 
Bill  shall  be  suspended,  not  refused,  in 
order  that  due  time  may  be  afforded  for 
making  the  amendments.  You  are  on  the 
eve  of  a  great  struggle  in  North  America; 
and  if  you  suppose  that  that  struggle  be- 
tween the  races  there,  or  between  you  and 
the  colony  at  large,  is  viewed  with  indif- 
ference by  your  neighbours  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic — if  for  a  moment  you 
rock  yourself  to  sleep  with  the  idea  that 
America,  having  enough  to  do  at  home, 
will  not  look  across  the  St.  Lawrence,  or 
that,  because  she  has  already  a  boundless 
extent  of  territory  she  will  not  covet  more 
— oh,  let  me  awake  you  from  that  dream 
— let  mo  remind  you  that  if  America  is, 
for  the  first  time,  an  unambitious  republic 
— that  if,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
nations,  you  have  in  America  an  instance  of 
a  moderate  commonwealth — of  a  popular 
government  without  the  control  of  a  Crown, 
and  without  the  poise  of  an  aristocracy— 
without  the  control  of  the  Crown  to  keep 
her  at  peace,  as  here,  or  the  control  of  the 
aristocracy  to  perpetuate  peace,  as  at 
Venice  of  old — if  America  furnishes  an 
example  of  a  popular  government,  without 
any  such  checks,  any  such  control,  be- 
ing divested  of  all  ambition,  it  is  the  most 
novel  event  in  the  history  of  human  nature 


and  of  human  progress.  But  above  all,  if 
you  should  fancy  that  America,  having 
great  territories,  and  exteni^g  them  to 
the  south  and  to  the  west  in  all  directions, 
has  more  lands  than  she  knows  how  to  cul- 
tivate, more  provinces  than  she  knows 
how  to  govern,  more  produce  than  she 
knows  how  to  consume  and  to  barter,  will 
not,  therefore,  look  to  the  north,  and  will 
not  seek  to  increase  that  store  at  your 
cost — then  I  say  that  you  expect  an  infi- 
nitely greater  wonder  still,  a  consumma* 
tion  more  contrary  to  the  whole  history  of 
human  passions  and  human  crimes — that 
the  love  of  dominion  ceases  when  the 
bounds  of  that  dominion  have  been  ex- 
tended— that  the  lust  of  conquest  is  as- 
suaged by  each  gratification,  instead  of 
being  increased  by  indulgence.  Different, 
far  different,  will  be.  the  event.  America 
counts  every  day  an  age  until  she  heart 
that  this  Bill  has  received  the  Royal  as- 
sent— until  she  hears  that  yon  have  plunged 
yourselves  recklessly  into  the  gulf  which  is 
now  yawning.  There  is  a  positive,  direct, 
and  prevailing  interest  which  no  Ameri- 
can, even  in  the  Southern  States,  de- 
spises; for  Upper  Canada  is  a  great  refuge 
for  runaway  negroes;  and,  if  it  is  a^xed, 
they  will  come  into  possession  of  their  ne- 
groes again.  In  Upper  Canada  there  are 
15,000  families  of  runaway  negroes.  The 
Southern  States  have  a  general  lore  rf 
American  rule  and  of  American  fame,  and 
they  participate  with  the  North  in  another 
field  which  I  am  about  shortly  to  open. 
You  have  given  up  protection:  yon  have 
adopted  the  doctrines  of  free  trade ;  you 
have  extended  them  from  time  to  time,  to 
my  satisfaction  and  comfort,  from  one  arti« 
cle  to  another;  but  in  one  direction  and  in 
one  matter  most  unquesUonabl  j  against  my 
opinion.  The  Americans  do  not  sympa- 
thise with  you  in  that  matter.  They  sym- 
pathise with  the  Canadian  rebels.  They 
do  not  sympathise  with  you  upon  the  imb- 
jeet  of  protection.  They  are  delighted-^ 
as  I  know  by  letters  that  hare  come  te 
my  knowledge,  addressed  to  the  greatest 
houses  in  the  City  —  they  are  dianned 
with  your  policy.  They  haTe  eipreased 
the  utmost  joy  and  exultation  at  the 
errors  yon  have  conmiitted  by  abandon- 
ing  your  navigation  system;  and  they 
add,  **  Do  not  suppose  we  mean  to  join 
you.  No;  we  wul  draw  tighter  the  r^ 
straints  upon  you,  in  order  to  increase  onr 
own  profit."  We  hare  abandoned  all  pro* 
taction  for  our  manufiMtnres.  Not  so  the 
Americans.   TheyliaTeastraigdeBreftr 
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protection;  and  tbej  Y^ish  to  extend  their 
protective  system  in  order  to  foster  the  pro- 
Quce  of  their  home  industry.  But  what  pre- 
vents them  from  giving  complete  and  gene- 
ral protection  to  their  own  manufactures  ? 
What  stops  them  from  protecting  their  na- 
tive produce  ?  Upper  Canada — a  coast  of 
fourteen  or  fifteen  hundred  miles  long. 
It  is  utterly  impossible  for  them  to  guard 
that  extended  frontier.  No  American 
corps  of  police,  no  American  militia,  much 
less  a  corps  of  custom-house  officers  or  ex- 
cise officers,  can  prevent  bales  of  foreign 
manufactured  goods  from  entering  the 
States  across  that  vast  frontier.  Protec- 
tion, therefore,  is  impossible  in  America, 
whilst  Upper  Canada  is  ours.  A  friend 
of  mine,  a  member  of  a  most  distin- 
guished family  connected  with  this  House, 
was  lately  in  that  country.  He  saw  a 
number  of  hatchets  offered  for  sale  in 
the  Illinois  country;  and  an  English- 
man asked  the  man  who  had  them  for 
sale  what  they  cost.  **  Oh,"  said  the 
American,  **  I  cannot  make  them  under 
a  dollar  and  a  quarter,  and  I  guess, 
stranger,  neither  can  you."  The  answer 
of  the  Englishman  was — "  But  we  can;" 
and  he  added,  **  in  six  months  I  will  get 
ihem  cheaper  from  Birmingham."  The 
man  went  to  Birmingham,  and  in  a  few 
months  he  returned  with  an  excellent 
cargo,  and  offered  to  sell  them  in  the 
States  at  half  a  dollar  each.  Whereupon, 
to  protect  •*  native  industry,"  down  came 
an  army  of  custom-house  officers,  wanting 
to  seize  the  hatchets.  But  they  could  not 
find  one;  the  whole  cargo  of  5,000  had 
been  sold  for  half  a  dollar,  instead  of  one 
dollar  twenty-five  cents,  which  was  the 
price  at  wliich  only  their  own  manufac- 
turers could  afford  to  sell.  Now,  with  such 
a  difference  as  this  in  one  dollar  twenty-five 
cents,  it  must  be  utterly  impossible  for 
them  to  protect  their  own  fabrics.  All 
that  you  want  to  continue  reaping  this 
advantage  is  a  long  frontier.  Canada  is 
that  frontier ;  and  the  Americans  know  it 
full  well.  Tariffs— they  can  have  none. 
Tariffs  are  a  dream — an  utter  impossi- 
bility, BO  long  as  England  possesses  Upper 
Canada.  I,  therefore,  conjure  your  Lord- 
ships to  knit  to  you  the  affections  of  your 
fellow-subjects  in  that  magnificent  pro- 
rince.  If  it  were  to  be  by  any  unseemly 
proceedings,  by  any  surrender  of  rights, 
by  any  unfitting  sacrifice  of  power,  or 
even  of  wealth,  that  you  were  to  consoli- 
^te  and  retain  their  love  and  loyal  affec- 
tioDy  I  should  be  the  last  person  to  pro- 
VOL.CVI.    {SK} 


pose  it.  But  I  implore  you  to  do  this,  be- 
cause by  so  doing  you  will  be  able  to  bring 
their  attachments  closer  to  yourselves, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  render  the  sever- 
ance of  the  colony  from  the  mother  coun- 
try impossible.  I  had  always  thought, 
and  I  have  more  than  once  expressed  my 
thoughts  in  this  House,  that  it  was  a  very 
great  error,  at  the  peace  of  1782,  as  Lord 
St.  Vincent  told  Lord  Shelbume  at  the 
time,  to  have  kept  the  Canadas,  instead 
of  leaving  them  to  the  United  States. 
Others  thought  so  at  the  same  time.  But 
I  shall  not  soon  forget  the  answer  which 
Lord  Melboiurne  made  to  me  upon  this 
very  subject.  '*  There  may  be  some  truth 
in  that,  *  said  my  noble  and  lamented 
Friend,  **  and  Lord  St.  Vincent  may  have 
had  some  good  grounds  for  the  advice  he 
gave  to  his  friend  and  patron  Lord  Shel- 
burne ;  but  show  me  an  instance  of  a 
powerful  State  consenting  to  give  up  a 
great  colony,  and  not  thereby  injuring  her 
character,  and  tarnishing  her  renown." 
If  it  be  given  up  voluntarily,  well ;  if  it  is 
forced  from  you,  it  is  not  well ;  but,  above 
all,  I  beg  to  remind  your  Lordships  of 
what  I  have  stated  with  regard  to  the 
loyal  feelings  and  warm  and  hearty  affec- 
tion of  your  Canadian  fellow-subjects  to 
the  Crown  and  to  the  mother  country.  I 
freely  and  fairly  confess  that  the  inclina- 
tion of  my  opinion  since  1838,  when  I 
leant  to  the  sentiments  and  the  counsels 
of  Lord  St.  Vincent,  has  suffered  a  ma- 
terial change.  I  have  since  had  more 
intercourse  with  these  colonists,  and, 
having  had  more  acquaintance  with  them» 
I  have  entertained  greater  respect,  and 
stronger  feelings  of  sympathy,  towards 
my  Canadian  fellow-subjects.  It  is  impos- 
sible, my  Lords,  to  know  the  strong  and 
sincere  feelings  of  loyalty  which  pervade 
masses  of  your  fellow-subjects,  and  not  be 
sensible  how  cruel  it  woiUd  be  to  take  any 
steps  which  would  throw  them  into  the 
hands  of  the  Americans.  I  have  seen,  in 
the  last  three  weeks,  men  who  have  been 
born  and  bred  in  Canada,  men  who  in 
Canada  have  served,  and  toiled,  and  bled  ; 
and  these  men,  to  whom  Canada  is  the 
home  of  half  a  century — these  men  who 
have  all  their  possessms,  as  well  as  their 
families,  in  Canada  —  these  men,  my 
Lords,  have  a  horror  of  being  given  up 
to  the  great  dominant  Republic  of  the 
west — a  horror  proceeding  to  such  an  ex- 
tent, that,  were  the  catastrophe  to  be  con- 
summated, they  would  leave  the  colony  as 
their  forefathers  left  the  mother  country  for 
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their  religion,  ages  ago,  as  their  immediate 
ancestors  left  the  United  States  more  re- 
cently, from  their  loyaltj.  Mj  Lords,  you 
are  not  to  hasten  that  catastrophe.  I  call 
upon  you  to  save  them  from  it.  I  implore 
you  to  save  your  Canadian  fellow-suhjccts 
from  heing  made  a  sacrifice  to  this  whim 
of  responsihle  government  —  responsible 
government  carried  to  an  absurd,  ridi- 
culous, and  also  to  a  needless  extent.  I, 
therefore,  implore  your  Lordships  to  adopt 
these  Resolutions,  which,  I  am  positively 
certain,  will  act  like  oil  poured  upon  the 
troubled  waters,  and  will  restore  peace 
and  concord.  I  move  your  Lordships  to 
resolve — 

"  That,  by  an  Act  passed  in  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  intituled,  '  An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
Indemnification  of  Parties  in  Lower  Canada 
whose  property  was  destroyed  during  the  Re- 
hellion  in  the  Years  1837  and  1838,'  no  Security 
is  afforded  against  Compensation  for  Losses  sus- 
tained in  the  Rebellion  in  Canada  in  1837  and 
1838  being  given  to  persons  engaged  in  the  said 
Rebellion. 

"  That  it  is  just  and  necessary,  either  by  re- 
commending a  further  and  amending  Bill  to  the 
Legislature  of  Canada,  or  by  such  other  Means  as 
may  be  effectual,  to  provide  Security  against  any 
Compensation  for  Losses  sustained  in  the  said 
Rebellion  being  given  to  Persons  engaged  in,  or 
having  aided  or  abetted,  the  same.*' 

Earl  GREY :  I  have  listened,  my 
Lords,  most  attentively,  to  the  very  able 
and  elaborate  speech  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  just  addressed  to  the 
House  ;  but  I  confess  that  at  the  close  of 
it  I  am  as  utterly  unable  as  I  was  at  the 
beginning  to  comprehend  what  is  the  great 
public  object,  and  what  is  the  great  public 
interest,  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
thinks  will  be  answered  by  this  House  as- 
senting to  the  resolutions  he  has  moved. 
I  have  certainly  heard  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  a  reproduction  of  all  the  par- 
ticular arguments  urged  in  Canada  upon 
questions  on  which  the  province  has  been 
greatly  agitated ;  I  have  heard  remarks 
fall  from  him  calculated  to  please  one 
party  and  to  annoy  the  other;  I  have  heard 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  at  great 
length,  his  opinions  upon  many  abstract 
questions  of  colonial  government ;  and  I 
have  heard,  also,  from  him  a  variety  of 
anecdotes,  but  little,  as  it  appeared  to  me, 
connected  with  the  subject  before  us ;  but, 
my  Lords,  though  I  have  heard  all  this,  I 
have  not  heard  one  word  in  explanation  of 
that  which,  above  all  things,  it  was  ne- 
cessary the  noble  and  learned  Lord  should 
have  explained — namely,  how  the  adoption 
of  these  resolutions  would  tend  to  promote 


the  accomplishment^  of  the  all-important 
object  of  facilitating  the  harmonious  and 
prosperous  government  of  Canada  by  the 
authority  of  the  British  Crown.  I  have 
heard  no  explanations  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  of  how  he  considers  the  go- 
vernment of  the  province  could  advanta- 
geously be  carried  on  after  the  wishes  of 
the  great  majority  of  its  representatives 
had  been  set  at  nought  by  a  resolution  of 
this  House  ;  I  have  heard  no  explanations 
issue  from  him  how  the  interference  of  this 
House  on  this  question  could  tend  to  faci- 
litate that  most  difficult  task — a  task  no 
less  difficult  than  important  to  be  accom- 
plished— namely,  to  reconcile  the  enjoy- 
ment by  this  great  colony  of  that  practical 
self-government  and  practical  management 
of  their  own  affairs,  to  which  thej  had  a 
right  on  the  one  hand,  with  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  just  authority  of  the  Crown 
and  the  mother  country  on  the  other. 
This,  my  Lords,  is  at  all  times  a  difficult, 
a  most  difficult,  task.  In  a  colony  num- 
bering a  million  and  a  half  of  inhabitants, 
and  rapidly  increasing  in  wealth,  to  re- 
concile self-government  with  the  maint^ 
nance  of  the  Crown's  authority,  is,  I  aay, 
under  no  circumstances,  an  easy  task; 
and  I  did  expect,  under  such  circum- 
stances of  excitement  as  now  exist  in 
Canada,  when  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
calls  upon  us  to  interfere  by  agreeing  to 
his  resolutions,  to  have  heard  from  nim 
some  explanations  of  how,  and  in  what 
manner,  he  thought  that  object  would  be 
facilitated  by  our  taking  suoh  a  step.  Of 
the  two  hours  and  three  quarters  during 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ad- 
dressed the  House,  the  first  hour  and 
three  quarters  were  taken  up  by  entirelj 
prefatory  matter.  For  that  space  of  time 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  discussed  the 
general  principles  of  colonial  government, 
and  of  what  he  called  responsible  govern- 
ment, and  he  gave  us  an  historical  review 
of  Canada  from  the  time  of  its  conquest 
from  France.  It  is  not  necessary,  nj 
Lords,  nor  do  I  think  it  expedient.  Is 
follow  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  throii|^ 
that  lengthened  discussion.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  touched  upon  many 
points  which,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  as  inex- 
pedient as  it  is  unnecessary  to  discuss.  I 
certainly  have  always  been  taught  to  b^ 
lieve  that  in  matters  of  goyemment,  whcA 
the  interests  of  great  bodies  of  the  people 
are  concerned,  there  is  nothing  mors  in- 
judicious than  individually  to  nttempi  to 
lay  down  and  define  the  ngkts  «aa  tte 
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powers  of  each  different  authority  which 
takes  part  in  the  government.  From  these 
definitions,  disputes  and  differences  are  too 
apt  to  arise  ;  and  I  helieve  it  is  a  sound 
rule  of  practical  wisdom  to  avoid  dis- 
cussions of  that  kind  as  much  as  you  can, 
and  to  deal  only  with  practical  questions. 
But,  although  I  shall  not  follow  the  nohle 
and  learned  Lord  through  the  whole  of  his 
lengthened  preface  to  the  real  purport  of 
hifi  speech,  tnere  are  some  points  on  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  appears  to  me 
to  have  fallen  into  errors — and  into  errors 
of  so  serious  a  character  that  it  is  my  duty 
to  notice  them.  In  the  first  place,  I  take 
upon  myself  to  pronounce  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  historical  review  of  the 
connexion,  between  England  and  Canada 
to  have  been  altogether  erroneous.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  began,  at  the  out« 
set  of  his  speech,  by  telling  us  that  from 
ihe  day  that  Lower  Canada  had  been  con- 
quered, it  had  remained  French  in  heart, 
French  in  spirit,  alienated  from  the  British 
Crown,  and  only  kept    down    by  force. 

ILord  Brouoham  :  No  !]  The  noble  and 
earned  Lord  says  that  was  not  what  he 
stated.  Certainly,  I  have  not  put  it  in  his 
own  words.  I  confess  I  am  unable  to  repeat 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  own  words  ; 
but  I  appeal  to  every  noble  Lord  who  lis- 
tened to  his  speech  whether  I  have  in  any 
degree  misrepresented  its  purport  and 
spirit.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  fol- 
lowing, as  he  said,  the  history  of  Canada 
from  the  date  of  its  conquest,  asserted 
that  in  Lower  Canada,  from  that  time  to 
the  present  moment,  it  was  the  power  of 
Enghnd,  and  not  the  affections  of  the 
Canadians,  which  had  really  preserved  the 
connexion.  I  am  sure  that  those  who  at- 
tended to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
speech  must  remember  an  allusion,  which 
I,  for  one,  did  not  think  altogether  de- 
corous, to  the  different  circumstances  in 
which  Canada  might  be  considered. 
Among  those  considerations  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  represented  the  military 
power  of  England  as  having  the  principal 
uiflnence.  I  say  this  is  altogether  an  er- 
roneous view  of  the  subject.  For  many 
years.  Lower  Canada  was  greatly  at- 
tached to  the  British  Government.  At 
a  very  early  period  after  the  conquest,  the 
justice  and  the  fairness  with  which  Ca- 
nada was  governed,  had  produced  their  na- 
tural effects — the  population  were  recon- 
ciled to  British  rule.  They  were  happy, 
ibey  were  prosperous,  they  were  con- 
teaiei.    Ana  let  me  remind  your  Lord- 


ships, that  in  the  last  contest  with  the 
United  States  the  Lower  Canada  militia 
did  not  fall  behind  their  brethren  in  the 
Upper  Province  in  zeal  and  courage  in 
defending  their  country,  and  maintaining 
the  honour  of  the  flag  under  which  they 
fought.  The  militia  of  Lower  Canada,  as 
well  as  the  militia  of  Upper  Canada,  dis- 
tinguished itself  during  that  short  but 
bloody  contest  by  no  ordinary  valour.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  some  years  after- 
wards discontent  set  in.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  misunderstandings,  beginning  at 
first  from  comparatively  trifling  causes, 
gradually  became  more  and  more  serious, 
until  at  length  the  population,  ignorant^ 
and  easily  excited  and  deluded  by  design- 
ing men,  were  betrayed  into  the  guilt  of 
rebellion.  I  do  not  deny  that  in  the  years 
1837  and  1838  it  was  unfortunately  too 
true  that  disaffection  was  widely  spread 
in  certain  parts  of  Lower  Canada,  stiU  fiir* 
ther  is  it  ^om  my  intention  to  palliate  the 
guilt  of  rebellion.  Whatever  causes  of 
discontent  then  existed — and  that  such 
causes  did  exist,  subsequent  inquiry  has 
clearly  proved — would  no  doubt  have  been 
repressed  much  sooner,  much  more  effectu- 
ally, and  without  the  costly  price  of  much 
individual  suffering,  and  much  public  ca- 
lamity, if  force  and  treason  had  not  been 
resorted  to  as  a  means  of  obtaining  redress. 
But  though  it  is  true  there  was  disaffec- 
tion at  that  period  in  Canada,  does  it  follow 
that  we  are  for  ever  to  regard  the  popula- 
tion of  Canada  as  aliens  because  they  were 
then  betrayed  into  the  guilt  of  rebellion  i 
The  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
did  indeed  surprise  me,  as  coming  from  a 
person  of  his  long  experience  in  political 
affairs.  I  wonder  he  did  not  remember 
the  wisdom  of  Mr.  Burke,  who,  in  more 
than  one  of  his  writings  returning  to  the 
same  idea,  said,  speaking  of  our  contest 
with  the  colonies  which  afterwards  became 
the  United  States,  '*  he  did  not  know  how 
to  draw  an  indictment  against  a  people." 
Again,  writing  one  of  his  most  eloquent 
papers  upon  the  policy  of  the  allies  during 
the  war  with  France,  and  in  the  midst  of 
councils  which  at  that  period  could  not  be 
of  the  most  mild  description,  he  even  then 
in  the  midst  of  that  excitement  said  to 
the  allies  what  ought  to  be  the  rule  of 
their  conduct.  In  the  first  place,  he  (Mr. 
Burke)  held  it  to  be  necessary  that  thei 
mass  and  body  of  the  people  should  never 
be  treated  as  having  been  criminals  and 
offenders.  And  this,  he  said,  was  one  of 
the  few  political  maidms  which  he  acknow- 
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ledged  to  be  of  invariable  npplication. 
believe  that  Mr,  Burke  was  rigbt.  If  a 
population  wbicb  bas  once  been  betrajctl 
into  rebellion  finds  by  tbe  treatment  of 
its  rulers  tbat  its  guilt  is  neitbcr  beartily 
and  entirely  forgiven  nor  buried  in  oblivion » 
wben  tbe  struggle  is  over  and  the  guilty 
leaders  pnnisbed,  what  will  be  the  inevi- 
table and  necessary  result  ?  The  inevitable 
result  is  this :  that  they  will  repay  distrust 
by  feelings  which  will  make  that  distrust 
not  more  than  is  deserved.  They  will 
meet  your  suspicions  by  hostility,  and 
watch  their  opportunity.  All  this  is  im- 
plied, if  we  are  to  adopt  the  views  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord— ^ if  we  are  to  regard 
the  French  Canadians  as  disguised  enemies, 
as  rebels  whose  guilt  is  only  partially  for- 
given— as  those  of  whom  the  iioblo  and 
learued  Lord  say  a,  **  I  will  not  call  them 
disloyal,  but  I  will  only  say  they  are  not 
the  loyal/*  My  Lords,  these  distinctions 
are  dangerous  in  speaking  of  a  whole 
people.  This  is  language  calculated  to 
shake  your  authority  to  its  very  foanda- 
tions*  A  totally  opposite  policy  from  that 
has  been  followed  by  all  great  sovereigns 
and  the  greatest  statesman.  When  we 
are  talking  of  Canada^  ought  not  that  very 
circumstance  to  remind  us  that  it  was 
added  to  the  dominions  of  the  British 
Crown  in  one  of  tbe  most  successful  wars 
in  which  this  country  ever  was  engaged^ 
and  of  which  the  success  and  glory  were, 
in  no  slight  degree,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  great  Minister  under  whom  it  was  con- 
ducted adopted  the  generous  policy  of 
burying  in  oblivion  past  rebellion  and  past 
treason,  which  I  have  ventured  to  recom- 
mend to  your  Lordships  ?  Need  I  remind 
your  Lordships  that  there  was  about  the 
same  interval  from  the  suppression  of  the 
great  rebellion  in  1745,  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war  in  which  Canada  was 
conquered,  as  that  which  has  now  elapsed 
since  the  suppression  of  the  last  Canadian 
rebellion  ?  Eleven  or  twelve  years  after 
the  time  that  the  llighland  army  had  been 
in  the  centre  of  England,  and  had  shaken 
the  throne  of  the  House  of  Brunswick 
almost  to  its  falK  when  the  war  broke  out, 
what  was  the  conduct  of  the  authorities — 
what  said  Lord  Chatham  ?  **  I  have  no 
local  attachments, "  he  said- — 

*'  It  ia  indifFtjrpQt  to  mD  whether  a  man  waa 
rocked  ia  liis  erarJlo  on  tliia  siilo  or  that  side  of 
tho  Tweed.  I  isougbl  for  merit  wherever  it  waa 
to  be  found.  It  ia  my  boast  that  I  wns  the  first 
Minister  who  lookcut  for  it,  and  I  found  it  in  the 
mountains  of  the  North,  1  eallec!  it  forth,  and 
drew  it  Lato  your  service,  a  hardy  and  intrepid 
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rjico  of  men  —  men  who,  when  loft  hy^  your 
jealousy,  became  a  prey  to  the  artifices  of  your 
enemies,  and  had  gone  nigh  to  have  overturned 
the  State  in  the  war  before  the  last.  These  men, 
in  the  last  war,  were  brought  to  combat  on  your 
aide :  they  served  with  fidelity*  as  they  fought 
with  valour,  and  conquered  for  yuu  in  every  paj-t 
of  the  world  :  detested  be  the  national  reflections 
against  them  !  they  are  unjust,  grouiidlessi  illiberal, 
unmanly.*' 

Such  were  the  elo(|uent  words  of  Lord 
C  hath  am »  We  all  know  that  from  the 
time  of  the  suppression  of  the  rehelHon, 
until  Lord  Chatham,  by  a  m a s^ter^ stroke 
of  genius,  raised  the  Scotch  regiments,  and 
employed  them  in  that  celebrated  war  from 
the  period  wben  resistauce  bad  been  pufc 
down,  they  suffered  from  the  severities 
which  followed  Culloilen,  and  which  crushed 
the  spirit  of  tbe  llighlanders,  there  was 
still  discontent  and  disatfection  lurking  in  ' 
the  minds  of  the  people.  Yet  that  part  of 
Great  Britain  thus  became  a  source  not  of 
strength  hut  of  weakness  to  the  empire. 
How  was  this  ehang€^d  ?  By  inquiring 
what  chief  had  been  ''out*'  in  *45,  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  inquire  what 
Canadians  were  "  out  "  in  1838  ?  Was  it 
changed  by  hunting  out  evidence  twelve 
years  after  the  offence  bad  been  committed, 
and  inquiring  who  wero  the  loyal  men, 
that  they  might  be  favoured  and  employed, 
and  who  were  not  the  loyal,  that  they 
miglit  be  kept  down»  doubted,  and  mis* 
trusted  ?  Was  that  the  manner  in  which 
Lord  C'hatbara  made  tbe  llighlanders  once 
more  loyal  and  brave,  and  enabled  them  to 
achieve  victories  by  which  tbe  British  arms 
were  rendered  glorious  ?  No,  my  Lords, 
it  was  by  following  the  very  opposite  poMcy. 
It  was  by  saying,  *'  The  rebellion  is  over; 
the  animosities,  and  the  jealousies,  and  the 
rankling  hatred  which  it  bas  engendered, 
sliall  be  forgotten;  I  will  not  inquire  who 
were  then  for  or  against  the  House  ef  Bruns-  j 
wick;  1  will  call  the  HigldanderB  withont ' 
distinction  to  serve  the  Crown,  and  take  i 
part  in  the  contests  in  support  of  the 
honour  of  England/*  Mj  Lords,  that 
policy  was  succesaful.  If  we  look  to  an- 
other great  country — te  France^we  find 
exactly  the  same  results.  Did  Henry  IV., 
when  he  was  restored  to  the  throne  of  his  1 
ancestors,  act  upon  the  principle  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  in  an  unfor- 
giving spirit  remember  the  offences  and 
the  causes  of  hostility  which  had  passed 
away  ?  Did  he  look  in  that  spirit  at  those 
of  his  subjects  who  bad  stood  in  arms 
against  him?  No;  the  maxim  of  Henry 
IV.  was,  that  ho  would  make  no  distinc* 
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iion  between  those  who  fought  for  and 
those  who  had  fought  against  him  in  the 
civil  war.  What  happened  ?  It  was  true 
that  those  who  called  themselves  the  loyal 
were  as  discontented  as  certain  parties  are 
sow,  that  those  who  had  been  upon  the 
right  side,  as  it  were,  complained  they  had 
not  a  monopoly  of  power  and  honour  when 
the  civil  war  was  at  an  end.  But,  most 
wisely,  that  great  monarch  listened  to  no 
such  pretensions.  He  treated  all  his  sub- 
jects, whether  they  had  been  for  him  or 
against  him,  with  the  same  confidence,  the 
same  fairness,  the  same  favour;  and  what 
was  the  result?  Why  that  great  king  was 
idolized  by  his  subjects,  of  every  class  and 
every  rank.  He  refused  to  make  himself 
the  king  of  a  party,  insisting  upon  being 
king  of  the  nation.  The  consequence  was, 
that  he  died  adored  by  the  whole  nation, 
and  even  to  the  latest  day  his  name  has 
been  a  tower  of  strength  to  the  family 
of  the  Bourbons.  But  the  whole  spirit  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  speech  is, 
that  in  the  case  now  before  us  we  should 
adopt  precisely  the  opposite  policy.  I  have 
been  led  somewhat  more  at  length  than 
I  intended  into  the  correction  of  this  part 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  historical 
statement.  I  did  not  intend  it,  but  the 
subject  is  one  so  interesting  that  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  commence  with  it  without  being  led 
further  than  one  wished.  Connected  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  historical 
statement,  I  must  notice  a  question  which 
is  of  a  personal  nature,  and  which  I  cannot 
pass  by.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
referred  to  M.  Lafontaine,  and  his  whole 
speech  was  to  show  that  that  learned  gen- 
tleman was  engaged  in  the  rebellion.  I 
confess  that  on  the  principle  I  have  just 
laid  down,  even  if  M.  Lafontaine  had  been 
in^plicated  in  the  rebellion,  when  the  re- 
bellion was  over,  and  punishment  had  been 
carried  as  far  as  it  ought  to  be,  it  would 
have  been  most  unwise  policy  to  have  ex- 
cluded a  gentleman  of  his  talents  and 
influence  from  his  fair  chance  of  receiving 
distinction  in  the  public  service,  or  from 
all  connexion  with  the  public  affairs  of  the 

Srovince.  But  it  is  utterly  untrue  that 
[.  Lafontaine  was  implicated  in  the  re- 
bellion, or  that  he  has  ever  acknowledged 
such  to  be  the  case.  It  is  not  true  that 
lie  fled  from  Canada,  in  consequence  of  a 
warrant  being  issued  against  him.  So 
far  from  it,  he  went,  after  the  rebellion 
had  actually  commenced,  to  Lord  Gosford, 
and  strongly  urged  him,  as  the  best  remedy 
in  ihe  then  state  of  affairs,  to  call  togeUier 


the  Provincial  Parliament.  Lord  Gosford 
declined,  and  M.  Lafontaine,  believing  no 
good  could  be  done,  left  the  country  and 
came  over  here.  But,  unless  I  have  been 
much  misinformed,  M.  Lafontaine,  though 
he  was  one  of  those  who  urged,  in  a  con- 
stitutional and  peaceable  manner,  certain 
reforms  and  changes  which  it  may  not 
have  been  thought  prudent  to  grant,  held 
from  the  first  the  opinion  that  real  reform » 
instead  of  being  advanced,  would  be  de- 
feated by  having  recourse  to  arms;  and  he 
deprecated  in  the  strongest  manner  the 
ill-judged  measures  taken  by  those  who 
joined  the  rebellion.  I  know  a  charge  has 
been  made  against  M.  Lafontaine,  and  has 
been  made  on  the  strength  of  a  private 
letter,  which  afterwards  came  to  public 
knowledge.  The  words  which  he  wrote  in 
a  private  letter  to  his  friend,  M.  Vigor, 
were — **  I  would  give  20,000  napoleons  to 
arm  the  bonnets  blew;**  and  I  am  told  the 
explanation  of  them  is,  that  they  were  in- 
tended for  a  harmless  joke  at  the  expense 
of  M.  Papineau,  who  refused  to  spend  any 
money  in  arming  his  troops.  I  am  told 
that  M.  Papineau  was  well  known  as  re- 
fusing invariably  to  subscribe  for  the  sup- 
port of  any  of  the  projects  in  which  he  was 
engaged,  and  that  this  disposition  of  his 
became  a  standing  joke;  and  joke  it  must 
have  been  on  the  part  of  M.  Lafontaine, 
for  as  to  subscribing  20,000  napoleons,  I 
don't  believe  he  could  have  found  the  sum 
had  he  desired  to  fulfil  his  intention.  But 
more  than  that,  M.  Lafontaine  returned 
to  Canada,  challenged  investigation,  ap* 
plied  to  Lord  Durham  to  have  his  conduct 
investigated,  and  was  unsuccessful.  I 
have  now  nearly  concluded  what  I  have  to 
say  on  the  preface  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  There  is  only  one  other  point  to 
which  he  adverted,  upon  which  I  have  but 
a  single  word  to  say,  and  that  is  with 
respect  to  responsible  government.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  there  is  little  or  no  differ- 
ence on  this  subject  between  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  myself,  or  between 
him  and  M.  Lafontaine,  of  whom  he  has 
so  great  a  dread;  and  I  say  so,  because 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  quoted  a  most 
able  despatch,  which  my  noble  Friend  now 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  wrote  in 
1839,  when  he  held  the  seals  of  the  Colo- 
nial Department.  I  entirely  concur  in  the 
opinions  my  noble  Friend  has  expressed  in 
that  despatch;  and  I  believe  that  as  re- 
gards Canada,  he  takes  a  similar  view  of 
the  case.  I  believe  it  is  true,  as  he  states 
in  that  despatch,  that  there  is  a  great  dis- 
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tinction  between   the    government    of   a 
colony  and  the  gorernment  of  this  country. 
The  circumstances  of  a  colony  will  define 
the  government  which  can  be  established 
there.     But  while  all  this  is  quite  true, 
there  is  one  passage  in  the  despatch  to 
which  I  think  I  ought  to  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention,  and  which  the  noble  Lord 
omitted  to  read.    Lord  John  Russell  says — 
^*  Whilst  I  thus  see  insuperable  objections 
to  the  adoption  of  the  principles  which  I 
have  stated,   I  see  little  or  none  to  the 
practical  views  of  colonial  government  re- 
commended by  Lord  Durham,  as  I  under- 
stand them."     Lord  Durham  had  pointed 
out,   and  most  justly,  as  those  of  your 
Lordships  will  be  aware  who  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  study  the  history  of  our 
North  American  colonies,  that  great  evils 
had    arisen    between  the    Governor  and 
the  Representative  Assembly.     For   se- 
veral years  misunderstandings  existed  be- 
tween the  Governor  and  the   Assembly. 
The    practice,   to   a  very  great  degree, 
there  prevailed   of  allowing  persons,  ap- 
pointed to  some  of  the  most  lucrative  of- 
fices in  the  colonial  government,  to  hold 
them  for  life,  or  during  good  behaviour, 
and,  in  fact,  unless  for  very  flagrant  of- 
fences, they  were  not  generally  removed. 
Lord  Durham,  desiring  to  check  some  of 
the   evils    resulting    from  that    practice, 
thought  that  some  of  these  offices  should 
be  held  by  a  different  tenure,  and  though 
not  legally,  or  necessarily,  yet  practically, 
that  the  higher  offices  of  the  executive 
government    should  be  held  by   persons 
having  the  confidence  of  the  representa- 
tive part  of  the  legislature.       The   de- 
spatch  of   my  noble   Friend  concurs   in 
that,  and  it  was  followed  by  another  two 
days  later,  giving  those  who  then  held  of- 
fices to  understand  that  they  were  not  to 
consider  they  had  a  vested  right  in  any 
offices  they  might  have  hitherto  enjoyed. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley), 
while  he  held  office,  went  upon  the  same 
principle,  in  a  great  degree,  and  affirmed 
the  principle  that  the  offices  in  our  North 
American  colonies  were  to  be  held  by  per- 
sons possessing  the  confidence  of  the  repre- 
sentative part  of  the  legislature.      It  is 
perfectly  true  that  to  lay  out  in  terms 
what  is  the  exact  power  of  the  Governor, 
the   Assembly,    the  Secretary   of   State, 
and  the  Grown,  is  difficult;   and  if  you  at- 
tempt to  define  the  power  of  each,  you 
may  lay  out  such  a  system  in  theory  that 
in  practice  the  Governraeut  could  not  go 
on.     But  my  noble  Friend   Lord  John 


Russell  shows  that  the  same  thing  is  true 
in  our  own  Government :    that  if  Parlia- 
ment or  if  the  Grown  should  stretch  their 
power  to  extremes,  the  whole  machine  of 
government  must  soon  be  brought  to  a' 
stand.    Therefore,  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  lays  down  the  rule  that  the  Governor 
is  to  act  so  and  so,  and  is  not  to  have  a 
will  of  his  own,  I  say  that  he  lays  down  a 
theory  inconsistent  with  the  working  of 
responsible  government.     I  entirely  con- 
cur with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that 
the  Governor  exercises  his  will  within  cer- 
tain well-known  limits,   and  theae   limits 
are  not  very  difficult  to  define.     Indeed,  I 
may  remind  your  Lordships  of  what  oo- 
cured  in  this  House  but  lately.     It  may 
be   withm   your   knowledge  tiiat   daring 
a  recent    discussion,    which    took    place 
when  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) presented  a  petition  from  Mr.  Fair- 
banks, the  noble  and  learned  Lord  did  me 
the  honour  to  refer  to  a  despatch  ui  rnina 
to  the  Governor  of  Nova  Sootia,  and  to 
state  that  he  concurred  in  the  principle 
which  I  had  laid  down,  and  that  what  he 
found  fault  with  was  the  application  which 
I  made  of  the  principle.     I  think,  there- 
fore, I  may  now  pass  this  point  by  with- 
out further  notice.       I  come  now,   my 
Lords,  to  consider  that  part  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speech  in  which  he  adverted  to  the 
Act  passed  by  the  Canadian  Parliament, 
and  stated  the  objections  to  it  which  he. 
entertained.     I  will,  in  the  first  place,  ad- 
vert to  what  fell  from  the  noble  I^ord  at 
the  close  of  his  speech.     At  the  end  of 
his  speech  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
explained    by    his  resolution,   which    he 
called    upon   your  Lordships    to    adopt, 
that  his  object  was,  not  that  the  Crown 
should  be  advised  by  this  House  to  dis* 
allow  the  Act  passed  by  the   Canadian 
legislature,   but  that   the  Crown  should 
be  advised  to  suspend  its  decinon,  thai 
an    opportunity    may   he    given   to    the 
Canadian   Parliament  to  reconsider  thai 
Act.     Now,  it  appears  to  me,  that  the  in- 
terference of  this  House  on  matters  of  co- 
lonial   government,  and  more    especially 
the  interference  of  this  House  with  a  Tiev 
to  calling  upon  the  Crown  to  control  the 
legislative  acts  of  our  great  North  Ameri- 
can colonies — I  say,  all  such  interference 
ought  to  be  confined  to  extreme  cases; 
and  I  also  think,  if  we  interfere  at  all,  we 
should  do  it  in  a  regular  and  constituUoDsl 
way.     The  noble  and  learned  Lord  thinks 
the  Crown  ought  to  take  a  certain  oonrse; 
but  I  apprehend  that  the  only  cmistita* 
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tioual  mode  in  which  you  can  make  known 
your  views  to  the  Crown,  is  by  an  Address 
to  Her  Majesty.  I  think  that  to  proceed 
by  resolution  upon  a  matter  of  this  kind 
— a  matter  affecting  colonial  government 
— to  move  a  resolution  expressive  of  your 
views  with  regard  to  the  course  to  be  pur- 
sued by  the  Orown-r-to  pass  that  resolu- 
tion, and  to  enter  it  on  the  books  of  the 
House,  whether  or  not  you  take  any  fur- 
ther steps  to  give  that  resolution  effect — 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  course  both  irregu- 
lar and  inconvenient.  If  I  rightly  inter- 
pret the  object  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  I  think  it  should  be  sought  by  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty.  But  this  is  a 
ease  in  which  no  grounds  whatever  exist 
for  addressing  the  Crown.  If  it  could  be 
shown  that  By  no  other  course  than  the 
one  advised,  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
could  be  kept  from  injury,  and  all  en- 
couragement to  the  heinous  crime  of  re- 
bellion withheld,  then  I  admit  that  the 
case  might  be  such  that  either  in  this  or 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  an  Ad- 
dress might  be  moved  with  the  greatest 
propriety  to  Her  Majesty.  But  I  deny 
that  this  is  any  case  oi  the  kind.  Let  me 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  what  are 
the  facts  of  the  case.  It  is  true  that  in 
the  year  1837  and  1838,  as  I  have  al- 
ready stated,  disaffection  did  exist  to  a 
Tery  lamentable  extent  in  this  province, 
and  that  measures  necessary  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  rebellion  having  been  taken, 
great  destruotion  of  private  property,  be- 
longing to  persons  of  both  parties,  ensued 
as  a  consequence.  Very  soon  after  the 
close  of  the  insurrection,  measures  were 
taken  by  the  Legislative  Council  of  Lower 
Canada  for  giving  compensation  to  a  cer- 
tain number  of  the  sufferers,  and  compen- 
sation was  accordingly  given  to  a  class  of 
these  sufferers  to  the  extent  of  21,000{. 
In  Upper  Canada  the  compensation  given 
in  the  first  instance  was  restricted  to  a 
few  individuals,  and  afterwards  it  was  car- 
ried further.  The  first  Act  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  Upper  Canada  for  extending 
more  widely  than  before  compensation  to  the 
sufferers  from  the  rebellion^  was  disallowed 
by  the  Crown,  because  the  preamble  of  that 
Act  provided  that    indemnity  should  be 

fiven  from  the  imperial  treasury.  But  in 
840  an  Act  passed  free  from  that  objec- 
tion, and  allowing  relief  to  be  given  to 
suffering  parties;  but  it  was  undoubtedly 
understood  that  relief  should  be  given  only 
to  those  whose  losses  had  been  incurred  in 
the  support  of  the  Crown.   The  compensa^ 


tion  authorised  by  the  Act  of  the  22nd 
October,  1840,  was  restricted  to  a  class  of 
sufferers;  but  in  1841  another  Act  wag 
passed  by  the  Legislature  of  Upper  Ca- 
nada, in  which,  deliberately  and  on  pur- 
pose, the  terms  on  which  relief  should  be 
granted  were  extended.  By  the  preamble 
of  that  Act  it  was  provided  that  oompensa* 
tion  should  be  given  in  all  cases  where  the 
loss  incurred  had  been  oocasioned  by  the 
violence  of  persons  in  the  employment  of 
Her  Majesty,  or  of  persons  actmg  er  pre* 
suming  to  act  for  Her  Majesty  in  the  sup* 
pression  of  the  rebellion,  and  for  all  losses 
occasioned  by  Her  Majesty's  forces  whether 
military  or  naval.  Your  Lordships  then 
will  see  from  the  terms  of  the  Act  that  its 
intention  was  exclusively  confined  to  bsses 
sustained  in  consequence  of  the  operations 
of  Her  Majesty's  troops.  These  are  its 
express  and  determinate  terms.  Now  let 
me  remind  you,  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  very  severe  on  me  for  appearing 
to  be  ignorant  that  the  objects  and  the 
character  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  are  to 
be  collected,  not  from  the  words  of  a  go* 
vemor,  but  from  the  ^ords  of  the  Act 
itself.  I  thank  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
— I  cannot  say  it  is  new — but  I  thank  him 
for  teaching  me  that.  I  grant  the  object 
of  an  Act  is  to  be  gathered  from  the  words 
of  the  statute,  and  I  have  read  these 
words,  and  I  c^l  upon  you,  my  Lords,  to 
read  the  words  of  that  statute,  and  to  say 
whether  or  not  that  statute  proposes  to 
give  compensation  for  losses  to  persons 
who  had  taken  one  side  or  the  other  in 
the  rebellion.  But,  more  than  that,  in 
point  of  fact  no  compensation  was  granted 
by  this  Act  to  persons  who  had  taken  part 
in  the  rebellion.  The  noble  Lord  referred 
to  a  speech  which  was  delivered  in  the 
Canadian  Assembly  by  Mr.  Hincks,  who  is 
Inspector  General  of  Accounts,  an  office 
there  which  is  analogous  to  that  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  this  coun^ 
try.  Mr.  Hincks,  in  the  course  of  the  de-t 
bate  upon  this  BiU,  said — 

'*  It  was  only  a  few  days  ago  be  thought  of  as- 
certaining what  parties  were  paid,  and  the  papers, 
when  produced,  would  show  that  some  of  the  per* 
sons  most  active  in  the  rebellion  of  Upper  Canada, 
men  who  had  been  convicted  of  high  treason,  had 
filed  claims  which  had  been  allowed  by  the  loyal 
commissioners  appointed  by  the  hon.  Members 
opposite.  The  commissioners  were  Mr.  Harris, 
Mr.  Ingersoll,  and  Mr.  R.  R.  Hunter;  and  it 
would  be  shown  that  Elakiah  Malcolm,  tb9 
lieutenant-general  of  the  rebel  army,  filed  a  claim^ 
and  that  it  was  allowed,  and  he  was  paid ;  and 
that  David  Hagerman,  of  Norwich,  the  commis** 
sary  of  the  rebel  army,  filed  a  claim,  and  got  paid  | 
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^bi  }ti  %.  K'juu.,  *u4  ir^.  )*i4  ;  Imt  :i  vm  va  'xly 

l^ut,  Mv«  t}i^  KK/bW  sbd  Iearzi€9d  Lord,  all 
tliftt  bM  b«>i^j  cootridKU^d.  I>et  me  ask 
Im/w  ?  A  f(*fiiiUsftauu  yrnUf%  a  letter  in  thifi 
i:4ftiuiry,  ifviA*!Ui\r  unn  Mimfpog  U»  the  op- 
yokiium  l^artj  in  Canada,  animadrerting 
uf^/n  the  pfJicy  of  l>ird  Kl^no.  and  that 
lett<;r  hai»  U;en  printed,  hieing  the  sole 
Wfikr^  itn  which  the  noble  and  learned 
IsinA  ean  rely  for  his  contradiction  of  the 
fatf;t«  uamtrUtd  by  Mr.  Hincks.  Well,  that 
f(entlenian  in  the  fimt  place  denies  that  he 
ever  said  Mr.  liunconiU;  had  filed  a  claim; 
and  in  the  s<;cond  place,  the  case  of  Took 
is  account4;d  for  by  the  mistake  of  the  Ca- 
nailian  reporter,  who  had  written  Took  for 
('ook— Dr.  Cook;  and  1  think  Dr.  Cook, 
biting  a  \wy  well-known  gentleman  in 
tlpjHir  ('unoda,  the  commissioner,  if  he 
bad  taken  any  pains  to  ascertain  the  truth, 
nnisi  have  known  what  person  was  meant. 
It  is  (|uite  true,  then,  my  Lords,  that  Dr. 
('ook  did  filu  a  claim  and  was  paid  it.  Mr. 
Jlincks  knows  his  handwriting  well,  and 
says  Dr.  (!ook  was  tried  for  treason,  found 
guilty,  and  suntonood  to  be  hanged,  and 
toNtiAes  tliat  hu  had  afterwards  seen  the 
ntooipt  for  the  compensation  in  Upper 
(Canada  in  his  handwriting.  But  then  they 
■ay  that  Mr.  llagorman,  commissary- 
genoral  of  tho  rebel  army,  had  made  no 
claim.  I  am  told  that  much  fault  has  been 
found  with  Mr.  Hincks  for  his  assertion  in 
tliirt  particular  oaso.  It  is  said  that  Mr. 
llagorman  was  novor  tried.  Well,  some 
doubt  0!(iittA  about  that;  but  after  tho  In- 
domnitv  Act,  when  it  was  safe  to  do  so,  I 
am  tolii  that  in  an  action  of  debt  for  sup- 
plioii  to  the  roM  army,  Mr.  Hagennan 
plcadiHl  that  ho  got  tho  supplies  in  ques- 
tion, not  in  his  private  capacity,  but  as 
couuuisskary-gonoral  of  tho  rebel  army.  1 1 
no«Hl  not  toll  you  that  the  plea  was  disal-  * 
lowt\l;  but  I  must  add,  notwithstanding 
»uob  a  ploA,  that  Mr.  llagorman  put  in  a 
olAitn  !or  compensation  and  wa«  paid.  Ob. 
but  it  i»  $aid.  wo  paid  for  property  t^ken 
tor  ibo  U50  of  Hor  Majesty  s  tit^ops.  and 
ao Vwo>ft  \\lc<\l  by  tbo  commanding  officer 
b\  hi*  v.o?o  ot  band  at  the  lime.  Now  this 
i*  \^.^  A5i*>»x*r,  I  shaU  bci*  your  atiectioG* 
thoTN'toro^  1*^  ivArt  of  ibe  debates  in  th*  A*- 
so-.vVx*  o*ivv'.a"v  to  tho  rcplr  ma^  Vt 
S.T  a:*-,  >i  N*b'  The  r.obV  ju-a  Vsar-^u 
I  oT\?,  wV  w;»s  ^ery  r\>r-''ar.rv  :xs  r^art  oc 
v.*  siv^'^n.  ^xs  ^ifrx   r-v^.-h  :i^*>rc  r.-cutxttc 


Txies  during  il>e  reWEon.  For,  althongh 
Sir  A^n  M'Xaib  and  the  mOitia  nerer 
ozioe  came  bno  eootact  with,  the  rebels  in 
Upper  Canada,  the  noble  Lord  gmye  so 
eloquent  a  deseripuon  of  his  grand  achiere- 
menu,  that  if  he  had  not  heard  of  them 
otherwise  than  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  he  would  hare  been  led  to  sup- 
pose that  gentleman  to  haTe  fonght  battles 
such  as  Salamanca,  Tittoria,  and  Water- 
loo. The  foUowing  was  Sir  A.  M<Xab*i 
answer  to  Mr.  Hincks  in  the  Canadian  As- 
sembly : — 

*'  He  could  not  nndentand  why  the  bon.  Geatle- 
nuto  ibonld  not  bring  forward  the  Motion  until 
the  Bill  would  be  about  to  be  read  for  the  third 
time  ;  but  he  supposed  it  was  for  the  parpose  of 
justifying  their  conduct.  With  regard  to  the 
payment  of  the  indiyiduals  who  had  been  men- 
tioned, he  (Sir  A.  M'Nab)  knew  that  thej  wen 
rebels  (cries  of '  hear,  hear '),  and  he  had  heard  it 
stated  that  they  had  been  paid,  and  he  nerer 
heard  it  stated  without  the  greatest  dissatis&o- 
tion  being  expressed  by  all  who  heard  of  it.  The 
commission  would  show  quite  dearlj  what  kiad  of 
persons  it  was  intended  to  pay,  and  they  would 
find  that  it  was  not  intended  to  pay  such  pertoos. 
He  (Sir  A.  M*Nab)  supposed  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  desirous  to  get  the  papers  for  the  por- 
pove  of  setting  them  up  as  a  precedent  for  psying 
the  rebels  in  Lower  Canada." 

It  was  really  quite  impossible  to  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  all  these  8uma»  paid  to 
persons  who  were  m  arms  at  the  time, 
could  have  been  paid  upon  notes  issued  for 
their  property,  taken  to  supply  the  wants 
of  the  troops.  Could  any  man  bdiere 
that  when  the  rebellion  was  raging — ^when 
Mr.  Hagennan  was  acting  as  commissary- 
general  of  the  rebel  army*  he  could  hare 
ventured  to  present  himself  to  Sir  A. 
M*Nab,  or  any  officer  of  militia,  and  asked 
to  be  paid  by  a  bill  for  his  propeiij  taken 
for  the  supply  of  the  troops  ?  whr,  he 
would  hare  been  taken  sad  brought  to 
trial  by  court-martial,  or,  pofaablj,  sum- 
mary justice  would  buTe  been  executed 
upon  him;  nor  could  it  bave  been  said  to 
be  Terr  wrong  at  audi  a  time.  Yerj  pos- 
sibly, part  of  the  damage  lor  vlueb  they 
were  paid  consisted  in  ptwcHi  taken  for 
the  use  of  the  tzt^pa.  Bnt'kt  me  adc 
you.  my  Lords«  wbai  diftnitj  tbere  is 
beiweeu  catsle  taken  far  dw  nw  of  the 
trvx^  and  cattle  dmieyed  by  the  troops, 
eT^^n  if  iher  Kelanr»i  t»  fgbili  wbo  bid 


abandoned  tbe  oanp  «f 

1  r:;»<  saT«  if  aa^ 

tweira  tbai  aTfcrmsMn  and  \ 

\k^  cc  KvoKtT.  »  »  «m»  fsr 

U""  me  ^*  tame  ding.    Mj 


497 


Canada  Beheliion 


{June  19} 


Losses  Bill. 


498 


now  shown  you  that  this  Act  was  passed  in 
the  terms  to  which  I  have  adverted  in  re- 
spect to  Upper  Canada.  Now,  that  Act 
having  heen  passed  with  respect  to  Upper 
Canada,  a  subsequent  Act  was  passed  very 
much  to  the  same  effect  in  1845,  by  the 
Pariiament  of  the  United  Provinces,  with 
respect  to  Upper  Canada,  the  compensation 
thus  given  being  for  losses  of  this  general 
kind,  sustained  both  by  rebels  and  by  loyal 
subjects;  and  at  the  same  time  an  address 
to  the  Governor  General  was  unanimously 
agreed  to  by  the  same  Assembly,  praying 
that  an  inquiry  be  instituted  into  the  losses 
sustained  in  Lower  Canada,  with  a  view  to 
compensation  there  also.  When  this  Act 
of  lo45  was  passed,  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Upper  Canadian  losses  from 
the  general  revenue  of  the  province,  by 
alienating  certain  taxes  previously  paid  to 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  the  Act  was  ob- 
jected to  by  some,  who  said  that  it  was  un- 
just to  take  this  course  with  regard  to  Up- 
per Canada  unless  the  same  principle  were 
applied  to  Lower  Canada,  though  their  own 
opinion  was  that  no  further  compensation 
should  be  given  to  either  province.  Ac- 
cordingly that  address  was  voted,  and'  in- 
quiry took  place.  As  all  those  of  your 
Lordships  are  aware  who  have  consulted 
the  papers  produced,  rebels  were  strictly 
excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the  statute; 
and  you  will  find  when  these  commission- 
ers applied  for  instructions,  they  were  di- 
rected to  classify  those  wbo  had  engaged 
in  the  rebellion  and  those  wbo  had  taken 
no  part  in  it.  Lord  Cathcart,  acting  by 
the  advice  of  the  then  Executive  Council, 
when  they  applied  to  know  what  evidence 
they  should  accept  as  conclusive  on  that 
point,  replied  that  they  were  to  look  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  courts  of  law  as  their 
guide.  Under  these  circumstances,  early 
in  the  present  year,  resolutions  on  which 
to  found  a  Bill  were  submitted  to  the  Par- 
liament of  the  United  Provinces,  to  pro- 
vide for  losses  sustained  in  Lower  Canada, 
precisely  on  the  same  principles  on  which 
compensation  had  been  provided  for  Upper 
Canada.  These  resolutions  created  very 
great  opposition  and  excitement.  Various 
amendments  were  moved  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  but  1  think  principally  on 
the  bringing  up  of  the  report  upon  these 
resolutions.  Most  of  these  resolutions  were 
negatived;  but  one,  an  important  one,  was 
adopted*  It  was  stated  from  the  first  by  the 
authors  of  the  measure  in  the  House,  that 
it  was  not  their  object  to  make  compensa- 
tion for  losses  sustained  by  rebels;  but 


that  the  Bill  was  intended  to  provide  for 
losses  of  a  different  description,  such, 
namely,  as  on  inquiry  were  found  to  have 
been  occasioned  by  wanton  destruction. 
An  Amendment  was  introduced,  excepting 
all  persons  convicted  by  courts-martial, 
and  all  who  had  submitted  themselves  to 
Her  Majesty's  pleasure,  and  who  having 
been  in  the  custody  of  the  sheriff  of  Mon- 
treal, had  been  removed  to  Bermuda.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  very  severe 
upon  the  careless  and  imperfect  manner  in 
which  this  Amendment  was  drawn,  and 
contended  that  it  was  altogether  insufficient 
for  its  professed  object.  The  noble  Lord 
proceeded  to  suppose  a  number  of  cases 
different  from  those  provided  for,  such  as 
where  a  man  who  had  been  in  the  custody 
of  the  sheriff  had  not  been  removed  to  Ber- 
muda, and  such  like;  and  he  argued,  that 
in  all  such  cases  the  effect  of  the  exception 
would  be  evaded.  No  doubt  it  would  if 
there  were  any  such  cases;  but  1  was 
pretty  certain  in  my  recollection,  and  now 
1  know,  that  there  were  only  seven  persons 
on  this  list,  all  of  whom  had  been  in  the 
custody  of  the  sheriff,  and  having  sub- 
mitted theipselves  had  been  removed  to 
Bermuda,  so  that  none  of  the  persons  who 
had  thus  officially  and  formally  declared 
themselves  guilty,  could  possibly,  under 
this  Act,  obtain  compensation  for  their 
losses.  But,  besides  this  exception,  there 
were  also  words  introduced  into  the  pre- 
amble, which,  by  one  clause,  the  com- 
missioners were  directed  to  take  for  their 
guidance  in  acting  upon  the  Bill,  strictly 
confining  the  compensation  to  cases  of 
"unnecessary  or  wanton"  destruction  of 
property;  and,  therefore,  a  person  defend- 
ing his  house  against  the  Queen's  troops, 
and  having  it  destroyed,  was  at  once  ex- 
cluded; the  losses  which  persons  distinctly 
brought  upon  themselves  by  their  rebellion 
could  not  be  called  wanton  and  unneces- 
sary. The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  how- 
ever, went  further  than  this;  he  proceeded, 
as  I  understand,  to  say  that  Mr.  Wilson's 
Amendment  had  been  improperly  rejected. 
Now,  my  Lords,  it  appears  to  me  most  in- 
convenient that  this  House  should  enter 
upon  the  details  of  a  discussion  in  a  colo- 
nial assembly  upon  a  particular  Bill.  But 
your  Lordships  will  find  that  that  Amend- 
ment was  very  fully  discussed,  and  was 
opposed  on  grounds  which,  whether  right 
or  wrong,  were  at  least  very  fully  consider- 
ed. Now,  my  Lords,  what  was  the  argu- 
ment used  on  this  point  in  Canada  by  the 
supporters  of  the  measure  ?     Why,  thej 
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said,  *'  We  agree,  that  as  much  as  pos- 
sible the'  compensation  should  be  limited 
to  those  who   suffered   innocently  during 
the  rebellion,  and  will  undertake  to  pro- 
mise, that  as  far   as  possible   that  shall 
be  done.      We  admit  that  principle,  and 
are  prepared  to  act  upon   it;    but  when 
you  call  upon  us  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  except  from  the  bene- 
fits of  the  measure  all  those  who  are  en- 
gaged in  aiding  or  assisting  or  abetting 
the  rebellion,  we  want  to  know  how  those 
parties  are  to  be  known?"     Now  that, 
my   Lords,   is    the   question.      How  are 
the  parties  to  be  ascertained  ?     We  all  ad- 
mit that  it  is  so  far  right  that  compensa- 
tion ought  not  to  be  given  to  a  man  for 
the  destruction  of  his  property  which  has 
been  brought  about  by  himself ;  but  what 
we  ask  is  this — how  are  you,  eleven  or 
twelve  years  after,  to  ascertain  who  are 
the  parties  who  really  aided  or  assisted  or 
abetted  the  rebellion  ?     My  Lords,  I  say 
every  man,  during  a  period  of  civil  war,  is 
liable  to  be  accused  of  favouring  the  rcbel- 
lionists;  and  for  the  moment  the  military 
authorities  may  think  it  advantageous  to 
confine  for  the  moment  parties  who  may  be 
quite  innocent  of  the  suspected  imputation. 
During  the  continuance  of  a  civil  war  or  a 
rebellion,  men  are  liable  to  be  seized  and 
thrown  into  prison  upon  mere  suspicion,  in 
order  that  they  may  not  have  an  opportu- 
tiity  of  reinforcing  the  enemy,  without  un- 
dergoing any  trial  or  passing  through  any 
form  of  law;  at  all  events  it  would  be  a 
monstrous  violation  of  justice  and  common 
sense  if  all  the  parties  so  arrested  are  to 
be  excluded  from  participating  in  the  com- 
pensation;  and   I  have   no  hesitation  in 
going  the  length  of  saying,  I  believe  few 
men  can  be  found  who  will  venture  to  sup- 
port such  a  proposal.     Indeed,  whenever 
persons  are  pressed  upon  the  subject — 
whenever  they  are  called  upon  to  show  in 
what  manner  they  would  distinguish  the 
rebels  from  the  loyal  subjects,  they  inva- 
riably shrink  from  the  task.     I  may  add, 
that  inquiry  upon  the  matter  would  be  use- 
less, if  not  impossible,  at  this  distance  of 
time — twelve  years — since  the  rebellion; 
but  supposing  it  practicable,  it  was  the 
feeling  of  most  parties  in  Canada  that  such 
an  inquiry  at  this  moment  would  prove  so 
highly  mischievous,  create  so  much  misun- 
derstanding, and  inflame  party  feeling  to 
such  a  frightful  extent,  that  it  would  be  in- 
finitely better  that  no  indemnity  or  com- 
pensation whatever  should  be  granted  than 
that  it  should  be  accompanied  by  such  an 


investigation.     Upon  that  ground  alone — 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree  with 
me,  it  is  not  altogether  an  unreasonable 
one — it  is  much  better  that  the  Bill  should 
remain  as  it  is  than  have  been  hampered 
with  a  provision  which  could  not  have  se- 
cured the  end  required,  though  it  might 
have  been  productive  of  a  good  deal  of 
mischief.     But  then,  my  Lords,  the  nobla 
and  learned  Lord  says  the  great  majoritr 
of  the  English  Members  voted  in  favour  v 
the  Amendment.     Now,  my  Lords,  tb<  ,. 
Bill,  as  a  whole,  so  far  as  its  princip- 
is  concerned,  may  be  acceptable  to  f 
majority,  though  that  opinion  cannot 
gathered  from  the  votes  taken  on  part- 
lar  amendments.     For  instance,  the  K.. 
gation  Bill — an  important  measnre.  c... 
one  would  admit — passed  the  other  dr- 
a  very  small  majority;  but  there  were 
noble  Lords  who  approved  of  the  pr  ^ 
of  the  Bill,  though  they  differed  wm- 
of  its  clauses,  and  important  amm^ 
were  proposed  on  the  third  reading.!^ 
although  rejected,  had  the  effect  ol-  \^  "^ 
the  majority  for  the  third  readiiK 
miserable  one  indeed :  it  cannot*  ..  ^ 
be  argued  from  that  circumstan  . 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  • . 
in  this  case,  that  the  measure  S» .  .  * 
disapproved  of.    I  am,  therefore.,         - 
astonished  at  the  light  in  whk 

and  learned  Lord  looks  at  the 

on  the  Amendment  in  the  C* 
sembly,  since  I  find  many  wL,    ~ 

it  had  already  voted  for  the  o 

duction  of  the  measure,  wh.  '      ^ 

at  a  subsequent  period  voted. 

reading,  notwithstanding  thei, 

the  other  way  in  Committee  l 

ment.     As  in  the  English  ii 

luded  to,  some  of  the  oppo' 

absent  on  the  third  readin 

felt  that  they  could  not  thr 

by  the  official  list,  however 

great  body  of  the  Membe 

Bill  from  the  first,  of  who 
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m  which  this  practice  has  heen  adopted  in 
Canada;  and  I  see  no  sort  of  objection  to 
it,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  in  all  cases 
nerer  can  approve  of  the  person  before  he 
is  appointed.  The  Secretary  of  State  in 
all  cases  bows  to  the  opinion  of  the  Gorer- 
nor  General,  and  whenever  the  Governor 
General  recommends  certain  parties,  the 
necessary  commissions  are  sent  out  as  a 
matter  of  course.  But,  my  Lords,  I  do 
deny,  most  positively,  that  this  measure 
was  adopted  —  at  least,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware  —  in  contemplation  of  this  Bill;  in 
fact,  I  believe  when  these  recommenda- 
tions were  made,  it  was  anticipated  that 
this  Bill  would  not  lead  to  opposition,  since 
it  was  framed  upon  a  measure,  which 
formed  a  precedent  for  it,  that  had  ema- 
nated from  the  party  in  opposition.  I  have 
already  referred  to  certain  remarks,  which 
have  recently  been  published  upon  Lord 
Elgin's  despatch,  by  some  person  or  other 
who  is  obvionsly  connected  with  the  mi- 
nority of  the  legislative  assembly  of  Ca- 
nada. 1  have  taken  pains  to  ascertain  the 
correctness  of  some  of  its  statements,  and 
I  find  this  amongst  them — namely,  that 
twelve  members  of  Council  were  made 
shortly  before  the  meeting  of  Parliament, 
nine  of  whom  were  present  and  divided  on 
the  Bill,  eight  voting  for  and  one  against 
it.  Now,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  if  it 
had  been  intended  to  make  a  large  crea- 
tion of  conncillors,  for  the  purpose  of  pass- 
ing the  Bill,  good  care  would  have  been 
taken  that  none  of  the  persons  selected 
would  not  vote  against  it.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  also  complained  of  the  large 
number  of  these  additional  members  of  the 
Council  being  of  French  extraction,  or  be- 
longing to  the  French  population.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter 
— I  do  not  know  from  whom  it  comes, 
as  it  is  anonymous,  but  I  have  made 
inquiry,  and  am  informed  that  its  state- 
ments are  correct — in  which  I  find  a 
statement  of  the  composition  of  the  Coun- 
cil as  it  now  stands.  I  find  it  stated  that, 
of  the  forty-six  members,  thirty-one  are  of 
English  origin,  and  fifteen  of  French  origin. 
Tour  Lord[ships  will  no  doubt  remember 
that  the  French  population  in  Canada  still 
slightly  exceeds  the  English  population  in 
both  provinces;  and  yet  with  the  recent 
additions  to  the  Council,  the  French  mem- 
bers are  something  less  than  half  of  the 
finglish  members.  I  must  say,  then,  that 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  simple  state- 
ment of  the  fact  is  a  sufficient  answer  to 
taxj  arguments  in  this  matter.    It  was  jna- 


terial  in  the  early  days  after  the  rebellion 
that  but  a  very  small  proportion  of  the 
French  members  should  be  appointed  to 
the  Council ;  in  later  times,  when  the 
French  population  are  no  longer  hostile  to 
the  British  Crown,  it  is  only  reasonable 
that  additions  should  be  made  to  the  num- 
ber of  French  origin.  There  are  now  only 
a  third  of  French  extraction,  while  half  of 
the  population  are  French;  and  I  cannot 
think  that  there  is  any  just  ground  of 
complaint.  My  Lords,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  went  on  to  say  that  the  ad- 
dresses to  Lord  Elgin  were  no  tests  of 
public  feeling.  I  agree  with  him  to  some 
extent;  but  I  must  couple  that  admission 
with  the  belief  that  the  real  expression  of 
the  public  feeling  of  the  province  ought  to 
be  taken  from  its  representatives.  No  one 
attempts  to  collect  the  public  opinion  of 
this  country  from  petitions  or  addresses, 
but  from  the  votes  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people.  We  all  know  how  petitions 
and  addresses  are  got  up— how  statements 
are  made  for  one  side  and  the  other.  But 
I  cannot  help  reminding  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that  there  is  something  more 
than  these  addresses  to  Lord  Elgin  to  put 
us  in  possession  of  the  public  feeling  of 
Canada.  Deputations  have  waited  upon 
Lord  Elgin  from  all  parts  of  the  province, 
composed  of  the  most  influential  and  re- 
spectable parties.  No  less  than  seventy- 
five  of  these  deputations  have  been  received 
from  various  parts  of  Canada.  But,  my 
Lords,  there  is  a  remarkable  circumstance 
connected  with  these  addresses  and  depu- 
tations, to  which  I  must  not  omit  to  call 
your  Lordships'  attention.  Your  Lordships 
will  no  doubt  remember  that  the  early  pe- 
titions sent  from  Canada  to  this  country, 
addressed  to  Her  Majesty,  prayed  for  the 
recall  of  Lord  Elgin  and  the  dissolution  of 
the  Parliament.  Now,  by  the  mail  which 
has  arrived  to-day,  I  perceive  that  a  sudden 
change  has  come  over  the  minds  of  the 
people.  Instead  of  praying  for  the  disso- 
lution of  Parliament  and  the  recall  of  Lord 
Elgin,  they  now  find  this  is  a  bad  time  for 
a  dissolution.  My  Lords,  I  confess  that 
circumstance  is  to  my  mind  very  pregnant 
with  meaning,  as  showing  the  state  of  pub- 
lic opinion  among  the  French,  who  return 
the  majority  of  the  members  of  the  House 
of  Assembly;  and  in  Canada — where  I 
find  the  people  deprecating  a  dissolution, 
and  where  the  franchise  is  nearly  the  most 
popular  that  can  exist — I  feel  that  is  a 
very  good  reason  for  believing  that  the 
majority  of  the  members  in  the  House  of 
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Assembly  are  not  incompetent  to  represent 
public  opinion.  In  the  early  petitions,  as 
I  before  remarked,  the  petitionei-s  prayed 
for  the  recall  of  Lord  Elgin;  but  in  the 
addresses  recently  received  from  Canada, 
your  Lordships  will  perceive  that  they  ex- 
press confidence  in  the  noble  Lord,  al- 
though they  object  to  parts  of  the  mea- 
sure. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  ob- 
served that  these  addresses  do  not  appear 
to  give  approbation  to  the  Bill;  but  they 
were  not  intended  to  do  so.  They  express 
great  confidence  in  Lord  Elgin,  and  ear- 
nestly and  strongly  object  to  the  means 
which  have  been  taken  to  overrule  the 
constitutional  decision  of  the  Parliament 
of  Canada.  In  calling  upon  your  Lord- 
ships to  reject  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  I  do  so  far  less  by  way 
of  asking  you  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  details  of  this  Bill,  than  to  say  that 
this  was  a  subject  upon  which  the  wishes 
of  the  people  of  Canada  have  been  shown 
by  their  representatives,  and  that  no 
grounds  have  been  made  out  for  calling 
upon  Her  Majesty  to  interfere  to  prevent 
the  making  of  an  Act  which  the  people  in 
Canada,  as  shown  by  two-thirds  of  their 
representatives,  think  ought  to  become 
law.  It  is  perfectly  consistent  with  that 
opinion,  my  Lords,  that  your  Lordships 
may  object  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  or 
that  many  of  your  Lordships  may  regret 
that  Mr.  Wilson's  Amendment  was  not 
adopted — that  may  be  a  subject  for  after 
consideration;  but  what  I  call  upon  your 
Lordships  to  do  now  is,  to  reject  the  pre- 
sent Motion,  and  pronounce  it  to  be  your 
opinion  that  this  House  has  no  right  to  in- 
terfere with  the  views  of  the  Canadian  le- 
gislature. What  is  the  opinion  of  many 
persons  in  Canada,  who,  although  opposed 
to  the  measure,  do  not  allow  party  feeling 
to  run  away  with  them,  and  blind  their 
good  sense?  They  say,  "We  wish  the 
Bill  i)ot  to  pass;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we 
say  it  is  an  Act  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
had  a  right  to  pass;  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Governor  General  would  have 
acted  wrong  had  he  disallowed  it,  and  it 
would  be  still  more  wrong  in  the  Crown  to 
disallow  it.  Therefore  we  support  the  Go- 
vernor General,  and  we  object  to  the  peti- 
tions addressed  to  Her  Majesty,  calling 
upon  her  to  withhold  Her  sanction  to  the 
measure  which  has  passed  the  Canadian 
Assembly.**  Now,  my  Lords,  that  is  the 
view  taken  by  many  people  in  Canada.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  from  one  of  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill,  named  Patten,  who 


is  described  in  an  introductory  paragraph 
as  a  stanch  Conservative  and  real  Royal- 
ist, written  to  a  Quebec  newspaper;  and 
without  troubling  your  Lordships  with  the 
whole  of  it,  I  will  only  read  two  passages, 
bearing  upon  the  view  I  have  just  been 
stating.     He  says — 

"  No  one  more  than  myself  regrets  the  Indem- 
nity Bill  should  have  ever  been  introduced  into 
the  Assembly;  but  it  haying  passed  both  Houses 
of  the  Legislature,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  state  that 
had  his  Excellency  Lord  Elgin  refused  his  sanc- 
tion to  the  measure,  carried  as  it  undoubtedly  was 
by  a  large  majority,  he  would  have  acted  uncon- 
stitutionally, and  brought  our  present  system  of 
government  into  contempt." 

And  further — 

'*  If  the  measure  in  question  is  so  unpopular, 
certainly  our  representatives  are  to  blame,  and 
not  his  Excellency  the  Grovemor  General ;  and 
we  who  send  them  to  represent  us  have  our  con- 
stitutional remedy." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  already  informed 
you  that  no  disguise  has  been  attempted 
by  those  who  supported  the  measure — that 
these  addresses  nave  not  been  framed  with 
any  view  of  expressmg  any  approbation  of 
the  measure,  because  in  the  opinion  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  the  pro- 
vince, the  question  whether  the  measure 
is  a  right  one  or  a  wrong  one,  has  now 
merged  in  the  larger  and  much  more  impor- 
tant question  of  whether  it  is  politic,  when 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  has  passed  a  mea- 
sure, the  minority  should  be  fulowed  to  ap- 
peal  to  the  Crown,  to  overrule  the  decision 
of  the  majority  ?  That  is  the  point  now  to 
be  considered — that  is  the  large  and  im- 
portant question  we  are  now  at  issue  upon 
— that  is  the  question  upon  which  the 
great  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Province,  of  whatever  religion,  of  what- 
ever rank,  and,  I  believe,  of  whatever  po- 
litical opinions,  are  at  variance  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  says,  if  we 
adopt  this  resolution,  we  shall  be  throwing 
oil  upon  the  troubled  waves,  and  prodnce  a 
calm  upon  the  agitated  ocean  of  Canadian 
politics.  Instead,  however,  of  that  being 
true,  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that,  by  pass- 
ing a  resolution  of  this  kind,  we  shall  be 
endangering  the  connexion  between  this 
country  and  Canada,  by  shaking  the  confi- 
dence which  all  persons  cherish  in  the  sys- 
tem of  government  now  happily  establisb- 
ed  there,  by  leading  them  to  suppose  that 
they  will  not  be  allowed  to  deal  in  a  man- 
ner which  shall  be  satisfactory  to  them- 
selves, with  matters  of  domestic  and  inter- 
nal concern.  If,  therefore,  nij  Lords,  yon 
adopt  these  resolutions,  you  will  be  striking 
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a  grievons  blow  at  our  Canadian  posses- 
sions, and  it  is  upon  that  ground  that  I 
oppose  the  resolutions,  and  I  hope  and 
trust  jour  Lordships  will  concur  with  me 
in  that  opinion. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  observed,  that  he 
had  not  been  in  the  habit,  for  many  years, 
of  addressing  their  Lordships;  but  bearing 
in  mind  the  relation  in  which  he  had  been 
placed  to  the  Crown  and  to  their  Lord- 
ships when  he  had  held  office  at  different 
times,  he  felt  himself  imperatively  called 
upon,  by  a  sense  of  his  duty  to  their  Lord- 
ships, and  of  his  duty  to  the  Crown,  to  ex- 
press his  opinion  on  the  subject;  he  felt 
himself  called  upon  to  express  his  entire 
disapprobation  of  the  measure  to  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  called  the  at- 
tention of  their  Lordships.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  say  anything  derogatory  to  the 
character  of  Lord  Elgin.  Lord  Elgin  he 
believed  to  be — and  he  stated  it  on  the 
testimony  of  many  persons  who  had  the 
best  means  of  knowledge — a  most  honest 
and  conscientious,  as  well  as  able,  man; 
and  he  must  say  that  no  person  could  by 
possibility  look  with  more  indignation  than 
he  did  to  the  personal  insults  Lord  Elgin 
bad  received — that  no  person  condemned 
more  strongly  than  he  did  those  acts  of  in- 
temperance and  violence  which  had  been 
directed  against  that  noble  Lord.  It  was 
not  his  intention  to  go  into  the  question 
which  had  been  so  much  discussed  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  near  him,  and  his 
noble  Friend  opposite,  with  respect  to  re- 
sponsible government.  What  was  the  na- 
ture of  responsible  government,  how  it 
eould  be  applied  to  the  colonial  possessions 
of  the  Empire,  he  would  not  take  upon  him 
at  that  moment  to  inquire.  But  he  would 
say  this,  that  unless  the  effect  of  responsi- 
ble government  was  to  establish  an  entire 
independence  of  the  State  in  the  chief  co- 
lonies of  the  Empire,  there  were  cases  in 
which  the  Government  of  this  country  and 
the  Parliament  of  this  country  might  be 
called  on  directly  to  interfere.  The  ques- 
tion here— and  it  was  a  very  narrow  ques- 
tion on  the  main  point — would  turn  on  the 
construction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  ground  on  which  he  objected  to  it 
Was,  that  it  rewarded  rebels;  that  the 
honest,  loyal,  enterprising,  and  active  peo- 
ple of  Canada,  who  had  expended  so  much 
of  their  strength,  and  treasure,  and  blood 
even,  on  the  trying  occasion  of  the  rebel- 
lion, were  to  be  taxed  for  the  purpose  of 
fiving  compensation  to  those  persons  whom, 
J  their  exertions,  they  had  succeeded  in 


defeating.  The  noble  Earl  had  argued 
that  the  rebellion  was  over,  that  an  am- 
nesty had  been  passed,  and  that  they  were 
in  that  case  to  treat  persons  who  had  been 
engaged  in  the  rebellion  as  subjects  who 
might  be  employed  in  the  service  of  the 
Crown.  He  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  made  no 
objection  to  that  amnesty.  He  approved 
of  it;  he  thought  it  was  a  wise  measure. 
But  he  knew  no  case  where  parties  had 
not  only  received  an  amnesty,  but  had  been 
rewarded  and  indemnified  for  the  very 
losses  they  had  sustained  by  their  own  re- 
bellious acts.  If  the  noble  Earl  could  tell 
their  Lordships  any  instance  in  which  re- 
bels who  had  sustained  losses  in  conse- 
quence of  their  own  rebellious  acts  had 
been  rewarded  and  indemnified  for  those 
losses,  that  would  be  a  precedent  applica- 
ble to  the  present  case.  Having  made 
those  two  or  three  preliminary  observa- 
tions, he  must  say  a  word  or  two  in  de- 
fence of  an  honourable  individual  whose 
name  had  been  often  mentioned.  No  doubt 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  by  a  casual 
slip,  spoke  of  Sir  A.  M'Nab  as  having 
done  effectual  service  in  the  field  in  Lower 
Canada.  That  was  corrected  immediately 
after,  and  the  noble  Earl  was  then  led  to 
sneer  at  the  conduct  of  Sir  A.  M'Nab,  who 
had  so  highly  distinguished  himself  by  the 
gallantry  he  had  displayed  and  the  exer- 
tions he  had  made.  It  was  true  that  Sir 
A.  M'Nab  performed  no  services  in  Lower 
Canada;  but  he  was  at  the  affair  of  To- 
ronto, and  the  reason  why  no  battle  was 
fought  on  that  occasion  was,  that  on  his 
appearance  with  the  troops  under  his  com- 
mand the  rebels  immediately  dispersed, 
and  an  effectual  check  was  given  to  the 
foolish  and  ill-digested  rebellion  which  had 
arisen.  At  Gallowshill,  also,  it  was  true 
there  was  no  conflict.  But  when  the  troops 
under  Sir  A.  M'Nab,  with  great  exertions 
and  great  activity,  moved  on  the  position 
of  the  rebels,  the  rebels  instantly  aban- 
doned their  encampment,  and  left  the  field 
to  the  loyalists.  Sir  A.  M'Nab  received  the 
distinct  thanks  of  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada,  Lord  Seaton,  for  the  activity  of  his 
exertions,  and  the  vigour  he  displayed  on 
these  occasions.  He  afterwards  received 
the  thanks  of  the  Crown,  and  had  that  title 
conferred  upon  him  which,  though  not  a 
high  one,  was  valuable  as  a  testimony  of 
the  sense  entertained  by  the  Crown  of  his 
services.  He  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  owed  it  to 
this  most  honourable  individual,  who  he 
thought  had  not  been  justly  treated  by 
the  noble  Earl,  to  make  the  statement  he 
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had  now  made.  The  question  raised  in 
the  discussion  of  that  night,  so  far  as  he 
understood  it,  resolved  itself  into  a  verj 
narrow  compass.  The  nohle  Lord  did  not 
appear  to  dispute  the  construction  put  on 
the  Act  hy  the  nohle  and  learned  Lord. 
The  Act  embraced  all  persons  except  those 
engaged  in  the  rebellion  who  had  been 
convicted  of  high  treason,  along  with  the 
individuals  who  were  described  in  the  pro- 
viso. Was  it  disputed  by  the  noble  Earl  ? 
For  if  it  were  so,  he  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
would  show  him  that  the  persons  in  the 
proviso  were  the  only  persons  excluded 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act.  He  might 
adduce  an  illustration  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  the  effect  and  object  of  the 
Act  was  to  reward  and  compensate  persons 
who  had  been  engaged  in  rebellion.  Mr. 
Papineau  was  not  convicted  of  high  trea- 
son. He  was  not  condemned  ;  he  did  not 
submit.  He  absconded.  He  went  to  the 
United  States.  He  passed  from  the  United 
States  to  France,  and  did  not  return  to 
Canada  until  after  the  Queen's  pardon  had 
issued.  He  took  advantage  of  that  par- 
don, and  submitting  to  it  he  returned  to 
Canada.  Now,  was  it  not  perfectly  clear 
that  Mr.  Papineau,  who  was  one  of  the 
great  leaders,  one  of  the  original  instiga- 
tors, who  was  pre-eminently  the  father  of 
the  rebellion,  would  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation under  this  Act?  He  did  not 
€ome  within  the  proviso  or  the  exception. 
Whatever  did  not  come  within  the  excep- 
tion, came  within  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
This  was  no  technical  rule,  but  a  rule  of 
common  sense,  and  of  ordinary  construc- 
^on.  This  original  instigator,  then,  this 
person  who  was  now  supporting  and  voting 
for  this  very  Bill  to  give  compensation, 
would  himself  be  entitled  to  compensation 
under  it  in  consequence  of  the  rebellion. 
It  was  a  monstrous  proposition.  Was  it 
not  a  direct  affront  to  the  empire  ?  Was 
it  not  a  direct  insult  to  the  Crown  and  the 
empire  to  say  that  ho  was  to  come  forward 
and  declare  that  he  had  sustained  loss  in 
consequence  of  the  acts  of  those  by  whom 
the  rebellion  had  been  suppressed,  and 
that  he  claimed  compensation  in  conse- 
quence of  that  loss  ?  And  from  whom  ? 
From  the  public  purse  of  this  country  ? 
No.  But  from  the  taxation  of  those  very 
penou  w  .  by  their  bravery  and  vigour^ 
1  M  '  mooeeded  in  crashing 
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taken,  tried,  convicted,  sentenced.  They 
were  to  be  transported.  Suppose  that, 
after  a  few  years.  Her  Majesty,  in  Her 
clemency,  should  grant  tibem  pardon. 
Suppose,  by  some  revolution  or  other, 
they  should  return  to  this  country  ;  sup- 
pose any  of  them,  by  a  similar  revolution, 
to  be  supported  by  public  feeling,  and  the 
Government  changed ;  suppose,  being  in 
the  Government,  and  having  influence  in 
the  Government,  they  were  to  propose  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  taxing  the  people  of 
this  country  to  compensate  their  associates 
in  that  rebellion  for  any  losses  they  might 
have  sustained ;  would  there  he  a  single 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  who 
would  approve  of  such  a  measure,  who 
would  not  be  filled  with  indignation  at 
even  an  attempt  of  that  kind  ?  This  was 
precisely  the  case  now  before  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  party  who  held  power 
in  Canada,  many  of  them  had  been  deeply 
implicated  in  the  rebellion.  It  had  been 
said,  the  revolutionists  were  now  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country.  There  was  one 
member  of  that  Government  who  gave  his 
sanction  to  this  measure,  brought  in  for 
the  purpose,  or  at  least  with  the  Intent, 
of  compensating  and  rewarding  individoals 
who  had  been  his  companions  in  a  criminal 
enterprise.  Of  Papineau  he  had  spoken ; 
it  was  of  M.  Lafontaine  that  he  now 
spoke.  If  the  noble  Earl  was  led  to  be- 
lieve that  M.  Lafontaine  did  not  partici- 
pate in  that  enterprise,  he  was  wholly 
misinformed.  The  statement  was  per- 
fectly incorrect.  There  were  persons  pre- 
sent who  were  acquainted  with  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  knew  every  part  of  the 
transaction.  The  rebellion  occurred  in 
1837 ;  it  broke  out  again  in  1838.  M. 
Lafontaine  was  engaged  in  the  rebellion  of 
1837.  He  was  then  in  Canada.  He  came 
to  this  coimtry.  The  Executive  Govern- 
ment issued  a  warrant  against  him,  hat  no 
person  took  the  trouble  to  inqidre  Into 
facts.  He  heard  of  the  warrant,  and  im- 
mediately left  the  countrr.  The  noble 
Earl  said  M.  Lafontaine  had  challenged  in- 
quiry. When  did  he  challenge  that  in* 
quiry  ?  He  never  returned  to  Canada  till 
after  the  rebellion  was  suppressed.  There 
was  somethmg  ludicrous  m  the  shifts  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  was  put.  Sir  J. 
Colbome  related,  in  one  of  his  despatehest 
that  a  person,  Girouard,  for  whom  a  re- 
ward of  5001.  had  been  offered^  and  who 
was  apprehended,  was  found  to  hare  a 
letter  from  M.  Lafontaine,  in  which  he 
said  that  assistance,  and  peouoiary  assist* 
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ance»  would  be  given  him»  for  raising 
**the  blue  bonnets  of  the  noitli/'  and 
putting  an  end  to  tbe  feudal  syatem  for 
tbc  purpoae  of  rousiog  tbe  vassals.  Ho 
who  waii  on  the  spot — who  knew  the  cha- 
racter of  tlio  persons  and  of  the  transac- 
tions— did  he  consider  it  a  mere  joke  ? 
Bid  he  put  on  the  letter  a  construction 
which  was  so  inconsistent  with  the  noble 
EarFs  gravity  of  character?  lie  who 
brought  in  this  Bill — the  effect  of  which 
was  to  indemnify  him  for  the  losses  he 
might  have  sustained-^bad  used  the  lan- 
guage quoted  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  The  ooble  Earl  said  that  it  was 
difficult  to  asceriatQ  who  were  engaged  in 
rebellion — that  they  might  know  who  had 
been  convicted  or  sent  to  Bermuda ;  but 
how  should  they  know  who  had  been  con- 
eerned  in  the  rebellion — how  could  they 
prove  it  ?  By  docuraents  in  the  possession 
of  the  Government.  Sir  J*  Colborne,  in 
a  despatch  forwarded  at  the  tijne  of  the 
rebellion*  said,  he  had  taken  800  pri- 
licmera  with  arms  in  their  hands ;  and  that 
they  were  committed  to  prison,  hut  after- 
wards discharged,  as  it  was  impossible  to 
try  such  numbers.  How  many  claimants 
did  their  Lordships  think  there  were  for 
compensation  among  the  persons  so  desig- 
nated as  tak^.ni  with  arms  iu  their  hands  ? 
Three  hundred  and  fifty- two.  These  per- 
sons taken  in  arms  against  the  Crown, 
whilst  cndeavourin^T  to  estabhsh  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  colony,  were  by  an  Act 
framed  by  their  rebel  leader  to  receive 
compensation  for  the  losses  they  had  sus- 
tained, and  that  compensation  would  in 
some  instances  extend  to  loss  of  time  dur- 
ing imprisonment !  Was  anything  so  pre* 
posterous,  so  raonstrous,  ever  before  heard 
of?  Being  disposed  to  admit  the  knowledge, 
talents,  and  general  accuracy  of  the  noble 
Earl,  he  was  surprised  to  mark  the  care- 
lessness with  which  he  appeared  to  have 
read  the  Act;  the  noble  Earl  seemed  not 
even  to  have  gone  through  the  different 
clauses.  The  noble  Earl  seemed  to  say, 
that  its  operation  was  confined  to  compen* 
aation  for  *'  unjust,  unnecessary,  and  wan- 
ton *'  acts.  That  was  the  construction  he 
put  upon  it  ;  he  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  rebels  were  to  be  compensated^  But 
he  said  that  compensation  was  to  be  made 
for  **  unjust,  unnecessary,  and  wanton 
acts/*  and  for  the  seizure  and  taking,  or 
carrying  away  of  the  property  and  effects 
of  the  parties.  But  what  did  that  compre- 
beud  i  Certainly  it  would  comprehend  one 
tit  the  caa^aa  whieii  be  (Lord  Lyndbttrtt) 


had  alluded  to,  of  eight  hundred  persons 
being  taken  with  arms  in  their  bands  ;  for 
every  one  of  those  persons  would  be  entitled 
to  receive  compensation  for  the  value  of 
those  arms  which  had  been  taken  from 
him*  One  of  the  clauses  empowered  the 
commissioners  to  inquire  into  tbe  losses 
sustained  by  violence  committed  by  Her 
Majesty  *s  forces,  for  the  suppression  of 
the  rebellion^ — as  if  a  rebellion  could  be 
suppressed  without  violence — or  by  persons 
acting  in  resistance  to  those  troops.  There 
was  another  source  of  compensation  in  the 
occupation  of  any  houses  or  other  premises 
by  the  naval  or  military  forces  of  Her  Ma.^ 
jeaty.  All  these  were  to  be  subjects  of 
compensation.  The  noble  Earl  said  he 
found  that  ia  a  clause  of  the  former  Act, 
and  it  suited  his  purpose  to  do  so,  but 
the  provision  was  ej^actly  copied  in  this 
very  Act,  Any  person,  then,  who  hod 
suffered  from  any  violence  of  Her  Majesty's 
troops,  although  acting  in  opposition  to 
them,  or  any  person  having  had  his  pre* 
mi  SOS  occupied  by  the  troops »  although  it 
might  happen  that  tbose  premises  belonged 
to  a  person  engaged  in  the  rebellion,  would 
be  entitled  to  ample  compensation  for  the 
value  of  his  losses.  He  was  stating  these 
things  merely  by  way  of  illustration  ;  for 
he  did  not  intend  to  go  at  full  length 
into  the  question^  for  he  should  detaia 
their  Lordships  too  long  by  entering  Into 
details.  There  waSj  however,  still  another 
class  who  would  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion under  this  Act.  There  were  104 
persons  who  had  been  outlawed  for  felony 
and  treason,  and  who  had  fled,  a  reward 
being  offered  for  their  apprehension.  Now, 
concerning  the  exception  of  these  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  there  was  a  difficulty* 
If  persons  fled,  it  was  pretty  good  evidence 
of  their  participation  in  the  rebellion;  and 
were  the  Government  prepared  to  sanction 
the  compensation  of  these  ?  He  repeated, 
therefore,  that  unless  their  Lordships 
were  to  consider  Canada  as  an  independent 
State,  they  were  justiiied  in  saying,  **  Wo 
will  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing tbe  passing  of  a  Dieasnre  which  we 
consider  injurious  to  the  empire,  and 
inconsistent  with  the  respect  due  to  the 
British  Crown.*'  He  bad  heard  it  said — 
and  the  point  bad  been  pressed  upK^n  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  elsewhere — that 
the  Governor  General  was  to  issue  instruc- 
tions to  the  commissioners  under  the  Act. 
But  their  Lordships  would  observe  that 
these  commissioners  were  to  be  invested 
with  DO  diacretioD.     They  were  to  take  mi 


511 


Canada  Behellion 


{LORDS} 


Losses  Bill* 


512 


oath  to  perform  their  duty,  and  their  duty 
was  to  inquire  into  these  claims,  and  to 
allow  them  when  proved.  When  once 
allowed,  there  was  no  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  commissioners ;  hut  the 
Governor  General  was  hound  to  satisfy  the 
claim.  Great  stress  had  heen  laid  else- 
where upon  these  instructions  by  the 
Governor  General,  as  to  the  effect  they 
would  have  for  the  general  guidance  of  the 
commissioners  in  determining  these  claims; 
but  never,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  had  there 
been  a  more  idle  pretence.  A  commission 
issued  by  the  Crown  would  be  under  the 
control  of  the  Crown.  In  that  case  the 
Crown  might  issue  instructions  to  guide 
the  conduct  of  its  commisioners ;  but 
when  a  commission  issued  under  the  au- 
thority of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
prescribed  to  it  the  performance  of  a  par- 
ticular duty,  no  one  had  power  to  inter- 
fere with  it.  Could  it  be  supposed  that  an 
Act  of  Parliament  could  be  so  qualified,  or 
that  the  conduct  of  commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act  of  Parliament  could 
be  regulated  by  instructions  from  the  Go- 
vernor General  ?  It  had  been  said,  and  he 
had  read  it  in  print,  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  promoters  of  the  Act, 
that  rebels  should  be  included  in  its  bene- 
ficial operation;  and,  it  was  added,  that 
Mr.  Baldwin,  the  Attorney  General,  had 
made  a  declaration  to  that  effect.  He 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)  cared  not  for  pretensions. 
The  intention  of  an  Act  could  only  be 
found  in  its  legal  construction.  If  it  were 
intended  that  no  rebels  should  participate 
in  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  why  was  it  not 
80  declared  in  the  Act  itself?  Not  in- 
tended that  rebels  should  participate  in  its 
benefit !  It  was  passed  principally  with 
that  view.  M.  Lafontaine  was  pressed 
over  and  over  again  in  the  early  part  of 
the  proceedings,  and  while  the  BUI  was  in 
progress,  to  state  precisely  what  was  in- 
tended ;  but  no  satisfactory  answer  could 
be  obtained  from  him.  What  could  be 
more  conclusive  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Act,  than  the  reception 
given  to  Mr.  Wilson's  Amendment  ?  If  it 
were  intended  that  rebels  should  not  be 
compensated,  why  was  not  that  expressly 
declared  by  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment? or  if  there  existed  any  objection  to 
the  particular  form  of  the  Amendment, 
why  was  not  its  substance  introduced  into 
"O  in  another  shape  ?  The  noble 
as]  how  it  would  be  possible  to 
.  wnether  persons  had  been  en- 
m  a  rebcUion  which  occurred  ten 


years  ago  ?  but  he  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  had 
pointed  out  whole  classes  of  rebels  who 
could  be  identified  without  any  difficulty. 
The  commissioners  were  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  claims.  Why  could  they  not  in- 
quire into  the  character  and  conduct  of  in- 
dividuals ?  ["Hear,  hear!"]  Noble  Lords 
said  '*hear;*'  but  there  would  be  nothing 
invidious  even  in  examining  parties  them- 
selves, because  the  amnesty  which  had 
been  granted  protected  them  from  all  the 
consequences  which  would  otherwise  have 
attached  to  their  conduct.  The  commis- 
sioners would  examine  upon  oath,  and  if 
not  perfectly  satisfied  that  a  case  of  parti- 
cipation in  the  rebellion  was  made  out  with 
the  clearness  of  demonstration,  they  would 
decide  in  favour  of  the  claimants.  In  all 
cases  where  doubt  existed,  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt  would  be  given  to  the  claimants,  in 
accordance  with  the  recognised  principle  of 
law.  The  preamble  of  the  Act  contmned 
the  words  "just  losses,"  and  it  had  been 
argued  that  those  words  necessarily  ex- 
cluded all  rebels,  because  it  was  impossible 
that  persons  engaged  in  rebeUion  could 
sustain  just  losses.  The  Bill,  as  originally 
introduced,  did  not  contain  the  proviso 
which  excepted  the  convicted  and  confessed 
rebels;  and  if  the  words  "just  losses*' 
were  intended  to  bear  the  interpretation 
which  had  been  placed  upon  them,  why 
was  the  proviso  introduced  at  a  subsequent 
stage  of  the  measure  ?  When  the  proviso 
was  proposed,  it  would  have  been  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  have  said  that  all  rebels 
being  excluded  by  the  words  "just  losses," 
a  fortiori  those  referred  to  in  the  proviso 
must  be  excluded.  The  noble  Earl  had 
referred  to  a  former  Act  brought  in  by  the 
Conservative  party  in  Canada;  but  because 
one  Act  had  passed  unnoticed,  was  that  a 
reason  why  another  should  not  be  rejected 
when  it  was  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Imperial  Legislature  ?  The  noble  Bail 
said  that  both  the  Acts  must  receive  the 
same  construction.  It  was  necessary  to 
look  how  the  Acts  were  to  be  applied;  for 
though  drawn  up  in  precisely  the  same 
words,  it  was  possible  that  they  might  be 
diametrically  opposed  to  each  other  in 
operation.  In  Upper  Canada  the  popula- 
tion  was  loyal,  almost  to  a  man.  When 
the  Act  was  framed  for  that  province,  it 
was  not  conceived  possible  that  any  rebel 
would  claim  compensation  under  it.  It 
was  only  at  Toronto  and  another  place 
that  any  rebels  showed  themselfeSt  and 
they  codd  not  have  sustained  any  lo6S» 
because  they  ran  away.     Loss  was  no- 
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toriously  confined  to  the  loyal.  What 
necessity,  then,  for  making  any  exceptions 
in  the  Act  ?  No  exceptions  were  intro- 
duced, because  there  was  nobody  to  except. 
The  noble  Earl  stated,  that  a  person 
named  Hagerman,  and  four  or  five  others, 
had  claimed  compensation  under  the  Act 
passed  for  Upper  Canada.  In  no  case,  he 
belieyed,  did  the  compensation  exceed  201. 
or  30^,  and  it  was  given  not  for  general 
losses,  but  for  property  surrendered  for 
the  use  of  the  loyal  forces.  The  noble 
Earl  had  spoken  jocosely  of  the  impossi- 
bility of  Mr.  Hagerman  being  in  treaty 
with  Sir  A.  M*Nab  for  the  supply  of  the 
commissariat.  The  fact  was,  that  Mr. 
Hagerman  never  appeared  in  the  transac- 
tion; he  absconded,  and  the  horse,  for 
which  a  note  was  given  in  payment,  was 
taken  from  his  wife.  So  it  was  in  every 
case — the  compensation  was  given  for  pro- 
perty which  had  been  taken  for  the  use  of 
the  Royal  forces.  The  cases  of  the  two 
Bills  were  utterly  unlike;  and  when  they 
were  closely  examined,  any  attempt  to  es- 
tablish a  case  for  the  present  Bill  upon  the 
former  one  must  fail.  The  noble  Earl, 
and  a  Gentleman  in  another  place  for 
whom  he  felt  great  respect,  had  referred 
to  a  circumstance,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  what  the  intentions  of  the  Con- 
servative party  were  with  regard  to  a 
measure  which  they  were  expected  to  have 
introduced.  Lord  Metcalfe  appointed  a 
commission  to  inquire  into  losses  sustained 
by  the  loyal  inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada; 
but  when  Lord  Cathcart  succeeded  Lord 
Metcalfe,  the  instructions  given  to  the  com- 
missioners were  of  a  different  description. 
The  commissioners  were  desired  to  classify 
claimants  under  the  heads  of  *'  loyal  "  and 
"disloyal,"  or  persons  who  had  been  en- 
gaged in  the  rebellion.  What  was  the 
object  of  that  commission?  It  was  a 
commission  to  inquire,  with  a  view  to 
legislation,  after  all  the  facts  should  have 
been  ascertained.  Did  it  follow  that  be- 
cause the  Conservative  party  found  that 
rebels  had  preferred  claims  for  compensa- 
tion, they  therefore  would  have  legislated 
in  that  sense  ?  That  would  be  an  absurd 
inference.  But  what  more  ?  In  another 
part  of  the  Session  of  1847,  when  the 
Opposition  was  strong,  the  Conservative 
OoTemment  was  pressed  on  the  subject  of 
a  BiU,  and  asked  whether  it  was  prepared 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  similar  to  that  which  had 
been  proposed  in  Upper  Canada?  The 
answer  was,  that  the  Government  would 
jMt  bring  in  a  Bill  then,  because  the  state 
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of  the  colonial  chest  did  not  warrant  such 
a  proceeding,  and  that  at  no  time,  and 
under  no  circumstances,  would  that  Go- 
vernment ever  introduce  a  Bill  which  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  limited  provisions 
of  Lord  Metcalfe  X  commission.  What 
were  their  Lordships  to  do?  Two  alteraa- 
tives  were  before  them.  On  the  one  hand, 
they  might  pass  the  Bill,  and  keep  up  the 
agitation  prevailing  in  Upper  Canada,  let- 
ting the  consequences  rest  upon  the  Go- 
vernment— consequences  so  alarming  that 
it  was  impossible  to  contemplate  them 
without  the  most  serious  feelings  of  dread. 
Their  Lordships  might  pursue  that  course; 
or,  on  the  other  hand,  they  might  take  the 
not  unusual  course  of  suspending  the  Royal 
assent  to  an  objectionable  Bill,  in  order 
that  another  Bill  free  from  objection  might 
be  sent  up.  The  latter  course  had  indeed 
been  pursued  in  this  very  case.  It  was 
originally  proposed  in  the  Act  relating  to 
Upper  Canada  that  compensation  should 
be  given  out  of  the  imperial  funds;  and  the 
Bill  containing  that  provision  was  rejected, 
with  an  intimation  that  no  objection  would 
be  taken  to  compensation  out  of  the  colo- 
nial chest.  Why  not  act  in  a  similar 
manner  in  the  present  instance?  The 
noble  Earl  said  that  such  a  course  would 
lead  to  irritation.  Why  should  it  have 
that  eflfect  ?  The  Attorney  General  said 
it  was  never  intended  to  compensate  rebels; 
the  Governor  General  intimated  the  same 
thing.  How  easy,  then,  would  it  be  for 
Ministers  to  say  to  the  Canadian  Assembly 
— **We  are  adrised  by  our  officers  that, 
by  the  construction  of  this  Bill,  rebels  may, 
and  in  some  instances  must,  be  compen- 
sated; in  that  respect  it  does  not  carry  out 
your  designs;  therefore  bring  in  a  Bill  in 
accordance  with  your  intention,  and  it  shall 
be  passed."  How  could  such  a  course  of 
action  give  rise  to  irritation,  when  it 
would  merely  be  the  adoption  of  the  sug- 
gestion offered  by  the  promoters  of  the 
measure?  I  am  sorry — continued  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord — that,  departing 
from  my  ordinary  practice,  I  have  had 
occasion  to  address  your  Lordships,  and, 
perhaps,  it  is  the  last  time  I  shall  ever  do 
so;  but  b^ving  held  high  office  under  the 
Crown,  and  being  still  its  sworn  servant,  I 
feel  strongly  that  this  Bill  compensating 
rebels  is  a  mischievous  measure,  and  in- 
sulting to  the  Crown  of  this  empire,  and 
that  I  should  have  failed  to  discharge  an 
imperative  duty  imposed  on  me  had  I 
not  offered  to  it  my  determined  opposition. 
Lord  CAMPBELL  observed,  that  when 
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the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down  represented  to  their  Lordships 
that  there  would  bo  no  difficulty  at  all  in 
agreeing  to  the  resolution  of  tho  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham),  he  seemed 
utterly  to  have  forgotten  that  this  Act  was 
now  in  operation,  that  it  was  now  the  law 
of  Canada,  that  it  had  received  tho  assent 
of  the  Representative  of  the  Crown,  and 
that  its  powers  could  only  be  suspended  by 
the  direct  disallowance  of  the  Act  by  the 
Crown.  The  suggestions  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham),  instead  of 
throwing  oil  upon  the  troubled  waters, 
would  only  add  fuel  to  the  existing  flame. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  heard  with  ex- 
treme pain  the  speech  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst);  he  had 
hoped  that  he  had  returned  to  the  cause  of 
liberality,  that  he  would  steadily  adhere  to 
it,  and  die  in  it  as  ho  had  begun  in  it.  He 
(Lord  Campbell)  was  old  enough  to  re- 
member when  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  a  stanch  liberal — he  remembered  the 
time  when  ho  would  have  supported  such 
a  Bill  as  this,  and  when  he  would  have 
treated  with  contempt  such  arguments  as 
he  had  himself  used  to-night.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  taken  a  sudden 
turn,  and  had  associated  himself  with  those 
with  whom  he  had  not  been  accustomed  to 
be  very  friendly.  But  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  taken  another  turn — 

"  On  revient  toujours 
A  8G8  premiers  amours." 

And  he  had  hoped  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  have  remained  faith- 
ful to  it.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
not  only  supported  the  emancipation  of 
the  Catholics,  having  most  strongly  resist- 
ed that  measure,  but  he  had  supported  free 
trade.  [**  Question,  question  !*  ]  He  was 
now  speaking  to  the  question.  The  sim- 
ple motives  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
—[Cries  of  "Order!"]  With  respect 
to  the  French  population  of  Lower  Canada, 
he  was  afraid  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  was  influenced  by  the  belief  that 
they  were  '*  aliens  in  race,  in  language, 
and  in  blood."  The  view  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  taken  of  this  Act,  he 
(Lord  Campbell)  thought  was  an  erro- 
neous one.  The  present  Bill  was  founded 
on  the  precedent  of  an  Act  passed  for  Up- 
per Canada,  which  contained  no  limitation, 
and  which  was  open  to  every  objection 
wh  e  be  urged  against  the  Act  of 
1  now  under  consideration.     In 

d  for  Upper  Canada,  the  word 


**  loyal**  was  not  to  be  found,  neither  was 
it  to  be  found  in  the  Act  of  the  United 
Parliament  of  both  the  Canadas  to  extend 
the  powers  of  that  Act.  He  thought  that 
the  same  justice  should  be  extended  to  the 
Lower  Province  as  to  the  Upper;  but  the 
Bill  proposed  for  Upper  Canada  contained 
no  such  limitations  as  were  now  proposed 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  It  would 
be  most  invidious  to  introduce  into  the  Act 
for  Lower  Canada  provisions  not  to  be 
found  in  the  Act  for  Upper  Canada.  In 
1837  and  1838  there  was  an  armed  rebel- 
lion in  both  provinces.  There  were  rebels 
in  Upper  as  in  Lower  Canada.  The  situa- 
tion of  the  two  provinces  was  precisely  the 
same — the  only  difference  being  that  in 
Lower  Canada  the  population  were  of 
French,  and  in  Upper  Canada  of  Anglo- 
Saxon  origin.  Could  it  be  doubted  tiiat 
in  the  upper  province  many  joined  the 
rebellion,  and  that  many  who  did  so 
suffered  serious  losses;  and  could  it  be 
doubted  that  they  would  be  entitled  to 
claim  compensation  under  the  Act  for  Up- 
per Canada,  as  the  Lower  Canadians 
would  under  this  Act  ?  But  to  come  to 
the  construction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
Tho  construction  of  the  words  employed  in 
the  Act  ought  not  to  be  judged  accord- 
ing to  the  intention  of  the  parties  who  in- 
troduced it — not  in  accordance  with  the 
debates  which  might  have  occurred  during 
tho  time  that  it  was  passing  through  the 
provincial  legislature  —  not  according  to 
the  views  of  the  Executive  Golremment — 
but  according  to  the  words  employed. 
Now,  he  thought  that  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  read  this  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment calmly  and  deliberately,  he  would 
have  been  of  opinion  that  it  did  not  give 
compensation  to  rebels,  but  to  those  who 
had  suffered  in  the  course  of  the  rebellioh, 
without  at  all  meaning  that  rebels  shottld 
be  compensated.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  treated  with  ridicule  the  words  in- 
troduced into  the  preamble  of  the  Act;  but 
the  enacting  clause  expressly  referred  to 
the  preamble,  and  it  stated  that  the  com- 
missioners were  to  be  governed  bj  thd 
words  of  the  preamble,  and  to  give  eom- 
pensation  only  for  "just  losses."  In 
Lower  as  in  Upper  Canada,  the  compensa^ 
tion  was  to  be  for  losses  suffered;  but  then 
they  must  be  "just'*  losses.  The  trorda 
selected  might  not  be  the  most  felicitimsi 
but  of  their  meaning  there  could  be  no 
doubt,  namely,  that  the  claimant  musi 
show  that  he  had  sustained  a  "  jost**  loss. 
What  did  that  mean  ?    That  it  was  *  loM 
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fot*  whith  he  WftB  justly  entitled  to  compen- 
eation.  Unless  he  could  show  a  fair  claim 
on  account  of  such  lossies,  it  was  instantly 
dismissed.  How  Would  that  principle  ap- 
ilr  in  the  case  of  Papineau  ?  If,  having 
oined  in  the  rehellioh,  he  suffered  a  loss 
in  resisting  the  troops  of  Her  Majesty,  was 
he  entitled  to  compensation  ?  Most  de- 
cidedly not-^that  would  not  he  a  loss  en- 
titled t6  be  compensated.  A  just  loss  was 
otie  which  h&d  been  fairly  incurred,  and 
which  could  be  made  to  lay  the  foundation 
of  an  equitable  claim  for  compensation.  In 
the  ease  of  wanton  outrages,  committed 
without  reason  or  pretence  by  sympathi- 
sers, rebels^  or  eren  by  the  Queen's  troops, 
it  was  meaJEit  that  there  should  be  com- 
pensation. That  was  the  true  construc- 
tion of  the  enacting  clauses.  The  ques- 
tion i^tttnd,  whether  there  ought  to  be  a 
Audition  imposed  on  claimants  to  show 
that  they  Were  loyal  subjects.  Now, 
it  would  be  most  unjust  to  impose  such 
a  eobdition ;  for  what  could  be  the  na- 
ture of  th^  proceedings— what  evidence 
could  a  mtoi  call — what  witnesses  could  be 
Examined — how  could  he  make  out  that  he 
was  a  loyal  subject  ?  The  assumption  of 
law  was,  that  a  man  was  innocent  until  he 
was  proted  to  be  guilty.  But  then  it  was 
said  that  there  might  be  an  opportunity  to 
prove  that  a  man  had  been  disloyal ;  but 
that  was  a  question  which  the  Canadian 
Pltfliament  hlul  determiUed.  He  thought 
the  Amendment  moved  by  Mr.  Wilson  in- 
expedient, and  that  if  it  had  been  carried, 
it  Wcmld  hbve  entailed  great  inconvenience 
en  the  proviuee;  Under  its  operation  a 
man  living  at  ii  distance  of  500  miles  from 
the  siHane  of  the  rebellion,  against  whom 
it  bould  not  be  alleged  that  he  had  en- 
gagMl  in  the  rebellion  or  assisted  the  re- 
bels, might  by  some  means  or  other  be 
attempt^  to  be  shown  to  have  Assisted 
tluabi.  Under  this  Bill,  wherever  a  party 
was  riiown  to  be  guilty  of  rebellion,  there 
waH  tk  short  proceeding  by  which  his  claim 
WAS  disallowed.  Those  convicted,  even  by 
eOBft-inaHiaU  were  deprived  of  compensa- 
titm — Idl  who  had  been  in  custody,  and, 
taking  the  benefit  of  the  Queen's  pardon, 
had  been  transported  to  Bermuda,  were 
exempted  ffom  compeiisation.  But  there 
toidd  be  ho  difficulty  as  to  that,  as  the 
patttoe  were  attainted,  and  had  forfeited 
tbeir  pttmHy  to  the  Crown.  For  these 
reasons,  ne  thought  it  highly  expedient  to 
Uneei  Uie  Ataiendment,  and  to  pass  the 
Bui.  It  bad  been  said  that  the  United 
SUMi  were  watching  our  proceedings.  He 


believed  that  nothing  could  give  greater 
delight  to  the  United  States  than  that  the 
Motion  of  his  taoble  and  learaed  Friend 
should  be  carried,  that  this  Bill  should  be 
disallowed,  and  thut  the  war  of  races 
should  take  place  in  that  province  which 
it  was  supposed  the  United  States  desired 
to  add  to  its  territory.  He  did  not  deny  thd 
right  of  the  Parliament  of  this  country  to 
interfere  when  imperial  interests  were  con-^ 
cemed ;  and,  if  this  Bill  had  been  one 
which  would  offer  a  premium  to  rebellion, 
he  did  not  dispute  that  their  Lordships 
might  have  interfered  with  propriety.  But 
he  should  be  sorry  to  interfere  with  the 
solemn  decision  of  any  colonial  legislature. 
He  saw  the  danger  of  such  a  proceeding, 
and  thought  it  should  be  avoided,  unless 
demanded  by  a  sense  of  imperative  diity. 
But  the  Bill  gave  no  such  powers;  it  only 
gave  compensation  to  those  who  had  suf- 
fered losses  during  the  rebelliouv  It  gave 
to  Lower  Canada  what  had  been  already 
given  to  Upper  Canada;  and  it  would  be 
invidious  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  two  cases,  because  the  inhabitants  of 
the  lower  province  were  of  French  origin, 
and  the  inhabitants  of  the  upper  one  were 
of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would 
be  of  opinion  that  the  sanction  which  had 
been  given  by  the  Representative  of  the 
Crown  ought  not  to  be  interfered  with,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  most  dangerous  course 
to  take  to  prevent  this  Bill  from  fully  aud 
finally  passing  into  a  law. 

Lord  STANLEY:  My  Lords,  I  efeii 
very  easily  give  credit  to  the  observations 
with  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down  commenced  his  remarks, 
namely,  that  he  listened  to  the  speech  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  behind  me 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)  with  great  pain.  But  I 
must  say  for  myself — and  I  think  I  can 
answer  for  the  rest  of  the  House,  not  ex- 
cepting even  noble  Lords  on  the  other  side 
— that  we  listened  to  that  able,  lucid,  and 
powerful  speech  with  feelings  of  anything 
but  pain.  I  think  we  must  all  have  lis- 
tened with  a  feeling  of  admiration  at  the 
power  of  language,  the  undiminished  clear- 
ness of  intellect,  the  conciseness  and  force, 
with  which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
grappled  with  the  argument  before  him. 
But  while,  on  the  one  hand,  we  see  that 
age  has  in  no  degree  impaired  the  vigour 
of  his  intellect,  we  can,  on  the  other,  only 
feel  regret  at  the  announcement  he  has 
made  of  so  suddenly  ceasing  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  this  House.  I  should  have 
S  2 
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thought  that  if  there  was  one  feeling  which 
it  would  he  impossible  for  any  man  to  en- 
tertain, after  hearing  that  speech,  it  was 
any  feeling  akin  to  that  exhibited  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Campbellj 
when  he  attempted  to  answer  that  speech 
by  an  unworthy  taunt.  I  should  have 
thought  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
high  position  and  long  experience,  his  high 
character,  his  eminent  and  distinguished 
abilities,  would  have  secured  him,  in  the 
honoured  decline  of  his  years,  from  any 
such  unworthy  taunts  as  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  not  thought  it  beneath 
him  on  such  an  occasion  to  address  to  such 
a  man.  If  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  lis- 
tened with  pain  to  tho  able  statement  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  sure  am  I 
that  there  is  no  friend  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  must  not  have  listened 
with  deeper  pain  to  what  he  has  addressed 
to  the  House.  And,  my  Lords,  I  confess 
that  I  little  thought  that  such  a  remark 
could  be  hazarded  with  respect  to  the  case 
made  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  at 
the  commencement — a  case  which  was 
very  much  on  a  par  with  his  argumentative 
powers.  I  fear,  however,  that  I  shall  ra- 
ther weaken  than  strengthen  the  effect  of 
the  arguments  of  my  two  noble  and  learned 
Friends,  one  of  whom  opened  the  debate — 
and  the  other  of  whom  followed  the  noble 
Earl  opposite;  but  before  I  address  myself 
to  the  circumstances  under  which  this  Bill 
appears,  I  must  advert  to  one  or  two  points 
touched  on  by  the  noble  Earl  and  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  with  regard  to  the 
control  exercised  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  over  the  advisers  of  the  colonial  go- 
vernor in  colonies  where  responsible  govern- 
ment exists.  By  responsible  government 
I  mean  the  government  of  a  party.  Now 
I  have  always  been  of  opinion  that  govern- 
ment by  a  party  is  by  no  means  that  which 
is  most  likely  to  contribute  to  the  good  ad- 
ministration or  successful  management  of 
the  affairs  of  a  colonial  dependency.  I 
have  always  thought  that  such  a  system 
must  involve  the  colony  and  the  mother 
country  in  constant  and  most  unfortunate 
disputes.  At  the  same  time  I  frankly  ad- 
mit, and  I  proved  it  by  my  conduct  when  I 
had  the  honour  of  holding  the  colonial 
seal,  that — party  government  having  been 
ntroduced  into  Canada — I,  whatever  my 
d  priori  opinions  were,  was,  as  Secretary 
of  State,  bound  to  do  my  best  to  give  effect 
to  that  system.  Indeed,  I  can  hardly  give 
a  stronger  proof  of  my  conscientious  adhe- 
rence to  the  principle,  than  the  fact  that  I 


made  no  objection  to  the  admission  of  Mr. 
Lafontaine  into  the  Canadian  administra- 
tion, although  on  many  grounds  I  deemed 
that  admission  most  objectionable :  but  on 
the  principle  that  the  advisers  of  the  Go- 
vernor ought  to  have  the  confidence  of  the 
Legislature,  I  felt,  and  my  friend  Lord 
Metcalfe  thought  with  me,  that  I  had  no 
alternative  but  to  accept  the  Minister  at 
the  hands  of  the  majority  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. But  then,  if  you  are  to  say  that  that 
Minister,  be  he  whom  he  may,  is  on  all 
questions,  whether  local  or  general,  colonial 
or  imperial,  absolutely  to  dictate  the  course 
of  government,  and  exercise  an  unlimited 
control  over  the  person  who  is  nonunally 
the  representative  of  the  Crown,  bnt  who 
under  such  circumstances  would  be  the 
mere  tool  of  a  local  administration — ^then 
I  say  that  a  system  so  carried  out  is  utterly 
and  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  idea  A 
responsibility  to  the  Sovereign  or  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country.  Such  a  system, 
in  fact,  amounts  to  one  of  entire  indepen- 
dence. If  a  governor  has  nothing  to  do 
but  obey  the  orders  of  a  responsible  admin- 
istration in  the  colony,  it  is  a  farce  to  talk 
about  his  being  responsible  to  a  Secretary 
of  State  at  home,  and  as  much  a  farce  to 
talk  of  the  Secretary  of  State  being  le- 
sponsiblo  to  Parliament  for  any  opinion 
expressed,  or  any  act  performed  in  the  co- 
lony. The  noble  Earl  stated  that  it  was 
an  exceedingly  difficult  problem  to  recon- 
cile the  authority  of  the  Crown  with  the 
exercise  of  local  self-government.  Now, 
with  both  authorities  pushed  to  ihmr  ex- 
tremes, such  a  reconciliation  is  impossible. 
It  is  a  case  of  contradictory  terms.  The 
notion  of  a  supreme  local  goyenunent  ex- 
cludes the  power  of  the  Crown;  and  the 
notion  of  the  power  of  the  Crown  wun 
excludes  that  of  local  government.  The 
real  difficulty  is  this,  as  applied  to  respon- 
sible government.  It  is  to  state  the  ocesr 
sions,  and  to  form  a  judgment  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  questions,  in  respect  to  which  it 
is  wise  and  expedient  to  interpose  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  through  the  Secretary 
of  State.  But  permit  me  to  obsorre,  that 
if  it  be  laid  down  that  on  no  occasi(m  is 
that  authority  to  be  interposed,  that  a  BS 
which  has  received  the  sanction  of  the  loeal 
legislature  is  necessarily  therefore  to  pass, 
then  I  say,  that,  under  such  cireiimsta&oes, 
the  constitution  of  Canada,  far  from  being 
like  the  constitution  of  this  country,  or  any- 
thing approaching  to  it,  b  a  constiintioB 
infinitely  more  democratic,  mor^  absolutely 
and  purely  democratic,  than  is  eren  the 
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constitution  of  the  United  States.     For  if 
this  is  to  be  the  principle,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  of  the  colony  is  to  advise  the  Go- 
vernor on  every  question,  and  that  his  advice 
is  always  to  be  implicitly  followed — that  he 
must,  too,  be  a  man  having  the  control  of 
the  local  House  of  Assembly — that  he  is  to 
advise  the  former,  on  all  occasions,  inclu- 
ding those  of  the  appointment  of  mem- 
bers to  the  Legislative  Council — the  result 
will  be  that  the  Legislative  Council,  the 
Governor,  the  Crown  itself,  will  be  abso- 
lutely made  subject  to  one  individual,  who, 
for  the  time  being,  has  in  his  hands  the 
actual  majority  in  one  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.     1  did  not  anticipate  that  I 
should  live  to  see  the  time  when  1  should 
say  that,  in  a  Conservative  sense,  a  second 
elective  chamber  would  be  a  greater  check 
upon   the  democratic   principle    than   an 
assemblage  like  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Canada.     But  if  the   system  adopted  in 
that  colony  be  carried  out,  a  second  elec- 
tive chamber  will  carry  with  it  infinitely 
more  weight  as  an  effective  check  upon 
absolute    democracy   than    a    Legislative 
Council,  the  members  of  which  come  ap- 
pointed for  life,  but  which  was  filled  up 
with  the  nominees  of  the  Minister  for  the 
time  being,  and  thus  reduced  to  a  body  the 
only  duty  of  which  would  be  to  register  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 
Now  1  must  caU  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships  to  certain   recent  proceedings 
with  regard  to  that  Legislative  Council. 
It  is  intended  to  be  a  check  on  the  House 
of  Assembly,  and  to  constitute  as  it  were 
a  breakwater  between  the  popular  feeling 
and  the  power  of  the  Crown.     But  what 
has  been  done  in  respect  to  it  this  very 
year?     That  Legislative  Council,  consist- 
ing as  it  did  of  thirty-three  persons  only, 
has  within  two   years  been  increased — 
Bince  the  accession  of  the  present  Ministry 
to  office — ^by  not  less  than  twelve  new  le- 
gislative councillors,   holding,  of   course, 
the  same  political  views  as  the  Ministry 
who  appointed  them,  and  chosen,  I  will 
not  say  to  carry  this  specific  measure,  but 
to  support  that  Administration  by  their 
general  concurrence.     Now,  it  is  no  an- 
swer that  the  noble  Earl  talks  of  there 
being  only  fifteen   councillors   of  French 
origin  against  the  thirty-one  or  thirty-two 
of  English  origin,  or  that  more  than  one-half 
of  the  new  commissioners  are  of  British 
origin.     They  are  not  the  less  tools  of  the 
present  Ministry.     Why,  my  Lords,  look 
to  this  assembly  which  1  have  now  the 
lienor  of  addressing,  and  which  does  exer- 


cise a  real  and  substantial  control  over  the 
deliberations  of  this  country — which  does 
tend  to  preserve  the  balance  between  the 
despotic  powers  of  the  Crown  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  unlimited  violence  of  a 
purely  popular  assembly  on  the  other — 
look  upon  this  House,  and  tell  me  what 
would  be  the  effect,  were  this  assembly, 
consisting  of  about  450  Peers,  to  be  in- 
creased at  one  change  of  Government  by 
no  less  than  150  additional  members — for 
that  is  the  proportion  by  which  the  Ca- 
nadian Legislative  Assembly  was  suddenly 
augmented — to  overthrow  the  constitutional 
balance,  and  support  the  Government  of 
the  day?  Would  not  such  a  proceeding 
be  a  flagrant,  gross,  and  violent  outrage 
upon  the  British  constitution  ?  But  it  has 
happily  been  the  policy  of  every  Govern- 
ment, Whig  and  Tory,  the  wise  and  pru- 
dent policy  of  every  Government,  so  to 
frame  their  measures  as  to  reconcile  and 
mitigate  the  differences  of  opinion  in  the 
different  branches  of  the  Legislature,  and 
while  they  sought  to  moderate  the  violence 
of  the  democratic  spirit  in  the  Commons, 
to  appeal — and  no  Government  has  ever 
appealed  in  vain — to  your  Lordships'  pru- 
dence and  wisdom  to  sacrifice  somewhat  of 
your  own  peculiar  opinions,  so  as  not  to 
be  brought  into  collision  with  the  other 
branches  of  the  constitution.  That  is  the 
wise  principle  on  which  the  British  con- 
stitution has  been  founded.  Alter  that 
system  and  introduce  the  Canadian  system, 
and  you  introduce — as  I  said  before — a 
democracy  more  complete  and  absolute 
even  than  that  of  the  United  States.  But 
the  noble  Earl  admits  that  there  may  be 
occasions  on  which  it  is  right  for  the 
Crown  to  exercise  its  power  of  veto.  The 
question  then  is,  what  is  the  nature  of 
those  occasions,  and  is  this  one  of  them  ? 
The  noble  Earl  made  an  appeal  to  our 
generosity  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
asked  what  we  had  to  do  with  past  trans- 
actions— talked  of  the  amnesty,  and  of  the 
prudence  of  burying  old  faults  in  oblivion. 
He  called  upon  us  to  recollect  what  had 
been  the  policy  of  the  great  Earl  of  Chat- 
ham. He  asked  whether  that  statesman 
had  looked  back  to  1745,  and  inquired 
who  were  out  in  1745;  and  then  he  in- 
quired, why  should  we  look  for  those  who 
were  out  in  *37  and  *38  ?  I  concur  with 
the  noble  Earl  in  the  policy  of  obliterating 
the  memory  of  past  offences.  1  don't 
desire  to  rip  them  up.  The  noble  Earl 
says  the  fault  has  been  forgiven.  I  grant 
it.     But  1  ask  in  return,  when  you  did  not 
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inquire  about  the  '45,  did  you  bring  in  a 
measure  to  compensate  those  who  were 
out  in   the    '45,  for  losses  sustained  by 
them  at  the  hands  of  the  King's  troops, 
when  engaged  in  putting  down  the  yery 
rebellion  to  which  they  were  parties  ?     If 
such  a  demand  had  been  made  in  1760, 
would  any  man  have  said  that  there  was 
injustice,   impolicy,   hardship,  cruelty,  in 
B^yi^gy  ''Before  you  claim  compensation, 
'  let  us  know  what  you  were  doing  at  the 
time,  and  how  you  happened  to  come  by 
these  losses."     But  such  is  the  case  now 
before  your  Lordships.     The  noble  Earl 
admits  that  there  would  be  a  case  for  the 
interference  of  the  Grown  in  the  instanco 
of  a  Bill  tending  to  give  encouragement  to 
rebellion.     Now,  it  is  precisely  because,  in 
our  opinion,  the  Bill  does  give  encouragement 
to  rebellion — it  is  precisely  because  the  Bill 
does  reward  rebellion,  at  the  cost  of  those 
who  put  down  rebellion,  and  who  suffered 
in  their  persons  and  their  properties  in 
doing  so — it  is  because  this  Bill  calls  on 
those  persons  to  compensate  unconvicted 
rebels,  that  we  say  that  the  Bill  does  give 
a  premium  to  rebellion;  and  there  we  join 
issue  with  the  noble  Earl — ^he  admitting 
our  premises,  that  we  are  right  in  rejecting 
a  Bill  giving  encouragement  to  rebellion, 
but  rejecting  our  conclusion  that  this  Bill 
is  one  of  that  character.     And  now,  my 
Lords,  with  respect  to  past  proceedings,  I 
must  refer  your  Lordships  to  a  history  of 
the  Bills  which  have  been  introduced  on 
this  subject,  and  of  their  objects;  and  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  show  you  that  at  no 
time  was  it  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
of  Oanada  to  compensate  rebels  for  loss, 
and  that  all  the  Bills  of  that  description 
were  introduced  alio  intuitu,  and  with  a 
far    different    intention.      The    first  Act 
passed  by  the  Parliament  of  Upper  Canada 
recited  that  **  certain  of  the  inhabitants  " — 
not   certain   of  the   loyal  inhabitants,    I 
admit,   but  ''certain  of   the   inhabitants 
have  sustained  much  loss  and  damage  by 
the  destruction  of  certain  dwellings  and 
buildings  by  rebels."     In   the  year  fol- 
lowing that  in  which  this  Act  was  passed — 
a  commission  having  in   the  mean   time 
inquired  into  the  merits  of  each  case — an 
Act  was  passed  authorising  compensation 
in  certain  of  those  cases,  and  next  year 
another   Act   was   passed   extending   the 
provisions   of   the  "former    Bill   to   losses 
sustained  in  consequence  of  the  rebellion 
which  broke  out  subsequently  to  the  passing 
of  the  first  Bill.    In  1839  a  Bill  was  passed 
fay  the  Parliament  of  Upper  Canada  pro- 


viding for  the  payment  of  all  ju«t  eUimii 
arising  out  of  the  late  rebellion,  and  that 
Bill  extends  the  compensation  from  losses 
sustained  in  consequenoe  of  the  rebellion, 
to  losses  sustained  at  the  hands  of  invaders 
and  sympathisers  from  the  United  States. 
This  Act  was  disallowed  by  the  Government 
at  home,  owing  to  its  having  provided  that 
these  losses   should  be  paid  out  of  the 
imperial,  and  not  out  of  the  colonial  ex- 
chequer, which  however  was  obyiated  in 
another  Act  of  the  following  year;   bat 
still  that  other  Act,  although  allowed  by 
the  Home  Government,  owing  to  financial 
difficulties,  never  came  into  practical  ope- 
ration.    I  beg  to  be  permitt^  to  read  the 
preamble  of  this  Bill,  in  order  to  show 
how  completely  it  made  known  the  int^r 
tions  of  the  framers  as  regards  the  e)aw  of 
recipients  contemplated  by  the  BiU.    [The 
noble  Lord  then  read  the  prei^ac^ble  of  the 
Bill,  enacting  that  commissioiierB  yhooU 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  aatiafy 
outstanding   claims  arising  in  reapect  d 
losses  and  destruction  to  property  Buattupecl 
during  the  rebellion,  from  the  coBdaet  of 
the  rebels  and  other  parties  who  had  ii|- 
vaded  the  provinces  at  varioai  pointa;  and 
also  claims  arising  in  respeoi  of  ndoney 
and  other  suppliea  afforded  to  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  troops.]      The  intention    of   ^ 
framers  of  this  at  least  is,  I  thiiik,  per- 
fectly clear  and  intelligiUe;  but  w  i^ 
was  subsequently  passed,  extending  not 
only  to  losses  sustained  at  the  liiwds  of 
the  rebels,  invaders,  and  sjpip^ihiiKir9»  bvt 
to  losses  sustained  in  respect  to  dentrnctioa 
or  damage  to  property  oooasioned  hj  the 
violence  of  persons  being,  or  assuming  to 
be,  in  Her  Majesty's  serviqe,  aM  oooa- 
sioned  to  houses  that  haA  h^en  ocoppisd 
'  during    the  rebellion  by  Her   Unjeitjf's 
'  forces.    This  Act  waft  passed  iii  the  yesr 
1841 ;  but,  like  the  former  49t»  ^ew^ttfim 
into  practical  operation;  and  it  vns  n^ 
until  the    year  1844»   when  I   had  the 
honour  of  holding  the  sealfk  of  iha  Cdowl 
I  Department,  that  Lord  Meto^lfi^  pressed 
I  on  me  the  extreme  hardshin  tq  peneu 
I  whose  claims  under  this  Aot  had  not  hesn 
;  satisfied,  and  I  suggested  a  ooarae»  thftt 
!was    adopted    on    my    reqemoBi^ndatiait 
I  namely,  that  a  speoifio  tax  throughout  the 
I  provinces   should  be  applied  to  the  y^ 
I  mont  of  the  claims  in  U  ppw  and  Lvprtr 
!  Canada.      And  that  your  jiordahips  si^ 
have  an  idea  of  the  nfiture  of  the  qIi^ibs 
intended  to  be  compensated  bj  this  Afd 
in   Upper  and  Lower  CanAd% -r  (bfttauss 
j  simultaneously  with  theeck  Aqtt  im  Ael 


A25 


Camnda  Behellion 


\Jxm  19} 


LouesBill. 


S2% 


fer  Lower  Canadi^  was  parted  to  com- 
peiiaaie  perions  who  bad  Buffered  losses 
at  the  hands  of  the  rebels,  and  a  sum 
of  21,000/.  was  paid  for  that  purpose, 
but  a  subsequent  inquiry  wa^  made  ex- 
tending the  proyisions  of  that  Act,  and 
was  onlj  put  a  stop  to  by  Lord  Syden- 
ham, not  beoause  all  the  claims  were 
satisfied,  but  beoause  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  provinces  rendered  it  neces- 
sary to  discontinue  the  payments  before 
the  inquiries  of  the  commissioners  were 
completed) — ^but  that  you  may  see  the 
nature  of  the  claims,  I  may  be  permitted 
to  refer  to  ^  stateip^t  made  to  me  by  Sir 
R.  Jackson,  who  was  then  administering 
the  affiurs  of  the  provinces,  with  respect 
to  the  claim  of  a  person  named  Isaac 
Smitb»  whose  case  was  one  of  great  hard- 
ship, for  which  no  oompensation  could  be 
given  under  the  Act,  although  the  claimant 
lyas  a  man  of  undoubted  loyalty,  living 
where  disf^ffection  had  prevailed.  When 
told  that  his  property  enabled  the  rebels 
to  piake  a  determined  stand  against  the 
Queen's  troops,  the  man  at  once  consented 
to  its  destruction,  which  was  accordingly  ef- 
fected by  Colonel  Taylor's  orders;  and  when 
thet  circumstance  was  made  known  to  Lord 
Seaton,  the  commander,  on  the  following 
day,  his  Lordship  approved  of  the  step, 
iMid  promised  Smith  that  he  should  be 
iudemnified.  Now,  as  the  law  stood,  this 
not  being  a  loss  arising  from  unnecessary 
or  w^tou  destruction,  being  committed 
not  by  the  rebels,  invaders  or  sympa- 
thisers, but  being  a  legitimate  and  neces- 
sary act  on  the  part  of  the  Queen's  troops, 
the  owner  of  the  property  h&^ing  cordially 
assented  to  its  dostruction  to  further  the 
open^tioQs  of  Qer  Ms^esty's  forcesi  still 
that  person,  uqder  the  two  former  Bills, 
was  DOt  allowed  compensatiou;  and  the 
extreme  hardship  involved  in  that  and 
other  similar  cases  induced  me  to  allow 
the.  parties  to  be  compensated.  I  state 
tbis  as  being  the  object  of  the  Bill;  and  I 
beUeve  that  no  person  who  was  a  rebel  was 
compensated  as  such  for  his  losses  under 
that  Act.  The  noUe  and  learned  Lord 
opposite*  among  the  oth^r  rash  assertions 
he  hfisarded,  said  that  the  situation  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Cauada  were  precisely 
similar.  I  could  ht^rdly  have  thought  that 
any  man  who  had  taken  the  trouble  of 
lodpng  into  these  transactions,  could  have 
Tentpred,  in  the  preseuce  of  this  assembly, 
the  assertion  that  with  regard  to  the  cir* 
flsamatances  of  the  rebellion  iu  Upper  end 
]#9Wfir  C'«9a4<^  \hej  were  precisely  simir 


larly  situated;  for  in  Upper  Canada  tho 
rebellion,  such  as  it  was,  was  a  most  oonr 
temptible  rebellion,  and  was  put  a  stop  to 
without  the  intervention  of  a  single  man  of 
Her  Majesty's  troops.  Have  we  forgotteu 
that,  relying  on  the  loyalty,  courage,  and 
good  feeling  of  the  mass  of  the  popqlation 
of  Upper  Canada,  Sir  Francis  Head,  with 
a  chivalrous  feeling  bordering  on  in^prur 
denoe  under  the  circumstances,  actually, 
in  the  face  of  the  existing  circumstances, 
dismissed  every  soldier  ^in  the  province, 
and  threw  himself  entirely  on  the  militia  ot 
the  province,  aud,  without  the  aid  of  i| 
single  soldier,  suppressed  the  disturbances  ^ 
In  Lower  Canada,  on  the  contrary,  aU 
though  I  wish  to  avoid  awakeniug  the 
reminiscences  of  angry  feeling,  I  am  com-, 
polled  to  state  the  fact  that  the  bulk  of  the 
populatiou  were  disafiPected  and  disloyal;  the 
rebellion  caused  great  loss  of  life  end  pro^ 
perty,  and  serious  injury,  and  was  not  put 
dowu  without  great  difficulty,  and  the  ex- 
ertions of  a  large  and  well-appointed  for^e 
of  Her  Migesty's  troops,  aided  by  the  mi- 
litia. And  yet  the  noble  Earl  tells  us  that 
the  situation  of  Upper  end  Lower  Canada 
is  precisely  the  same,  and  that  the  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  \n  such  a  case  to  apply 
to  Upper  Canada,  may  totide^  verbis  be 
repeated  for  Lower  Canada,  with  equel 
safety  and  as  little  danger  as  existed  m  the 
case  of  Upper  Canada.  But  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Campbell)  has  used 
two  differept  arguments  thet  mutually  de- 
stroyed each  qther;  for  in  the  ^vst  place 
he  says,  that  under  this  Act  certain  rebels 
did  receive  compensation  in  Upper  Canada, 
aud  we  must  pass  a  Bill  extending  the 
same  advantage  to  Lower  Canada;  end 
yet,  in  the  same  breeth*  he  says  that  by 
no  possibility  can  a  rebel  receive  compeu- 
sation  under  this  Act,  If  the  terms  of 
the  Act  did  not  secure  the  exclusion  of 
rebels  in  Upper  Canada,  but  compensatiou 
was  there  given  to  rebels,  though  they 
were  only  few  in  uumber,  and  utterly  in- 
significant, how  eau  its  terms  secure  the 
exclusion  of  rebels  from  compensation  in 
the  case  of  Lower  Canada,  where  the  num- 
ber of  the  rebels  was  not  few,  but  ou  the 
contrary  numerous  and  scattered  in  all  di- 
rectious  ?  The  uoble  and  learned  Lord 
has  said  that  only  ''just"  claims,  that 
none  but  "just"  losses,  are  to  be  com- 
pensated under  this  Act;  and  the  noble 
Lordy  following  in  the  same  line  of  argu- 
ment, says  that  uuder  the  term  "  just 
losses"  you  will  clearly  exclude  all  per- 
S0U4  who  ere  notorious  rebels*    The  noble 
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and  learned  Lord  who  preceded  me  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  ahlj  performed  the  task 
of  answering  this  argument;  hut  I  hope  I 
may  he  excused  for  hriefly  adverting  to 
this  point  also.  If  rehels  have  no  just 
claim  to  compensation,  and  will  he  ex- 
cluded under  this  Bill,  what  then,  I  ask, 
is  the  use  of  the  exceptional  proviso  in  this 
Act  ?  If  all  rehels  without  distinction  are 
excluded  hy  the  term  "just  losses,"  why 
then  specifically  exclude  particular  rehels 
— only  those  who  were  either  convicted  of 
high  treason,  or  those  who  have  gone  to 
Bermuda,  having  surrendered  themselves 
to  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  pro- 
vince ?  Does  the  nohle  Lord  say  that  the 
104  outlaws  are  excluded,  and  that  their 
claims  are  not  just  ?  Does  he  say  that  the 
350  persons  who  were  taken  with  arms  in 
their  hands,  opposing  the  Queen^s  troops,  hut 
who  were  not  prosecuted,  are  excluded  from 
claiming  compensation  under  the  terms  of 
this  Act  ?  Will  he,  as  a  lawyer,  show  me 
that  the  terms  of  this  Act  exclude  these 
persons;  or  will  he  not  admit,  as  my  nohle 
and  learned  Friend  with  great  force  urged, 
that  the  mere  fact  of  the  exceptional  pro- 
viso excluding  certain  classes,  admits  all 
those  other  classes  which  are  not  specifically 
enumerated  ?  But  then  it  is  said  the 
phrase  **  just  claims  "  excludes  all  rehels. 
But  how  are  you  to  know  that  the  claims 
are  just,  or  the  contrary  ?  But  what  does 
the  nohle  Lord  mean  ?  He  does  not  mean 
convicted  rehels,  hecause  they  are  excluded 
hy  the  words  of  the  Act;  hut  then  you 
must  inquire  into  the  justice  of  the  claims. 
But  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  the 
noble  Earl  protest  against  the  monstrous 
principle  of  raking  up  old  grievances,  and 
inquiring  whether  a  person  was  a  rebel  or 
not,  and  calling  on  him  to  give  an  account 
of  his  conduct,  and  satisfy  the  commis- 
sioners that  he  was  not  a  rebel.  Well,  if 
this  inquiry  is  not  to  be  gone  into,  I  should 
like  to  know  how  you  are  to  satisfy  your- 
selves with  regard  to  the  justice  or  injus- 
tice of  the  claims  preferred  ?  But  it  does 
so  happen  that  by  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands 
the  commissioners  are  bound  to  institute 
that  inquiry — they  are  bound  to  call  the 
parties  before  them — bound  not  to  take 
the  evidence  of  the  claimant  alone,  but  to 
send  for  all  persons  who  may  be  able  to 
throw  light  on  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  The  commissioners  would  have  to 
throw  on  the  party  claiming  the  onus 
of  showing  under  what  circumstances  it 
was  that  his  loss  was  sustained.  Well, 
sappofte  it  should  turn  out  under  these  cir- 


cumstances that  a  man  put  in  a  claim  for  a 
musket,  and  was  asked,  "  Pray,  where 
were  you  when  you  lost  it  ?  "  "  Not  at 
home,"  he  might  say.  "  But  where  were 
you  V*  "I  was  at  so  and  so."  •*  And 
what  were  you  doing  at  the  time  ?  "  "I 
lost  the  musket  because  Her  Majesty*8 
troops  came  into  dangerous  proximity  to 
me,  and  I  had  to  throw  it  down  and  run 
away;  and  I  have  never  recovered  it  again 
even  to  this  day."  [Lord  Campbell  :  That 
would  not  be  a  "  just  loss."]  The  noblo 
and  learned  Lord  talked  a  great  deal — he 
talked  a  great  deal  about  the  injustice  of 
subjecting  a  man  to  trial  for  high  treason, 
telling  us  that  trials  for  high  treason  in 
this  country  surrounded  the  accused  with 
all  kinds  of  safeguards  to  protect  his  life 
against  any  unfairness  or  any  undue  ad- 
vantage being  taken  of  him  in  the  course 
of  the  prosecution.  He  must  he  famished 
with  a  copy  of  the  indictment,  he  says, 
and  a  list  of  the  witnesses,  and  this  and 
that  security  when  he  is  to  be  tried  for  his 
life  on  a  charge  of  high  treason;  and 
what!  says  he,  do  you  mean  to  subject 
these  men — the  entire  200  or  300  of  them 
— ^to  be  tried  for  high  treason,  without 
even  the  formality  of  a  court  of  law — ^witii- 
out  a  man  knowing  what  is  to  be  the  case 
against  him,  who  are  the  witnesses  to  be 
examined,  and  what  are  the  proceedings 
to  be  instituted  ?  In  this,  as  it  happois, 
there  is  no  necessity  for  any  socli  **  mon- 
strous injustice,  or  height  of  tyranny,**  as 
the  noble  Lord  appears  to  apprehend;  for 
under  the  amnesty  no  penal  conseqnenees 
could  befall  the  party,  even  although  he 
confessed  his  guilt.  This  would  not  be  a 
trial  for  high  treason,  but  merely  a  man 
coming  forward  to  prefer  a  claim  upon  the 
Government;  and  is  there  anything  nnjost 
or  unreasonable  in  asking  the  man  who 
makes  a  claim  for  the  money  of  the  pablie, 
to  make  good  the  justice  of  his  demand? 
And  yet,  how  was  the  unjust  daim  of  a  per- 
son implicated  in  the  rebellion  to  he  UxAj 
excluded  without  such  an  inqnirj  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  says  is  perfectly 
monstrous,  and  shudders  at  as  the  reij 
height  of  tyranny?  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  the  particolar  amend- 
ment, moved  in  the  coarse  of  the  legis- 
lative proceedings  on  this  sahjeet;  hni  I 
say  that  the  whole  course  of  thc»e  piroeeed- 
ings  intimates — ^in  direct  opposition  to  the 
statements  now  made  by  tilie  noble  Eaii— 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  L<»d  Elgin's 
advisers  to  compensate  rebds  for  the  lossei 
they  sustained.     Lord  Elgin 
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tbe  courde  of  those  proceediDgs,  to  assume 
that  he  could  exercise  no  control  over  his 
responsible  advisers:  that  was  not  the  doc- 
trine held  by  that  wise,  great,  and  good 
man,  Lord  Metcalfe,  to  whose  transcen- 
dent merita  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  in  the  early  part  of  the  evening  paid  a 
just  and  eloquent  tribute.  Of  the  high 
qualities  of  that  distinguished  man  it  would 
be  impossible  to  speak  in  terms  of  ex- 
aggerated praise.  I  know  nothing  more 
touching  than  the  uniform  patience  and 
fortitude  with  which,  in  the  agony  of  an 
incurable  disease,  in  the  presence  of  death 
in  its  most  loathsome  and  appalling  form, 
in  the  midst  of  the  most  violent  party 
struggles,  surrounded  by  the  most  distract- 
ing vexations,  and  the  extremest  agony  of 
body  and  mind — nothing  could  be  more 
touching  than  the  self-possession,  the  calm- 
ness, and  temper  with  which  he  restrained 
the  violence  which  assailed  the  Governor 
of  Canada,  and  with  a  strong  and  steady 
hand  maintained  the  authority  of  the  Bri- 
tish Crown — daring  to  say  to  those  who 
had  rebelled  against  it,  **  So  far  shall  ye 
go,  but  further  ye  shall  not  go;"  saying  to 
them,  he  would  not  allow  himself  to  be 
made  a  victim  or  a  tool.  Lord  Metcalfe 
felt  that  he  was  responsible  to  his  Sove- 
reign, and  he  would  not  permit  himself 
to  shelter  himself  behind  that  which  might 
compromise  the  loyalty  of  the  subject  or 
the  prerogative  of  the  Sovereign.  I  will 
now  take  the  liberty  of  directing  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  commission  that 
had  been  issued  on  the  24th  of  November, 
just  ten  days  before  Lord  Metcalfe  quitted 
the  post  which  he  had  occupied  with  in- 
finite honour  to  himself  and  with  a  degree 
of  advantage  to  the  country,  the  amount  of 
which  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
estimate.  The  commission  was  issued  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  losses 
sustained  by  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects 
ID  that  part  of  the  province  which  formerly 
constituted  the  province  of  Lower  Canada. 
Observe,  my  Lords,  it  was  into  losses  sus- 
tained by  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects 
only  that  the  commissioners  were  to  in- 
quire. But  the  commission  went  on  to 
say  ^Mosses  sustained  during  the  unnatu- 
ral rebellion  that  had  lately  taken  place." 
Lord  Metcalfe  called  things  by  their  pro- 
per names.  He  said  what  he  meant. 
When  he  meant  that  loyal  subjects  only 
should  receive  compensation,  he  said  so; 
and  when  he  spoke  of  rebellion,  he  used  no 
honeyed  phrase,  but  he  called  it  "  the  un- 
natural rebellion."    I  don't  mean  to  say  a 


word  against  the  noble  Lord  who  suc- 
ceeded him;  but  it  is  very  remarkable  that 
on  the  12th  December,  only  twenty-two 
days  after  the  despatch  of  Lord  Metcalfe, 
came  further  instructions  for  the  same 
commissioners,  signed  by  the  secretary, 
Mr.  Daly,  directing  them  to  "  inquire  into 
losses  sustained  by  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects"— not  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects, 
but  merely  **  Her  Majesty's  subjects  dur- 
ing," not  the  late  unnatural  rebellion,  but 
''during  the  unhappy  troubles  in  Lower 
Canada."  These  are  the  instructions  to 
the  commissioners  to  classify  the  persons 
claiming,  and  to  mark  those  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  rebellion,  or  had  aided  or 
abetted  those  who  had  taken  part  in  it, 
stating  particularly  but  succinctly  the  loss 
sustained  in  each  case,  its  amount  and 
character,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  its  cause. 
Now,  it  is  very  remarkable  that  there 
should  have  been  such  a  variance  between 
the  two  sets  of  instructions  sent  to  the 
commissioners,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  the  secretary  to  the  commission 
called  for  fresh  instructions.  He  said  that 
the  instructions,  differing  as  they  did  so 
essentially,  required  further  explanation, 
and  he  asked  what  rule  he  was  to  follow  ? 
The  reply  was,  that  no  distinction  should 
be  made,  except  between  persons  impli- 
cated in,  or  connected  or  not  connected 
with  the  rebels.  The  commissioners  had 
no  power  to  summon  witnesses,  or  to  ad- 
minister an  oath,  or  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  or  records;  and  they  said  that  in 
executing  their  orders  to*  classify  the 
claimants,  they  should  take  the  decisions 
of  the  courts  of  law  as  the  only  absolute 
ground  upon  which  their  decisions  could 
be  founded.  But  remember,  this  is  only 
a  preliminary  inquiry,  in  order  that  the 
cases  might  be  more  carefully  examined  at 
a  future  inquiry,  before  a  tribunal  which 
will  have  the  power  of  examining  witnesses 
and  administering  oaths.  It  is  plain,  then, 
that  there  was  no  intention  to  exclude  any 
persons  but  those  connected  with  the  re- 
bellion; and  the  language  used  during  the 
discussions  is  enough  to  satisfy  me  that 
the  noble  Earl  is  altogether  in  error  upon 
the  subject;  and  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Ministers  of  Lord  Elgin  to 
recommend  that  compensation  should  be 
granted  only  to  persons  who  had  not  been 
implicated  in  the  rebellion.  During  the 
discussions,  various  questions  were  put  to 
the  leaders  of  the  Ministry,  to  which  no 
answer  could  be  elicited  from  them.  But 
Mr.  Cameron,  who  was  one  of  the  Minis* 
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ters,  trusted  that  there  would  he  no  "  Star 
Chamher"  scrutiny  as  to  whether  i^  man 
were  loyal  or  uot,  hut  merely  whether  or 
not  his  property  had  heen  destroyed. 
Another  of  them,  Mr.  Hinoks,  went  a  little 
farther,  and  said  that  parties  who  were 
engaged  in  the  rchellion,  but  not  convicted 
by  due  course  of  law,  should  be  included, 
and  the  fact  of  being  engaged  in  rebellion 
was  to  be  no  criterion,  He  said  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  pay  a  shilling  to  any 
individual  convicted  of  high  treason.  Mr. 
Merritt,  who  was  the  President  of  the 
Council,  said,  he  would  not  deal  with  those 
delicate  distinctions  between  those  who 
had  and  those  who  had  not  been  convicted 
of  treason.  Mr.  Drummond  says,  talking 
of  the  trials  by  court-martial,  that  he 
hoped  their  decisions  would  be  all  reversed, 
and  that  it  was  not  the  business  of  the 
House  to  say  who  was  guilty  of  high 
treason  or  not,  for  that  the  Act  of  In- 
demnity had  done  away  with  the  whole 
question.  Some  of  the  Ministers  wei^t  so 
far  as  to  defend  the  rebellion  itself,  and  to 
aay  that  it  was  a  necessary  opposition  to 
arbitrary  power.  And  the  President  of 
the  Council,  as  I  am  informed,  voted  in 
the  small  minority  against  the  exclusion 
of  any  one  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill. 

Lord  LYNDHURST  :  He  said  he 
should  oppose  it. 

Lord  STANLEY :  Yes.  He  said  that 
although  he  assented  to  the  exceptions 
made,  yet  that  he  hoped  to  see  all  those 
who  had  been  found  guilty,  apd  even 
banished  to  Bermuda,  included  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  Now,  these  statements 
were  all  made  during  the  progress  of  the 
measure  by  the  advisers  of  the  Crown.  I 
say  it  was  to  compensate  rebels,  to  grant 
money  to  persons  who  had  been  notoriously 
engaged  in  the  rebellion  that  it  was  framed, 
and  that  the  Canadian  Ministers  do  not 
put  the  construction  upon  it  which  is  put 
upon  it  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Here  is  the  case  which  proves  it.  It  is 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Jones,  who  was  one 
of  the  persons  who  supported  the  Ministry, 
though  a  most  honourable  exception  to  the 
usual  servile  manner  of  the  persons  who 
supported  it.     Mr.  Jones,  although  a  sup- 

S)rter  of  the  Government,  resisted  the 
ill,  and  stated  the  substance  of  a  con- 
versation that  he  had  held  with  M.  La- 
fontaine  upon  the  subject ;  and  if  any  of 
your  Lordships  should  still  have  the  least 
lingering  doubt  upon  your  minds,  this 
statement  must  remove  it.      Ho  called 


upon  M.  Lafontaine,  and,  in  order  that  he 
might  not  mistake  the  views  of  the  members 
of  the  Government,  he    named  three  or 
more  persons  whom  both  he  himself  and 
the  distinguished  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  whom  he  was  speaking,  knew  had 
been  engaged  in  overt  acts  of  treason  and 
rebellion.      They  both  knew   that   those 
persons  had  taken  up  arms  to  subvert  the 
Government.      Mr.   Jones    asked,    wouki 
those  persons  be  included  and  entitled  to 
indemnity  under  the  Bill  ?     There  is  a 
plain  question  put  to  the  Prime  Minister. 
That  hon.  Member  of  the  Government  was 
too  honest  and  toq  honourable  to  attempt 
to  d^ei^e    Mr.   Jones.      He.   therefore, 
answered  candidly  and  frankly,  that  they 
could  make  no  distinction  pf  persons,  and, 
consequently,  that  the  persons  named  could 
not  be  ej^cluded  from  being  indeninified  for 
the  losses  that  they  could  prove  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.     And  yet,  in  the 
face  of  that  declaration,  Her  Mi^esty's 
Government  had  the  courage  to  tell  us 
here,  and  Lord  Elgm  had  tfie  credulity  to 
believe  there,  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  compensate  rebels. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  given 
you  his  construction  of  the  language  of 
the  Act.     Lord  Elgin  tells  you  tl^bi  tiiey 
did  not  intend  to  compensate  rebels;  and 
the  question  your  Loi^ships  have  to  de- 
cide is,  will  you,  the  House  of  Lords,  in 
the  discharge  of  your  high  funotiona.  ae> 
quiesce  in  the  principle  of  thai  Seoietarj 
of  State  wlfo  tells  you  that  this  is  not  a 
question  ^hich  affects  ike   honour   and 
dignity  of  the  Crown — ^that  it  is  an  Act 
of  a  purely  local  nature^and  tbat.  if  yon 
wish  to  thirow  oil  upon  the  troubled  watecs 
of  Canada,  you  will  do  it  by  £^ving  joor 
assent  tP  this  Bill,  which  is  an  insult  to 
the  loyal  inhabitants  of  Canada,  and  wkidt 
is  passed  for  the  benefit  of  those  Fobels 
whose  rebellion  has  been  ornahed  bj  ^ 
exertions  of  the  loyal  inhabitants  {     That 
is  the  mode  in  which  you  will  prevent  tii^ 
desiring    an    annexation    to    the  United 
States.    I  wish  to  God  that  it  may  be  so; 
but,  if  I  know  anything  of  the  feelings  of 
good  men,  and  of  good  subjeots,  of  honest 
attached  sul|jects  to  Her  Mi^esty*  I  know 
nothing  which  would  sooner  make  me  look 
upon  my  allegiance  with  almost  loathing, 
than  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  whose 
rights   I   had  defended  with    my  bkod* 
should  impose  upon  me  a  penalty  for  the 
purpose  of  rewarding  traitors,  even  al» 
though    ihey  might  be  uneonvietedL     I 
trust  you  will  w^  oonsid^r  the  Motm  ^ 
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my  nobk  Frie»d,  He  does  not  eall  upon 
you  to  fefoae  the  Banction  of  the  Groym  to 
the  A«t,  but  to  consider  whether  it  will 
effiaot  the  intentions  you  have  in  view. 
And,  my  Lords,  I  entreat  of  you  to  re- 
quire that  the  Ministers  will  make  such 
amendments  in  the  Act,  that  it  will  ac- 
compUah  what  they  say  they  intend.  Un- 
less such  amendments  are  made,  you  should 
say  that  you  will  not  consent  to  the  com- 
pensation of  notorious  rebels,  and  thereby 
inflict  a  grievous  wound  upon  the  loyal  in- 
habitfmts  of  Canada.  I  think  this  is  a 
question  of  deep  and  grave  consequence. 
I  think  if  ever  there  was  a  question  where 
the  interference  of  the  Grown,  for  the  pur- 
pose, I  will  say,  of  preventing  erroneous 
and  most  mischievous  legislation,  was  de- 
sirable, this  is  the  occasion  on  which  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  noble  Earl  to  interfere.  I 
don't  believe  such  interference  would  have 
a  tendency  to  rouse  up  again  or  exasperate 
the  war  of  races  in  that  country.  I  do 
believe  this,  ihat  there  never  was  a  mo- 
ment at  which  any  Minister  had  such 
power  and  opportunity  of  putting  an  end 
to  the  jealousy  and  war  of  races  as  the 
present  Canadian  administration  had  when 
they  came  into  power.  They  had  defeated 
their  opponents ;  they  had  an  absolute 
majority  ;  and  if  they  had  confined  them- 
selves moderately  and  temperately  to  ad- 
minister the  duties  of  their  high  office,  I 
belioYe  that  discord  and  dissensiqn  would, 
in  a  great  degree,  have  decreased  under 
the  influence  of  thai  administration  ;  but, 
unhappily,  the  first  step  they  took  was  to 
paok  the  Legislative  Council,  to  enable 
them  to  carry  their  views  into  effect,  and 
then,  without  notice  in  Lord  Elgin's 
speech,  or  previous  intimation,  to  bring 
forward  a  Bill  they  knew  would  provoke 
the  greatest  exasperation  and  anger,  and 

ri  it  through  with  unparalleled  haste; 
they  refused  to  adjourn  for  ten  days 
hetween  the  introductioii  of  the  resolutions 
and  the  passing  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  though  it  was  impossible,  from 
the  state  of  the  roads,  for  the  members  to 
oonfer  with  their  constituents  on  the  sub- 
ject before  them.  The  Bill  was  hurried 
through  the  Legislature,  every  amendment 
and  modification  was  rejected,  and  it  was 
made  notorious  to  the  people  of  Canada 
and  to  the  world  that  this  French  ma- 
jority— ^for  a  French  majority  it  essentially 
vas,  though  the  representatives  of  some 
British  constituents  were  joined  with  them 
m-wera  determined,  banded  together,  to 
declare  foi^  the  maintenance  of  no$  his  ei 


nos  imtiitUionSt  and  to  trample  dovm 
the  numerical  minority  in  the  House  of 
Assembly,  and  to  exert  a  signal  vengeance, 
and  to  have  a  signal  triumph  over  their 
opponents  by  the  passing  of  a  Bill  which 
was  known  to  be  most  exasperating  to  the 
loyal  inhabitants  of  Canada.  If  there  are 
dissensions  there,  they  have  been  evoked 
by  the  conduct  of  the  present  administra- 
tion. It  is  the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Secre* 
tary  to  exercise  his  high  authority  to  miti- 
gate animosity,  to  explain  that  which  is 
not  clearly  understood,  and  to  remove  sub- 
stantial objections.  This  is  the  time  for 
the  interposition  of  the  noble  Earl,  and 
this  is  the  time  when,  by  supporting  the 
Motion  of  my  noble  Friend,  your  Lord- 
ships will  have  an  opportunity  of  express^ 
ing  your  opinion  and  tendering  your  ad- 
vice on  the  subject. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  begged  to  offer  a 
single  sentence  in  explanation,  with  xe^ 
spect  to  what  he  had  said.  He  never 
meant  to  say,  or  said,  that  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  commissioners,  whether  the 
loss  was  a  just  loss,  or  arose  from  compli-* 
city  in  the  acts  of  rebellion,  to  order  com-i 
pensation.  If  it  were  proved  to  have 
arisen  by  complicity  in  acts  of  rebel- 
lion, undoubtedly  the  claim  for  loss  would 
be  rejected. 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said, 
that  as  the  question  before  their  Lordships 
had  originally  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Government  with  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  connected,  he  must  state  his  reasons 
for  opposing  the  Motion  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  He  had  heard,  not  without 
surprise,  that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  last 
spoken  intended  to  support  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  for  he  well 
remembered  having  heard  the  noble  Lord 
on  previous  occasions  powerfully  advocating 
a  system  of  reform  in  Lower  Canada.  He 
remembered  that  the  noble  Lord,  in  sup^ 
porting  a  Motion  for  inquiry  into  the 
grievances  of  Lower  Canada,  expressing 
his  opinion  that  liberal  measures  ought  to 
be  introduced — that  the  evils  existing  in 
that  colony  were  owing  to  the  jarring  and 
collision  that  prevailed  between  the  legis- 
lature of  that  colony  and  the  executive, 
and  the  want  of  haimony  between  the  two 
branches  of  the  legislature  of  the  colony  ^ 
and  subsequently  his  noble  Friend,  as  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  fairly 
and  frankly  acted  upon  the  principle  of 
responsible  government — that  principle 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  expressed  so  much  diffis 
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cultj  in  comprehending  the  meaning  of.  He 
(the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  accepted  the  in- 
terpretation of  responsible  government  put 
by  the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whose  despatch,  when  Colonial  Secretary, 
had  been  so  much  commented  upon  in  the 
course  of  the  debate.  He  understood  re- 
sponsible government  to  mean  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  local  affairs  was  to  be  con- 
ducted by  those  who  were  supported  by 
the  Parliamentary  majority,  provided  these 
measures  were  not  at  variance  with  the 
honour  of  the  British  Crown.  He  wished 
to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  va- 
rious changes  that  had  occurred  in  the 
colony  since  1791,  and  having  done  so,  he 
begged  to  advert  to  the  resolution  or  ad- 
dress that  had  given  rise  to  the  Bill  now 
under  consideration.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  go  the  length  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Campbell)  as  to  the  comparative 
condition  of  the  two  provinces  of  Upper 
and  Lower  Canada;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  could  not  go  the  length  of  his 
noble  Friend  who  last  spoke,  that  the  cases 
of  the  two  provinces  were  so  entirely  dif- 
ferent as  to  destroy  all  analogy  between 
them.  He  admitted  at  the  same  time  that 
rebellion  had  prevailed  to  a  greater  extent 
in  Lower  than  in  Upper  Canada,  and  hence 
it  was  unavoidable  that  if  a  Bill  were 
framed  for  admitting  rebels  to  compensa- 
tion, more  rebels  would  be  admitted  in 
Lower  Canada  than  in  Upper;  but  he  did 
not  see  that  the  former  case  necessarily 
afforded  more  encouragement  to  rebels 
than  the  latter,  and  he  certainly  considered 
it  would  be  invidious  and  improper  to 
adopt  a  different  principle  of  legislation  in 
the  one  province  from  that  which  was 
adopted  in  the  other.  There  was,  in  fact, 
a  difference  between  the  two  Acts;  but  the 
difference  consisted  in  the  introduction  of 
an  additional  precaution  into  the  Act  now 
under  consideration.  A  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  if  the  clause  as  to  just  losses 
were  sufficient,  why  introduce  any  clause 
with  respect  to  the  parties  who  were  con- 
victed; and  he  (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans) 
apprehended  that  was  an  excessive  pre- 
caution on  the  part  of  the  persons  who  in- 
troduced the  measure.  He  did  not  wish 
to  offer  any  opinion  of  his  own  as  to  the 
construction  of  this  Bill;  but  reading  it  as 
a  layman,  not  as  a  lawyer,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  clear  intention  of  the  Act,  and  the 
only  construction  which  could  be  put  upon 
the  words  "just  losses,"  was,  that  rebels 
were  not  to  be  entitled  to  compensation. 
He  did  not  say  that  that  was  the  construc- 


tion which  would  be  put  upon  it  by 
lawyers;  but  looking  at  it  according  to  the 
principles  of  common  sense,  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  even  taking  the  extreme  cases 
which  had  been  put  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  they  would  admit  only  of 
the  answer  he  had  given.  There  might  be 
difficult  cases  to  decide  under  this  Act; 
but  the  compensation  of  rebels  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Act,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  have  that  effect.  Let  their  Lord- 
ships consider  the  safeguards  that  were 
connected  with  this  Bill.  The  appoint- 
ment of  commissioners  was  vested  in  the 
Governor  General,  who,  no  one  could 
doubt,  would  appoint  persons  that  were 
above  suspicion,  and  who  would  act  without 
favour  or  partiality.  Then  the  commis- 
sioners were  to  take  an  oath  that  they 
would  award  compensation  accordmg  to 
the  true  intention  and  meaning  of  the 
Act;  and  looking  at  the  Act,  he  lliought 
those  commissioners  could  not  fail  to 
see  that  it  was  not  intended  to  extend  com- 
pensation to  actual  rebels.  Further  than 
this,  there  was  the  introduction  of  the 
10th  clause,  which,  as  well  as  the  whole 
preamble  of  the  Bill,  left  no  doubt  that 
by  just  losses  it  was  intended  to  exclude 
those  who  had  been  actually  engaged  in 
the  rebellion.  That  was  the  common- 
sense  view  of  the  subject,  and  he  cooU 
not  doubt  that  it  would  be  so  acted  upon. 
But  suppose  it  were  otherwise.  His  no- 
ble Friend  had  read  Berenl  speeches  de- 
livered in  the  Assembly;  but  lie  wooM 
ask  his  noble  Friend  whether  he  had  road 
certain  other  speeches  by  Gentlemen  who 
had  moved  the  Amendments  —  Messrs. 
Wilson  and  Gait  ?  If  their  Loidships 
turned  to  the  papers  on  the  table,  they 
would  find  that  Mr.  Wilson,  who  was  the 
mover  of  the  Amendment  which  the  no- 
ble Lord  substantially  sought  to  carry — 
arguing  as  if  the  BUI  was  to  be  consid- 
ered in  their  Lordships'  Hoase  ms  a  mea- 
sure affecting  this  country,  instead  of 
their  being  called  to  delibmte  upon  the 
question  as  a  court  of  appeal- — ^Mr.  Wil- 
son declared  in  his  speech  after  the  mea- 
sure had  been  passea,  that  while  he  still 
thought  his  Amendment  ought  to  bavo 
been  adopted  —  and  he  (ihe  Bail  of  St. 
Germans)  need  not  say  but  that  be  might 
have  preferred  the  BiU  if  the  AmendmeBt 
had  been  adopted — ^yet  Mr.  Wilson  irent 
on  to  say  that  he  was  not  preparod,  as  a 
member  of  the  Lower  House,  to  call  for 
the  interposition  of  the  Impmal  veto  npoa 
a  measure  which  had  been  adopted  bj  so 
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large  ft  majority.  Mr.  Wilson  spoke  of 
i^esponsible  government,  and  said  that  at 
its  first  introduction  he  doubted  if  the 
colony  was  ripe  for  its  exercise;  but  he 
added  that  responsible  government  having 
been  introduced,  he  thought  it  would  be 
treating  the  colony  with  insult  and  con- 
tumely if  the  consent  of  the  Crown  were 
now  to  be  withheld.  That  was  the  view 
of  the  case  taken  by  another  member  who 
had  voted  with  him,  and  who  used  still 
stronger  language — Mr.  Gait.  He  would 
not  at  that  late  hour  of  the  evening  tres- 
pass further  on  their  Lordships'  attention; 
but  before  sitting  down  he  would  call  upon 
their  Lordships  to  consider  what  conse- 
quences were  involved  in  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  It  proposed 
that  the  House  should  annul  a  vote  which 
had  been  passed  by  a  large  majority  of 
the  House  of  Legislature  in  Canada.  It 
called  upon  them  to  overrule  and  set  aside 
the  judgment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Go- 
vernor General  of  Canada.  That  noble 
Lord,  to  whom  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
bad  paid  a  just  tribute  of  applause — a  noble 
Lord  whose  career  had  been  eminently  suc- 
cessful— a  noble  Lord  in  whose  judgment 
and  ability  it  was  impossible  not  to  feel 
the  most  perfect  confidence — a  noble  Lord 
who  told  them  that  he  had  felt  constrain- 
ed in  the  exercise  of  his  responsibility  to 
sanction  this  Bill,  and  who  now  called 
upon  their  Lordships,  not  on  light  grounds, 
to  annul  and  overrule  his  decision.  Nei- 
ther would  he  have  them  to  lose  sight  of 
this  consideration  —  that  this  Motion  at- 
tempted to  overrule  the  decision  of  a  large 
majority  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  were  thereby 
to  be  deterred  from  considering  the  ques- 
tion— God  forbid  that  he  should  say  so ! 
— ^bat  this  he  did  say,  that  in  considering 
it  they  were  bound  not  to  leave  this  con- 
nderation  altogether  out  of  sight.  If  they 
had  any  doubt  on  the  question,  they  were 
bound  to  give  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to 
such  a  consideration  as  that  which  he  had 
urged.  It  was  no  light  matter  that  the 
two  branches  of  the  Legislature  should 
take  different  views  of  the  same  ques- 
tion ;  but  it  became  still  more  grave 
when  the  interests  of  the  colonies  and  the 
feelings  of  the  inhabitants  were  involved 
in  their  decision. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  felt 
H  his  duty  to  offer  a  few  observations  to 
iheir  Lordships  before  they  came  to  a  di- 
TisioD,  but  which  should  be  very  short,  as 
die  ground  upon  which  he  meant  to  rest 


his  vote  had  been  most  distinctly,  clearly, 
and  forcibly  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  who 
spoke  from  the  cross  bench  (the  Earl  of 
St.  Germans).  But,  nevertheless,  stand- 
ing in  the  situation  in  which  he  did,  he 
thought  it  absolutely  necessary  to  recall 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  question  which  they  were 
about  to  decide.  He  had  with  some  regret 
perceived,  from  the  course  which  this  de- 
bate had  taken,  that  it  had  assumed  the 
character  rather  of  a  Canadian  debate  than 
of  an  Imperial  debate;  and  that  they  had 
been  dealing  with  the  constitution  of  Ca- 
nada rather  than  with  a  decision  of  the 
Assembly  of  that  people.  He  attached 
great  importance  to  the  decision  of  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  because  it  was  the 
first  time  since  that  period  when  their 
Lordships — he  would  not  say  felt  them- 
selves compelled,  because  he  believed  they 
did  so  willingly — ^but,  when  perceiving  the 
growth  of  that  colony,  the  increase  of  its 
inhabitants,  the  progress  of  its  information, 
and  the  increase  of  its  wealth  —  they 
thought,  and  justly  thought,  that  the  pe- 
riod had  arrived  when  to  that  colony  they 
were  bound  to  give  the  benefit,  he  would 
not  say  of  a  responsible  government,  as 
that  term  had  been  objected  to  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  but  the  benefit 
of  a  constitutional  government  in  the  full 
sense  of  the  word.  Since  that  period  this 
was  the  first  occasion  which  had  arisen 
when  their  sincerity  in  making  that  gift 
had  been  brought  to  the  test,  and  when, 
by  a  proceeding  to  be  adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment, they  were  placed  in  a  situation  to 
show  whether  that  which  they  gave  was  a 
reality  or  a  delusion,  a  substance  or  a 
shadow.  Much  had  been  said  that  night 
upon  the  character  of  colonial  govern- 
ments; and  no  one  felt  more  than  he  did 
that  when  they  were  called  upon  to  con- 
sider any  questions  of  this  nature,  arising 
out  of  the  growth  and  constitution  of  their 
colonies,  they  were  called  upon  to  decide 
some  of  the  most  difficult  questions  which 
were  associated  and  connected  with  an  ex- 
tended empire.  Our  colonies  were  to  be 
placed  in  different  categories.  This  coun- 
try had  many  colonies,  and  he  trusted  she 
would  continue  to  preserve  them.  The 
governments  of  those  colonies  were  of 
different  descriptions,  unavoidably  arising 
out  of  the  character,  the  extent,  the  popu- 
lation, and  the  power  of  those  colonies; 
and  according  as  they  differed  from  each 
other  in  all  those  circumstances,  one  species 
of  government  or  another  might   be  the 
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best  adapted  to  their  condition.  Now,  he 
could  conceiye  the  advantage  attendant  on 
ft  colony  in  its  infancy — a  colony  in  which 
society  was  limited,  information  circum- 
Bcribed,  and  all  its  circumstances  narrowed 
by  its  position  and  its  extent — he  could 
conceive  that  the  government  of  such  a 
colony,  being  directly  carried  on  under  the 
control  of  the  parent  State,  might  be  the 
best  which  the  nature  of  the  colony  re- 
quired. All  the  authorities  he  had  heard 
to-night  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  as  a 
colony  prospered,  that  prosperity  might  ad- 
vance it  to  a  situation  in  which  necessity 
might  require  that  a  change  should  be 
made  in  the  administration  and  system  of 
the  government  of  that  colony,  and  in 
which,  if  they  hoped  to  retain  any  influ- 
ence over  it,  and  maintain  undisturbed  that 
connexion  which  was  attended  with  advan- 
tage to  the  parent  and  to  the  dependent 
State,  they  must  enlarge  the  basis  upon 
which  they  conducted  that  colony.  There 
was  one  basis,  and  one  only,  on  which  the 
government  of  any  colony  belonging  to 
this  country  could  be  enlarged,  and  that 
was  by  being  made,  according  to  the  usual 
acceptation  of  the  word,  a  constitutional 
government.  That  government  might  be, 
and,  he  trusted,  would  be  found  to  be,  not 
in  Canada  only,  but  in  many  other  large 
dependencies  of  this  country,  a  useful,  a 
happy,  and  a  safe  government.  But  while 
he  said  that  each  of  these  forms  of  go- 
yemment  might  have  its  own  recommenda- 
tions, there  was  a  third  mode  of  treating  a 
colony  which  he  did  not  think  equally  safe 
and  equally  advantageous.  It  was  to  give 
to  a  colony  the  semblance  of  a  constitution, 
and,  when  they  had  giren  it,  to  regiain 
jealous  of  its  operation,  and  to  endeavour 
to  exercise  over  it  that  control  which  they 
possessed  before,  upon  grounds  which  were 
not  tenable  or  consistent  with  the  posses- 
sion of  the  constitution  which  you  had 
given.  Such  was  the  position  in  which 
Canada  was  now  placed.  They  must  not 
give  to  any  colony  a  constitution  in  leading 
strings.  It  was  not  because  their  Lord- 
ships might  differ  from  this  or  that  particu- 
lar Act  which  a  colony  might  have  adopted; 
it  was  not  because  they  saw  opinions 
brought  into  question  with  which  at  the 
time  their  Lordships  did  not  altogether  go 
along,  that  they  were  instantly  to  call  forth 
the  whole  power  of  the  parent  State,  and 
say  to  that  colony — "  Thus  far  you  shall 
go,  and  no  further;  we  will  stop  you 
tfi  limine  on  this  point,  and  we  will  not 
•Uow  you  free  discussion  for  the  settlement 


of  questions  in  a  manner  which  We  do  not 
ourselves  appi'ove. "  He  must  again  say, 
what  had  been  said  before,  but  without  ap- 
parently producing  any  effect  upon  noble 
Lords  opposite,  that  this  was  no  question 
of  principle  upon  which  they  differed,  but 
a  question  of  detail.  The  hoble  and  leam^ 
ed  Lord  opposite,  who  spoke  somewhat 
early  in  the  debate,  had  throughout  his 
speech  called  this  a  Bill  fof  rewarding 
rebels.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
denied  that  it  was  cither  a  Bill  for  rewarding 
rebels,  or  a  Bill  for  rewarding  anybody.  He 
held  no  person  to  be  A  rebel  in  the  eye  of  the 
law,  who  could  not  be  prored  to  be  a  rebel. 
He  held  no  man  to  be  rewarded  in  the  eys 
of  the  law,  who  did  not  obtain  an  advan- 
tage which  others  did  not  obtain,  to  nei- 
ther of  these  respects  was  this  a  Bill  for 
rewarding  rebels.  If  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  was — as  had  been  represented  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord — the  rewarding 
of  rebellion,  the  convicted  rebels  should 
have  been  selected  for  that  reward,  in- 
stead of  being  excluded  ^m  it.  If  it  had 
been  the  principle  of  this  Bill  that  rebels 
were  entitled  to  distinction,  for  frotn  omit- 
ting those  who  had  been  convicted,  and 
who  had  been  pardoned  or  bauished,  it 
would  have  been  stated  that  ihej  wen  the 
very  class  who  were  entitled  to  the  first 
share  of  remuneration.  But,  although  he 
would  admit — well  knowing  the  learning, 
the  astuteness,  and  the  ability  of  the  noUift 
and  learned  Lord — ^that  if  he  had  been  in 
the  Canadian  Assembly,  and  hud  had  td 
draw  up  this  Bill,  the  clauses  might  havtf 
been  more  clear  and  satisfaetorjt  and  bel- 
ter calculated  to  exclude  rebels  ihan  they 
now  were,  he  must  deny  that  the  piineidw 
of  the  BUI  was  to  admit  rebels;  mi  Uie 
contrary,  its  principle  was  to  ezdudi 
them.  The  point  upon  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  differed  from  the  Cana- 
dian Assembly  was  this— that  the  prindplfl 
of  the  Bill  being  to  exclude  rebels,  tksl 
principle  was  not  carried  out  in  detail  ill 
so  satisfactory  a  manner  as  the  noble  Loid 
desired.  He  repeated  that  this  was  no  quflS^ 


tion  of  principle,  and  that  what  thej  w 
called  upon  to  do  was  this — ^that  nantag 
given  a  constitution  to  Canada,  thej  wert 
called  upon  by  the  noble  and  learned  Ldid 
to  sit  with  the  Canadian  Assembly,  to  fel- 
low them  in  Committee,  and  to  detendns 
clause  by  clause  whether  thej  had  decided 
rightly  or  wrongly.  Now,  this  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  eontended  wal 
what  their  Lordships  were  totallj  ineoB* 
petent  to  do;  because  those  who  deeUM 
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innRt  bear,  those  who  formed  an  opinion 
upon  local  matters  must  know  the  locality^ 
and  those  who  determined  questions  affect- 
ing private  interests  and  private  conduct 
must  hare  the  means  of  ascertaining  upon 
the  Spot  the  nature  of  those  interests  and 
of  that  conduct.  They  had  been  told  that 
the  Canadian  Assembly  was  not  to  be  con-^ 
sidered  as  representing  the  opinions  of  the 
people  of  Canada.  If  that  were  the  case, 
ne  would  aUk  their  Lordships  how  they 
proposed  to  Collect  the  feelitags  and  opin- 
ions of  the  Canadian  people  f  Not,  he 
was  sure,  fi^om  those  who  burnt  the  HoUse 
of  Assembly;  Their  Lordships  would  not 
consider  those  persons  exponents  of  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Canada.  He  felt 
Sure  that  noble  Lords  wottld  reject  any 
opinion  that  came  from  such  a  quarter  as 
one  utterly  Worthless,  and  unfit  to  be  con- 
sidered in  that  assemblage.  How,  then, 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Canadian  people  to 
be  ascertained,  if  not  from  their  two  As- 
semblies ?  One  of  those  Assemblies  was 
elected  by  a  species  of  suffrage,  for  the 
existence  of  which  all  the  late  Govem- 
meiits  of  this  country,  including  the  Go- 
temment  with  which  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site was  connected,  were  answerable.  To 
the  other  branch  of  the  Canadian  legisla- 
ture the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  taken 
exception,  on  account  of  the  recent  addi- 
tions which  had  been  made  to  it  by  the 
authority  of  the  Government  —  additions 
which  were  made  long  before  this  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  and  which  could  not, 
therefore,  have  been  made  with  the  object 
of  carrying  the  measure.  Undoubtedly, 
however,  those  additions  were  made  by  the 
Government;  and  he  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  that  such  additions  would 
not  be  tolerated  in  this  country.  But  did 
the  noble  Lord  really  mean  to  say  that 
there  was  any  analogy  between  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Canadian  Council  and  the 
constitution  of  that  House  ?  He  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  their  Lord- 
ships' House  was,  as  a  whole,  of  recent 
creation  ?  Were  there  in  Canada — as  for- 
tunately there  were  in  that  House — old 
hereditary  families  supplying  the  Council 
with  a  succession  of  members  independent 
ot  the  Crown  ?  In  the  absence  of  any 
Aueh  hereditary  descent,  what  had  the 
Grown  to  do — or  the  successive  Adminis- 
trations which  advised  the  Crown — but  to 
Augment  that  Council  from  time  to  time, 
aad  to  augment  it,  undoubtedly,  under  dif- 
ferent circumstances,  with  persons  of  dif- 
ferent pditieal  opinions  ?    He  would  ask 


the  lioble  Lord  whether,  previously  to  the 
last  creation  of  members  of  the  Canadian 
Council,  immense  creations  had  not  been 
made  in  that  Council  by  the  opposite  party  ? 
And  did  the  noble  Lord  really  think  that, 
while  additions  had  been  made  to  that  Coun- 
cil by  one  party  for  a  long  series  of  yfears,  it 
was  possible,  under  another  party,  to  carry 
on  the  Government  with  anything  like  har- 
mony between  the  two  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  without  further  additions  to 
the  Council  by  the  party  now  in  power  ?  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  maintained 
that  it  had  been  indispensable  for  Lord 
Elgin  to  do  what  he  had  done,  abd  that 
these  appointments  had  been  made  in  a 
strictly  constitutional  sense  and  spirit.  But 
if  the  present  Assembly  in  Catiada  did  not 
represent  the  real  sense  of  the  people, 
what  fear  could  there  be  of  a  dissolution  ? 
His  noble  Friend  had  told  them  that  by 
the  last  advices  ftom  Canada  it  appeared 
that  those  who  cotnposed  the  minority 
were  far  from  expressing  atiy  desire  that 
the  sense  of  the  country — the  sense  of  the 
English  party  as  well  as  of  the  French 
party — should  be  Collected.  He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  felt  himself  compelled 
to  adopt  these  distinctions  by  the  observa- 
tions of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo^ 
site,  though  he  sincerely  lamented  that  he 
had  to  do  so,  because  he  held  that  the  per- 
petuity of  such  distinctions  was  one  of  the 
greatest  evils  that  could  exist  in  any  coun- 
try, or  under  any  Government.  He  con- 
sidered that,  after  the  lapse  of  two-thirds 
of  a  century  since  the  French  population 
of  Canada  had  been  brought  into  connexion 
with  this  country,  and  after  twelve  years 
had  elapsed  sihce  anything  like  disturbance 
had  occurred  in  Canada,  to  keep  hanging 
over  the  French  population  of  that  country 
the  imputation  of  habitual  disloyalty — or, 
to  use  the  delicate  phrase  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  of  habitual  non-loyalty — 
was  the  very  way  to  produce  that  want  of 
loyalty,  and  to  keep  up  that  jealousy  of 
the  interference  and  control  of  this  country 
which  it  should  bo  the  first  object  of  their 
policy  to  dissipate,  by  introducing  equal  and 
impartial  government.  He  said,  equal  and 
impartial  government,  because  he  would 
not  admit  that  the  present  was  a  French 
Government.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
had  dilated  upon  the  circumstance  of  a  M. 
Lafontainc  being  a  leading  member  of  that 
Government.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe) did  not  question  M.  Lafontainc 's 
ability;  he  knew  nothing  against  that  gen- 
tleman's character.    He  might  call  into 
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court  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  himself, 
for  he  believed  that  when  M.  Lafontaine 
came  to  England,  no  person  partook  more 
largely  than  he  did  of  that  kindness  and 
hospitality  with  which  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  opposite  (Lord  Brougham)  was 
wont  to  receive  illustrious  strangers,  and 
which  doubtless  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
have  extended  to  M.  Lafontaine  if  he  had 
considered  him  to  be  an  avowed  rebel. 
Such  was  the  sense  which  M.  Lafontaine 
entertained  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
kindness,  that  he  understood  that  up  to  the 
present  time — whether  it  would  continue 
there  after  this  he  did  not  know — but  up  to 
the  present  time,  a  print  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  constantly  to  be  found  em- 
bellishing the  room  of  M.  Lafontaine.  But 
when  that  gentleman  came  over  to  this 
country,  he  came  not  as  a  convicted  rebel, 
but  as  a  voluntary  exile.  He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  was  informed  that 
M.  Lafontaine  did  not  wait  for  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  of  Indemnity  before  he  re- 
turned to  Canada,  but  that,  with  a  manly 
confidence  in  the  integrity  of  his  conduct 
which  did  him  honour,  he  returned  to  Ca- 
nada to  abide  his  fate;  and  Lord  Durham 
— at  that  time  the  Governor  of  Canada, 
and  who  had  been  mainly  instrumental  in 
putting  down  the  rebellion — gave  him  the 
same  favourable  reception  he  had  expe- 
rienced at  the  hands  of  every  Governor 
General  since  that  time.  But  M.  Lafon- 
taine was  not  the  whole  Canadian  Govern- 
ment. There  were  now  in  that  Govern- 
ment three  gentlemen  of  French  origin; 
and  because,  in  a  country  in  which  the 
majority  of  the  people  were  of  French  de- 
scent, there  were  found  three  out  of  ten  or 
twelve  members  of  the  Government  who 
were  of  French  descent,  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  thought  himself  justi- 
fied in  stigmatising  the  Government  as  a 
French  Government,  forgetting  at  the  same 
time  that  they  could  not  carry  on  the  Go- 
vernment if  they  were  not  assisted  by  them 
as  well  as  by  persons  of  Anglo-Saxon  ori- 
gin. The  same  was  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  Assembly,  which,  although  it  was 
composed  principally  of  Englishmen,  con- 
tained many  persons  of  French  origin;  but 
ho  was  told  that  if  the  French  members 
had  abstained  from  voting  upon  this  Bill, 
there  would  have  been  a  majority  of  Eng- 
lish members  in  its  favour.  This  was 
what  was  called  a  French  Government; 
but  it  was  such  a  Government  as — if  this 
country  meant  to  keep  Canada — there 
would  contmue  to  be  in  that  colony.     It 


was  a  Government  from  whicli  more  than 
half  the  population  were  not  excluded,  but 
which  sought  to  give  them  a  share  of 
power ;  for  it  was  only  by  admitting  that 
population  to  a  share  of  power  that  this 
country  could  obtain  a  share  of  their  af- 
fection. Hitherto  we  had  not  succeeded 
in  our  aim;  but,  nevertheless,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  French  population  of  Ca- 
nada were  disaffected  to  a  connexion  with 
this  country.  On  the  contrary,  he  be- 
lieved that  of  late  they  were  more  and 
more  sensible  of  the  advantages  they  de- 
rived from  the  protection  and  influence  of 
this  country  in  the  world.  More  especi- 
ally did  he  believe,  when  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  dwelt  oa 
the  danger  proceeding  from  a  forgeifnlneai 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  as  to 
what  would  be  their  real  interests,  and 
from  their  pursuing  a  policy  of  aggrandise- 
ment and  annexation,  that,  of  all  the  po- 
pulations inhabiting  the  continent  of  Ame- 
rica, the  French  population  of  Canada  were 
aware  that  they  would  gain  the  least  bj 
annexation  with  the  United  States.  With 
respect  to  the  question  before  the  House, 
he  was  as  sensible  as  any  man  of  the  evils 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
eloquently  depicted  as  arising  out  of  a  ^- 
rant  majority,  though  he  did  not  think  thit 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  illustrated 
that  position  with  his  usual  accuracy  and 
felicity.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
adverted  to  the  circumstance  of  Mr.  Pitt 
endeavouring  to  extinguish  his  great  rivil» 
Mr.  Fox,  in  1804.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  had  too  great  respect  for  the 
memory  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  beliered  him  to 
have  been  too  generous  towards  a  rival,  ts 
be  capable  of  ruining  him,  even  if  he  ocNild 
do  so. 

Loud  BROUGHAM:  I  referred  to  the 
Westminster  scrutiny. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE:  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  may  haye  refeired 
to  a  particular  event,  but  his  argument 
was,  that  it  was  by  the  great  institutiooi 
of  the  country  that  Mr.  Pitt  was  preventdi 
from  carrying  his  attempt  into  effieet.  I 
believe  that,  independent  altogether  of  ths 
powers  of  these  great  insdtutiona,  pnUiB 
opinion  would  bo  at  all  times  too  strong  it 
this  country  to  allow  of  any  man  being  pit 
hors  de  combat  in  the  manner  which  Dj 
noble  and  learned  Friend  seems  to  sup- 
pose. I  believe  that  public  opinion  had 
thrown  around  that  great  man  the  shidd 
of  its  protection;  and  in  the  same  mauMT 
I  believe  that  if  public  opiuaii  had  not 
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gone  along  with  what  had  heen  called  the 
tyrant  majority  in  Canada,  it  would  at  once 
have  stopped  this  tyrant  majority  in  its 
progress,  and  ha^e  prevented  this  Bill  from 
heing  passed  into  a  law.  His  nohle  and 
learned  Friend  characterised  the  Bill  as 
the  work  of  a  tyrant  majority,  inasmuch  as 
it  contained  in  a  manner  offensivo  to  the 
feelings  of  the  loyal  p'ortion  of  the  inbahi- 
tants  the  principle  of  indemnity  without  a 
lufficient  and  specific  exclusion  of  those 
who  had  committed  the  crime  of  high  trea- 
son. Now,  the  principle  to  which  his  no- 
ble and  learned  Friend  objected  was  first 
laid  down,  as  appeared  by  the  papers  be- 
fore the  House,  in  a  resolution  adopted,  he 
believed  unanimously,  in  1845,  in  favour 
of  the  presentation  to  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral of  an  humble  address  "praying  that 
he  would  bo  pleased  to  cause  proper  mea- 
smres  to  bo  aaopted  to  insure  to  the  inhabi- 
tants" (there  was  no  exclusion)  **  of  that 
portion  of  the  province  formerly  called 
Lower  Canada  indemnity  for  the  losses  in- 
curred during  the  rebellion  of  1837  and 
1838."  Who  drew  up  that  resolution? 
Not  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  French- 
men, not  those  who  now  form  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada,  but  the  other  party — 
that  exclusively  loyal  party,  whose  feel- 
ings, it  was  now  contended,  would  be  hurt 
by  the  adoption  of  the  same  words,  with 
much  stronger  exceptions,  excluding  those 
who  had  been  convicted  of  treason  or  who 
had  confessed  their  guilt.  If  the  adoption 
of  such  a  resolution  was  inconsistent  with 
loyalty  to  the  Sovereign,  and  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  connexion  between  the 
colony  and  the  parent  State,  yet,  although 
it  was  notorious  that  it  was  carried  in 
1845,  noble  and  learned  Lords,  who  had 
their  correspondents  in  Canada  at  that 
time,  as  now,  urged  not  a  word  of  sugges- 
tion that  the  resolution  was  calculated  to 
weaken  that  connexion  unless  it  contained 
exclusions.  Those  who  did  not  object  to 
that  course  when  then  taken,  had  now  no 
right  to  say  that  others,  who  after  a  lapse  of 
time  imitated  it  in  a  limited  and  less  objec- 
tionable manner,  were  to  be  considered  as 
traitors  to  the  cause  of  the  connexion  with 
England.  With  his  noble  Friend  near 
him,  he  admitted  that  the  Bill  might  have 
been  more  carefully  and  usefully  worded; 
but  would  they  on  a  question  relating  to 
the  wording  of  a  Bill  enter  upon  a  course 
of  opposition  with  their  own  colony,  and 
•withdraw  from  it  that  security  for  its  con- 
stitution which  they  had  deliberately  grant- 
ed ?  The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  called 
VOL.CVI.    {2SS} 


on  this  House  to  consider  well  the  vote 
about  to  be  ^ven  to  this  question;  and  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  did  hope  that 
the  House  would  well  consider  the  conse- 
quences of  that  vote.  Looking  back  to 
past  history,  he  had  known  occasions  when 
that  House  had  been  called  on  to  express 
and  record  its  difference  with  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  on  grave  and  weighty 
questions.  He  had  seen  other  instances 
in  which  that  House  had  thought  itself 
called  on  to  reflect  with  censure  on  pro- 
vincial assemblies  conducting  the  business 
of  colonies,  according  to  the  opinion  of 
this  Houses  in  an  improper  and  mischie- 
vous manner.  He  had  seen  other  occa- 
sions in  which  the  House  had  been  called 
on  to  censure  the  conduct  of  governors  of 
colonies,  when  coming  in  collision  with  the 
assemblies  in  connexion  with  which  they 
had  exercised  their  government ;  but  never 
until  the  present  moment  had  he  seen  that 
House  called  on  to  express  offhand  an 
opinion,  and  to  record  at  once  its  variance 
with  the  House  of  Commons  in  England, 
together  with  a  Colonial  Assembly  and  a 
Colonial  Governor.  Though  he  admitted 
that  there  might  be  occasions  affecting 
imperial  interests,  on  which  the  governor 
of  a  colony  might  feel  himself  called  on  to 
interpose  the  suspending  authority  with 
which  he  was  invested,  yet  if  a  man  like 
Lord  Elgin,  having  been  instructed  that 
the  occasions  were  few  and  rare  when  such 
authority  ought  to  be  exercised,  had,  after 
considering  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  exercising  his  judgment  with  the 
view  of  strengthening  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  colony  and  the  parent  State,  de- 
liberately come  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
was  not  one  of  those  occasions,  and  that 
there  was  no  danger  from  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  which  had  been  brought  under 
discussion,  he  deserved  the  support  and 
not  the  opposition  of  their  Lordships. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  should  not 
enter  into  anything  like  a  reply  to  argu- 
ments which  he  believed  had  been  answer- 
ed already.  He  admitted  that  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Home  Parliament  should  be  in- 
terposed on  rare  occasions  only;  but  if  the 
present  were  not  a  strange  and  extraor- 
dinary occasion,  calling  for  its  interposi- 
tion, when  could  they  expect  a  more  extra- 
ordinary one  ?  Were  they  to  wait  until  a 
vote  of  money  was  granted  for  the  support 
of  a  foreign  enemy  ?  It  was  said  that 
people  had  a  right  to  do  what  they  liked 
with  their  own  money.  He,  however, 
maintained  that  they  had  not  the  right  to 
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•xpend  it  for  illegal  purposes  or  for  re- 
warding rebels.  It  was  said  that  it  was 
not  reward,  but  otilj  compensation,  tbat 
was  to  be  giren,  the  meaning  of  the  com- 
pensation being  that  the  whole  of  the  350 
rebels,  for  example,  who  were  taken  with 
arms  in  their  hands,  and  had  their  muskets 
taken  from  them,  might  come  forward  as 
claimants  for  compensatiob.  His  noble 
Friend  opposite  said,  it  did  not  follow  that 
they  would  get  it;  but  he  forgot  that  if 
the  Act  of  Parliament  did  not  exclude 
them,  the  commissioners  would  have  no 
discretion.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
St.  Qermans)  said  with  great  simplicity, that 
highly  respectable  men  would  be  appointed 
as  commissioners!  but  how  knew  they 
that  ? — for  here  again  what  was  called  the 
responsible  goremment  would  no  doubt 
come  in,  the  majority  of  Lafontaine,  the 
packed  majority  of  the  Legislative  Assem- 
bly. It  was  said  the  woiS  **  just"  claim 
would  exclude  rebels;  but  this  just  claim 
oould  only  be  ascertained  upon  examina- 
tion, which  they  were  told  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  institute.  If  the  Motion  he  had 
submitted  was  refused — if  no  interference 
was  to  take  place  on  the  part  of  the  Grown 
in  this  case — then  he  maintained  that  no 
case  ever  could  arise  in  which  such  inter- 
ference could  be  possible.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  jocularly  charged  him  with  hav- 
ing forgotten  his  sympathies  for  M.  Lafon- 
taine. All  he  would  say  of  him  was,  that 
when  he  came  to  this  country  he  was  asked 
to  present  a  petition  for  him  to  the  House. 
He  rather  thought  he  did  present  it,  but  he 
had  not  the  slightest  recollection  of  having 
ever  seen  him.  A  warrant  was  issued  for 
bis  apprehension.  He  afterwards  went  to 
France,  and  he  (Lord  Brougham)  never 
saw  him  again. 

Earl  GREY  did  not  believe  that  any 
warrant  was  ever  sent  to  this  country 
against  M.  Lafontaine.  Certainly  he  had 
never  heard  of  it,  and  he  was  perfectly 
persuaded  no  such  warrant  was  ever  issued 
against  him.  This  he  knew,  that,  covered 
by  an  Act  of  Indemnity,  M.  Lafontaine 
went  back  to  Canada  and  challenged  in- 
quiry. His  impression  was,  that  when  he 
was  here  and  had  his  petition  presented, 
he  had  the  advantage  of  finding  from  the 

ble  ftnd  learned  Lord  the  greatest  pos- 
i:       athy  for  his  wrongs  and  the 
n  nis  country. 

m    few     words     ffom     Lord 
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DiTett,  ftom  Sstter,  la  ft^ar  of,  the  Mairiages  BilL— 
By  Sir  Edward  Buxton,  from  SpitaUelds,  for  the  Sunday 
I'ladfaig  (Mctn|i6Bs)  BUI.— Oy  Sir  R.  H.  Inglit,  from  the 
Clargy  of  bicx,  ibr  ta  AHcntioa  of  the  Law  respecttaig 
Titbet.— By  Mr.  Hardewtle,  from  Colchester,  for  Repeal 
of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certiflcates.~By  Mr.  Brother- 
ton,  fttMn  DubHn,  agafaitt  the  Collection  of  Ratel  (Dub- 
lin)  BUL^By  Ut,  Cardi»ell»  ftom  Hale,  respecttng  the 
LaacMhire  County  Ezpenditurek— By  Mr.  Marshall,  ftom 
Leeds,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duties  on  Paper,  &c— By  Sir 
Joshua  Wahnsley,  from  Clerkenwell,  for  Reduction  of  the 
Public  Expendltartf,  and  for  Reform  of  Parliament.— By 
Mr.  Law  Hodges,  ftoln  Goudhuxst,  for  Rating  Owners  of 
Tenements  in  Iteu  of  Occupiers.— By  Mr.  Pilkington, 
from  Blaektmm,  fbr  the  Bankrupt  Lnws  Consolidation 
tell. — By  Mr.  O.  Sandars,  from  Handiester,  for  an  Al> 
teration  of  the  La«r  respecting  Education.— By  Viscount 
Melgund,  fhim  Greenock,  against  the  Lunatics  (Scotland) 
Bill.— By  Mr.  RoMnson,  from  Poole,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Poor  Law.— From  the  EasingwoM  Union,  fbr  a  Su- 
penmnuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers. — By  Mr.  Rey- 
nolds,  fhim  Patridc  Regiaa,  Builder,  Dublin,  for  Redress ; 
•ad  fhmi  Mulliagsr,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Lnw  re- 
speetiBg  Spirits  <Ird«id)«— By  Sir  W.  Codringtoa,  flrom 
Gloucester,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act- 
By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  fkom  Colne,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  SmaD  Debts  Aet— By  Mr.  Marshall,  from  Leeds,  for 
the  Formation,  between  the  British  GoTenmient  and  other 
GoTcroments  of  the  World  xcspectiTely,  of  Treaties  by 
whidi  International  Disputes  may  be  decided  by  ArUtra- 


VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND. 
The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  said:  Mr, 
Speaker,  I  ean  assure  the  House  thai 
it  was  with  very  great  regret  that  I 
placed  upon  the  Notice-book  of  this  House 
the  Motion  which  I  am  about  to  submit  to 
its  consideration.  I  felt  that  regret,  Sir, 
not  because  of  any  events  which  have  oc- 
enrred  since  this  question  was  under  dis- 
cussion last  year,  or  because  the  papers 
submitted  to  this  House  have  in  any  degree 
diminished  the  hostility  which  I  at  first  en- 
tertained with  respect  to  these  proceedings; 
but  because  I  had  conceived  the  hope, 
after  the  dis6ussion  which  took  place  last 
year,  and  after  the  effect  which  I  think 
was  produced  by  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford^  and  after  certain  declarations — 
1  may  almost  say,  after  hopes  held  out  by 
Members  of  the  Government  on  days  fol- 
lowing that  discussion — I  had  hoped,  I 
say,  that  this,  as  I  think,  fatal  measure  as 
regards  the  prosperity  of  a  portion  of  the  do- 
minions of  Great  Britain,  might  have  been 
refoked.  Sir,  I  do  not  know  that  even 
now,  feeling,  as  I  do,  strongly,  the  culpa- 
bility of  tnis  transaction,  I  should  have 
been  inclined  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Hovae  by  a  Motion  merely  of  condemnation, 
for  I  am  eo&scious  that  the  tiine  of  this 
House  may  be  more  usefully  employed 
HkKD.  by  occupying  itself  with  long  debates 
OB  bygone  transactions;  but  I  hope  and 
Mkre  thai  the  means  are  still  left  of  pre- 
rMbig  wlul  in  my  oenseience  I  believe  to 


be  a  great  national  disaster.  I  hope  that 
there  is  still  room  for  repentance  in  the 
Colonial  Office  as  far  as  regards  the  aban- 
donment of  this  magnificent  Colony ;  I  hope, 
also,  if  the  course  the  Government  have 
taken  can  be  proved  to  have  been  informal^ 
that  the  House  will  be  enabled  to  induce 
the  Government  to  revoke  what  it  has 
done,  and  to  adopt  a  very  different  and  a 
much  more  satisfactory  course  with  respect, 
to  the  colonisation  of  this  island.  Sir, 
before  entering  upon  this  discussion,  I 
think  I  need  hardly  disclaim  any  hostility 
to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  although  it 
will  be  my  duty  on  this  occasion  to  com- 
ment, perhaps  severely,  on  some  of  the 
transactions  connected  with  that  company. 
Many  of  the  directors  of  that  company  are 
my  personal  friends — for  all  of  those  gen- 
tlemen I  entertain  sincere  respect;  but  I 
think  that  neither  I  nor  any  other  Member 
should  be  prevented  on  that  account  from 
discharging  what  may  be  a  very  painful 
duty.  Sir,  I  am  not  actuated  by  feelings 
of  hostility  to  this  company,  nor  do  I  think 
that  this  .company  alone  is  unfit  for  the 
work  of  colonisation.  I  think  I  may  be 
enabled  to  prove  that  this  company  is  more 
especially  unfitted  for  the  office  than  any 
other;  but  at  the  same  time  I  start  with 
this  broad  and  general  axiom,  that  coloni- 
sation by  absentee  proprietary  companies 
has,  as  far  as  the  great  experience  of  this 
country  has  gone,  been  a  failure,  and  that 
those  colonies  alone  have  been  prosperous 
which  have  originated  under  different  aus- 
pices and  been  governed  on  a  different 
system.  Sir,  in  considering  the  question 
of  colonisation  by  absentee  proprietary 
companies,  we  naturally  recur  to  the  foun- 
dation of  those  colonies  which  now  eonsti- 
tute  the  United  States  of  America.  The 
attention  of  the  public  has  been  drawn 
to  this  subject  by   the   interesting  work 

Eublished  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
er  for  Sheffield;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  many  Members  of  this  House  have 
not  failed  to  read  an  equally  interest- 
ing history  of  America,  by  the  present 
Minister  of  the  United  States  in  this 
country^  Mr.  Bancroft.  Without  now 
discussing  the  broad  axiom  of  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield,  that  all 
companies  are  unfit  for  the  work  of  coloni- 
sation, I,  at  least,  start  with  this  proposi-* 
tion,  that  absentee  proprietary  companies 
are  totally  disqualified.  Sir,  I  think  that 
yery  erroneous  opinions  have  existed  in 
this  House  and  in  the  country  with  respect 
to  the  system  of  colonisation  by  companies; 
T2 
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snd  even  Members  of  this  House  have  dis- 
cussed the  question,  and  have  proceeded  to 
argue  upon  it,  as  if  one  uniform  system  had 
always  prevailed  in  America.  Sir,  the 
first  of  these  colonies  established  was  the 
colony  of  Virginia,  in  1606.  It  was  found- 
ed by  a  company  of  noblemen,  merchants, 
and  gentlemen  resident  in  London;  and  I 
tliink  that  those  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject will  admit,  that  a  fairer  example — 
that  an  experiment  more  likely  to  succeed 
— could  hanlly  be  adduced.  The  gentlemen 
composing  this  company  were  men  of  high 
character,  wealth,  and  intelllgenoe,  and 
were  possessed  of  the  means  of  carrying 
their  objects  into  oiFect.  But  let  mo  read 
•  short  extract  from  Mr.  Bancroft's  His- 
tory  of  America,  with  respect  to  this  co- 
lony of  Virginia.  After  detailing  what  he 
conceives  to  bo  the  Iniquity  of  the  system 
of  governing  theso  colonies  by  a  company, 
and  after  showing  the  effects  of  that  sys- 
tiun  through  all  its  branches,  he  thus  sums 
lip  his  c(»ndenniation  of  it.  Ho  says  that 
the  iiifluenoo  of  a  commercial  company  was 
iu>  baneful  that  not  oven  the  influence  of 
the  King  could  counteract  it.  Now,  that 
IS  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Bancroft,  himself  an 
ardent  republiciin.  Sir,  notr  to  weary  the 
House  too  long  with  theso  topics,  I  may 
say  that  this  colony  of  Virginia,  in  conse- 
quetieo,  presented  a  series  of  failures;  and 
it  was  not  until  after  a  change  in  the  sys- 
tem that  there  was  intprovement.  The 
next  instance  of  an  attempt  to  colonise  by 
means  of  a  company,  was  the  instance  of 
Massachusetts,  in  1629.  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  the  course  of  events  in  this  colony, 
as  thoy  are  almost  a  copy  of  the  history  of 
the  colony  of  Virginia.  Up  to  the  period 
when  the  plan  entirely  failed,  different  ex- 
pedients were  adopted.  Instead,  for  in- 
Btnnce,  of  the  patent  being  cancelled,  it 
was  transferred  from  London  to  America 
—  to  companies  who  became  the  heads  of 
the  colony  on  tho  spot,  and  who  migrated 
bodily  from  London  to  America.  There  is 
another  groat  example,  that  of  the  colony 
of  (-arolina,  established  in  1665.  Enor* 
«»ous  jH)wers  were  given  by  this  country  to 
tho  eonipany,  but  the  system  failed,  and  in 
1 6S8  tho  proprietary  were  dissolved.  Then, 
to  take  the  case  of  Pennsylvania.  That 
colony  was  not  governed  by  a  company, 
but  by  individuals.  Tenn  in  himself  con- 
•titutod  what  I  suppose  must  be  called  a 
oorporation  sole;  but  the  most  disastrous 
<>tVootM  were  suffered  so  long  as  he  was  an 
absentee.  Then,  again,  there  is  the  co- 
lony of  New  England,  administered  under 


a  similar  system;  and  I  coDtend,  dmt  fr?ci 
these  instances,  and  others  that  mic^c  be 
adduced  from  the  history  of  America.  :i 
can  be  shown  that  these  colonies  f;uled,  so 
long  as  they  were  administered  bj  com- 
panies living  in  London,  and  only  begaLn  to 
flourish  upon  their  obtaining  free  institu- 
tions, or  upon  being  colonised  bj  parties 
who  resided  on  the  spot.  I  aaj  that  these 
colonies  only  began  to  flourish  when,  in 
consequence  of  tho  signal  failure  of  the  at- 
tempt to  govern  them  by  companies,  the 
com])anies  were  dissolved.  Such  companies 
having  invariably  failed,  I  think  it  is  fair 
to  say  that  they  are  unfit  either  to  rule 
over  or  plant  colonies;  and  it  stands  patent 
to  the  House,  that  if  you  are  to  have  any 
superintending  power  at  all  —  and  to  some 
extent  you  must  have  such  superintendence 
over  your  colonies  —  that  power  must  rest 
in  the  Imperial  Government,  and  not  be 
delegated  to  the  instrumentality  of  any 
company  whatsoever.  Of  this  principle  I 
think  I  can  claim  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Coloniea  as  a 
strong  supporter;  for  on  the  occasion  of  a 
Motion  last  year  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Southwark,  and  on  his  asking 
the  Government  to  point  out  what  colonies 
founded  and  managed  by  companies  bai 
failed,  and  in  what  cases  their  prosperity 
had  commenced  under  the  benign  infineDee 
of  Downing-street,  the  hon.  Gentleman  tbs 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  instaseei 
especially  the  case  of  Soath  Anstnfii. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  pointed  oat,  thst 
under  the  system  of  gOTemment  in  tbi 
colony — not  a  government^  however,  be  it 
remembered,  by  a  commeraal  eompsar, 
but  by  a  statutory  commiasioii — the  giert- 
est  financial  embarrassment  luil 
and  that  prosperity  only  < 
that  statutory  commiswrn  < 
and  the  Colonial  Office 
[Mr.  Hawes:  When 
paid.]  Yes,  I  dare  say, ' 
were  paid;  but,  in  a 
Gentleman's,  which 
sion  at  the  time,  he  < 
enco  between  a  eoloBj  ^iwmjiofl  liy  Ai 
Colonial  Office  and  br  a 
pany  or  commisuon; 
deavoured  to  prove,  thifc 

debts  was  the  radt  «f  Ae 

which  I  allude.  With  vegfnd  itotAeX^r 
Zealand  Company,  I  asm  nmst  a«nik  * 
admit  that  a  great  Mtt  ijf  jnflilierai&ide 
is  due  to  that  body  ior  «a«iiijg  na  im- 
portant territoiT  la  das  «iniiitgq  &rff  3t 
had  not  come  fwaiaJ  in  tteiVHR'Aitl 
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had,  New  Zealand  might  now  have  he- 
longed  to  another  Power.  But  all  that 
may  he  said  to  that  is,  that  if  there  had 
not  heen  a  company,  the  management  of 
the  colony  onght  to  have  heen  conducted 
under  a  department  of  the  Government 
friendly  to  colonisation,  which  could  give 
such  encouragement  and  assistance  to  the 
colony  as  a  Government  alone  could  afford. 
Although  there  can  he  no  douht  that,  in  a 
case  like  New  Zealand,  the  proper  treat- 
ment of  the  colonists  hy  a  company,  would, 
in  the  end,  he  most  advantageous  hoth  to 
the  company  and  the  colonists,  yet  a  hody 
of  proprietors  does  not  take  that  view  of 
their  interests;  and  on  the  principle  that 
corporations  have  no  conscience,  I  am 
afraid  they  will  invariahly  he  found  de- 
sirous of  securing  the  greatest  possihle 
amount  of  present  dividend  on  their  shares. 
And  when  we  are  told  that  the  transfer  of 
Vancouver's  Island  to  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  will  effect  a  great  saving  of  puh- 
lic  funds,  let  us  recall  to  mind  the  sums 
given  in  the  shape  of  grants  and  loans  to  the 
South  Australian  Company;  and  the  sum  of, 
I  think,  138,000^  given  to  New  Zealand; 
And  I  helieve  that,  although  some  immediate 
saving  to  the  treasury  might  be  secured 
with  respect  to  Vancouver's  Island,  the 
great  probability  is  that  in  future  years 
we  shall  be  called  on  for  large  sums. 
To  this  point,  however,  I  shall  have  occa- 
Bion  to  recur  hereafter.  I  know  we  may 
be  told  that  the  great  burden  of  the  song 
of  many  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  have  brought 
forward  Motions  on  colonial  subjects, 
has  been  the  mischievous  interference  of 
the  Government  in  the  colonies  ;  and  it 
would  appear  that  Lord  Grey  has  on  this 
principle  endeavoured  to  shift  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  future  welfare  or  misfortune 
of  Vancouver's  Island  from  the  Colonial 
Office  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  Now 
we  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
baneful  influence  of  Downing-street ;  hut 
I  am  sure  that  those  whose  feelings  are 
strongest  on  this  point,  will  he  prepared  to 
admit  that,  although  the  influence  of 
Downing-street  is  had,  when  carried  to 
improper  limits,  yet  the  benign  influence  of 
Fenchurch-street  is  hy  far  the  worst  of  the 
two,  and  is  bad  ah  initio  and  entirely.  If, 
then,  the  American  chartered  companies, 
«nd  the  statutory  commission  of  South 
Australia, ^ere  bad,  and  the  New  Zealand 
Company,  to  a  certain  extent,  was  bad,  I 
believe  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  of  all  the 
eolonising  companies,  the  Hudson's  Bay 
dompany  is  by  far  the  wor^t.     The  very 


principles  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
are  not  only  like  those  of  most  other  oom- 
panies — commercial,  hut  monopolists — ^not 
only  absentee,  as  many  others  were,  but 
despotic,  and,  what  is  more,  not  only  des- 
potic, hut  secret.  I  think  that  not  only 
their  conduct  in  the  territories  committed 
to  their  care  under  their  charter,  but  the 
very  question,  which,  as  is  well  known,  has 
been  mooted  for  some  time  past,  namely, 
the  validity  of  their  charter  itself,  ought 
to  have  formed  good  ground  for  hesitation 
on  the  question  of  extending  their  territo- 
rial rights.  For  if  it  should  eventually  he 
proved,  either  by  the  decision  of  a  court  of 
law,  or  hy  some  other  nfode  of  arbitration, 
that  the  original  charter  of  Charles  II.  was 
invalid,  it  is  obvious  we  cannot  give  them 
any  further  grants  of  territory.  When  I 
say  the  charter  may  be  bad,  I  do  not  dis- 
pute that  the  Sovereign  has  the  right  to 
give  grants  of  land  to  whom  She  may 
choose  ;  hut  I  will  not  now  enter  further, 
into  this  part  of  the  question,  because, 
although  I  am  obliged  to  touch  briefly  on 
this  part  of  the  subject,  in  order  to  make 
ray  case  complete  for  the  Motion  with 
which  I  shall  conclude,  yet  I  will  not  treat 
of  the  validity  of  the  charter  so  fully  as  I 
might  have  done,  had  not  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  this  very  evening,  obtained  the 
priority  for  an  early  day  in  July  for  a  Mo- 
tion on  this  very  question,  regarding  the 
validity  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company's 
charter.  But  I  said  that  the  point  in  dis- 
pute is  not  the  right  of  Ae  Crown  to  con- 
fer such  a  grant,  but  the  extent  of  the 
land  intended  to  be  conferred  by  the  char- 
ter ;  and  it  is  maintained  by  many  learned 
lawyers  and  persons  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  on  the  subject,  that  tiie  Hudson's 
Bay  Company's  claim  extends  over  many 
hundred  thousand  miles  of  land  never 
conferred,  or  intended  to  be  conferred,  by 
their  charter  at  all.  And,  further,  let  it 
be  borne  in  mind  that  there  were  claims  of 
grants  on  this  very  territory  which,  I  will 
not  say,  were  ever  fully  substantiated;  but 
we  have  it  as  an  undoubted  fact,  that  the 
Treaty  of  Utrecht,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
recognises  these  claims  ;  and  if  it  can  be 
proved  that  France  had  a  legal  claim  to 
these  lands  at  the  time  of  the  original 
grant  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
clearly  what  was  not  in  the  possession  of 
the  grantor  cannot  be  transferred  to  the 
grantee.  These  questions  were  raised  by 
an  opposing  company — the  North  West 
Company,  and  by  men  who  are  now  mem- 
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bers  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  who, 
although  they  now  stoutly  maintain  the 
validity  of  the  charter,  only  a  few  years 
ago,  and  before  they  had  joined  the  com- 
pany, declared  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  this  company  invalid ;  and  why  were 
these  questions  not  decided  by  law  at  the 
time,  and  why  were  they  compromised  ?  I 
may  mention  also  that  the  company's  right 
of  exclusive  trade  is  under  dispute,  it  being 
maintained  that  Parliament  alone,  and  not 
the  Crown,  can  confer  the  exclusive  rights 
of  trade  ;  and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
itself  had  given  the  strongest  confirmation 
to  these  doubts  by  its  own  conduct.  In 
1790,  and  the  subsequent  year,  when  it 
came  to  Parliament  for  an  Act  to  confirm 
it  in  perpetuity  in  the  privileges  originally 
granted  by  Charles  II.,  this  House,  on  the 
third  reading,  limited  the  grant  to  ten 
years  ;  and  the  House  of  Lords,  after  ma« 
ture  deliberation,  reduced  it  further  to 
seven  years.  At  the  expiration  of  the 
seven  years,  the  company  applied  for  the 
renewal  of  their  Act;  but  the  feeling  in 
this  House,  at  the  time,  was  such  that  the 
company  did  not  persevere  with  its  appli- 
cation; and  from  1797  down  to  the  present 
time,  feeling  the  doubtful  character  of  its 
rights,  it  had  never  again  dared  to  coipe 
before  Parliament.  I  say,  then,  that  of 
course  no  lapse  of  time  can  make  its  rights 
valid  now,  if  they  were  not  valid  at  their 
commencement.  Having  touched  but 
lightly  on  this  part  of  the  question,  affect- 
ing a  vast  and  important  tract  of  territory, 
because  it  will  be  brought  before  us  on  a 
subsequent  occasion,  I  now  come  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  as 
regards  those  parts  of  territory  committed 
to  their  charge,  and  with  respeqt  to  which 
there  is  no  question  as  to  the  validity  of 
their  rights  and  privileges.  I  mean,  of 
course,  the  exclusive  right  to  trade  pos- 
sessed by  them  under  two  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  those  districts  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  ;  and  I  will  endeavour  to  show 
the  impropriety  of  confiding  the  colonisa- 
tion of  Vancouver's  Island  to  this  company, 
from  its  antecedent  history,  and  the  proba- 
ble consequences  that  are  likely  to  ensue 
if  that  island  is  handed  over  to  such  a  cor- 
poration. I  will  pass  over  the  non-fulfilment 
by  the  company  of  its  duty  respecting  the 
discovery  of  the  North-west  passage,  and 
also  the  charge  against  it  for  shutting  up 
the  fields  of  colonisation  in  the  territory 
west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  ;  and  I  will 
ask  how  far  is  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
qualified  by  its  naturo  for  colonising  a  dis- 


trict larger,  I  believe,  than  Great  Britain? 
for  such  is,  I  apprehend,  the  extent  of 
Vancouver's  Island.  When  this  question 
was  brought  before  the  House  last  year» 
many  instances  of  maladministration,  as 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  natives  and 
colonists  in  the  districts  under  the  com-r 
pany,  were  stated  by  my  right  hoQ. 
Friend,  many  of  which  were  denied,  and 
others  declared  incapable  of  substantiation. 
Although  I  did  not  believe  any  answer 
that  might  be  made  to  these  charges  woulcl 
lessen  my  hostility  to  colonisatioa  under 
the  auspicies  of  such  bodies  as  the  Hudr 
son's  Bay  Company  in  the  abstraet,  still  I 
did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  reopen  questions 
affecting  the  company's  past  conduet  until 
it  had  an  opportunity  of  laying  its  qasa 
before  the  House,  and  until  such  ansvon 
as  could  be  given  to  the  charges  s^iould  be 
printed  and  circulated,  But  I  am  bound 
to  say,  having  waited  for  the  productioa  of 
these  papers,  and  read  most  carefully  the 
whole  of  those  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
table  in  the  course  of  last  month,  that  I 
do  perceive  in  all  the  answers  attempted  to 
be  given  a  generality  and  vagueness  in  the 
mode  of  defence  that  do  not  by  any  means 
carry  conviction  to  my  mind  as  respects 
many  of  the  charges,  although  I  have  the 
highest  respeot  for  Sir  John  Felly,  the 
chairman  of  the  company.  Some  of  the 
grossest  of  the  charges  were  admitted  bj 
the  chairman  himself;  and  irbat  priaci- 
pally  have  the  charges  been  9  Tbej  were 
charged  to  a  great  extent  with  having  not 
only  entirely  neglected  the  religious  iastropr 
tion  of  the  population  under  their  control, 
but  with  having  to  a  ccMrtiun  extent  encou- 
raged the  sale  and  consumption  of  spiritu- 
ous liquors  among  the  natives;  ai|d»  fur- 
ther, they  were  charged  with  having*  by 
shutting  out  all  other  tradem  ead  mev- 
chants  who  navigate  the  saas,  i|0i  qqI^ 
charged  whatever  price  they  pleased  for 
the  commodities  in  which  they  traded»  Vat 
with  being  in  the  practice  of  giving  a  most 
inadequate  and  unfair  payment  to  the  In- 
dians— ^far  below  the  value,  and  fisr  belmv 
what  was  paid  where  the  trade  was  <qpea 
and  not  suoject  to  monopoly — ttouk  wlieM 
they  obtain  their  artideo  of  eommeioe. 
Another,  and  a  veiy  grave  charge  wait 
that  not  only  had  cases  of  muraer  fir^ 
quently  occurred,  perpetrate4  by  tke  sev^ 
vaats  of  the  company  on  the  Indians,  but 
that,  contrary  to  law,  althouflh,  peiliapi» 
with  a  form  of.  trial,  two  or  wee  eases  of 
capital  executions  had  taken  plaee  witllip 
the  territory.     With  regard  to  the  iilfc 
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oharg^,  ill  ilui  JAfe  of  Tk^yim^  Simpion,  an 
agent  of  the  company,  publiAbed  in  1845, 
it  is  stated  that  in  the  establishments  on 
tb^  outskirts  of  Canada — parts  to  a  great 
eitant  wheve  eommeroe  waa  free,  and  the 
Indians  were  able  to  meet  a  fulr  market 
for  the  articles  they  procured — the  permar 
nent  prices  offered  Fere  from  two  to  ten- 
fold greater  than  where  the  trade  was  ex- 
elttsiTe.  I  will  not  refer  at  length  to  the 
papers,  but  they  do  not  give  a  satisfactory 
apawer  to  thia  charge.  Tbe  question  as 
to  the  sale  of  spirits  affects  the  iporal  con- 
ditioB,  a^d  indeed  the  very  existence,  of  the 
aberiginal  population;  and  this  is  confessed 
throughout  aft  the  papers  by  the  company, 
by  thoir  attompts  to  proye  that  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liqi|or9  4Qes  pot  exist,  and 
that  they  have  done  all  in  their  power  to 
suppress  it,  and  practioa)ly  that  to  a  mate- 
rial extent  it  is  suppressed.  The  ^ouse 
wUl  recoUeet  the  exertions  made  by  the 
late  Mr.  Wilberforoe  to  check  the  ^ale  of 
■pifits  among  the  aborigines  of  some  of 
our  eplonial  possessions;  and  it  was  found 
at  that  time  tbat  there  was  a  possibility  of 
cheeking  their  sale.  We  may  dismbs  from 
our  minds  the  apprehensions  sought  to  be 
excited  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  maintain  their  mo- 
nopoly if  we  would  preserve  a  control  over 
the  introduction  of  spirits  among  the  na- 
tives, and  prevent  their  becoming  wholly 
|S(Hrrupted  and  vitiated.  With  regard  to 
the  North  West  Company,  the  great  exer- 
tions promoted  by  Mr,  Wiloerforce  reduced 
the  oonsumptiott  from  50,000  to  10,000 
gallons  annually,  within  the  territories  un- 
der their  control;  and  will  anybodyattempt 
to  persuade  the  House  that  the  Hudson  s 
Bay  Company  had  not  the  means  of  check- 
ing this  evil  if  tjiey  were  inclined  to  do  so  ? 
The  Parliamentary  papers,  however,  show 
that  in  1 837  the  consumption  of  spirits  in 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company's  territories 
very  little  exceeded  3,000  gallons;  and  in 
1847»  only  ten  years  afterwards,  with  a 
difninishing  population  of  aborigines,  and 
the  n^mber  of  the  company's  servants  re- 
maining stationary,  the  consumption  in 
ihese  district^  had  increased  from  3,000  to 
9,600  gallops,  or  three  times  the  former 
apnuai  consumption.  But  when  the  com? 
pany  deny  these  things,  let  us  call  soipe 
of  their  own  servants  to  tell  us  theu*  ex- 
perience. They  are  in  the  habit  of  pro- 
curing their  subordinate  officers  from  the 
Orkney  Islands;  and  a  series  of  questions 
on  TlM^Qi|4  points  connected  w)tl^  the  (^Qja- 
{NKu'a  ti^niiaotiopft  WOre  put   tO  fiv«  of 


these  inen  who  had  left  their  service  and 
returned  home  to  the  Orkney  Islands.  Onf 
of  them  had  been  eight,  another  fifteen, 
two  others  eleven,  an4  tbe^  fifth  six  years 
in  the  company's  service.  This,  amongst 
other  questions,  was  put  to  them — 

**  Are  intoxioftting  liquors  mippU^d  in  any  pari 
of  the  country,  and  where  ?" 

The  answers  by  the  five  men  severallyi 
were — 

**  1.  Intozioating  liauors  were  supplied  to  tho 
Indians  at  all  the  places  where  I  was.  2.  AU 
but  the  Mandaa  Indians  weM  desireus  to  obtain 
into^oating  liquors,  and  the  campany  supply  them 
with  it  ireely.  8.  At  J;to)L  lUvev,  I  saw  spirits 
given  in  exchange  fQr  fiiTS.  4,  4t  Tork-^Or 
tory  and  at  Oxford-house.  5.  At  Norway-house 
only.  ?' 

Next,  with  regard  to  another  most  impor? 
tant  point,  they  were  charged  with  having, 
in  contravention  of  the  stipulations  in  theiv 
license  to  trade,  omitted  to  take  care  of 
the  religious  instruction  and  education  of 
the  natives  and  colonists.  I  shall  confipe 
myself  entirely,  in  any  instances  t)iat  I 
may  quote,  to  what  was  charged  as  having 
existed  within  very  recent  dates;  but  1^ 
must  be  borne  in  niind  that  very  gravQ 
charges  have  often  been  made  against  tho 
conipany  of  habitual  neglect  of  these  im- 
portant duties  at  all  other  times  than  those 
when  they  were  seeking  fbr  fresh  poweni 
or  new  privileges — that  the  mere  semblance 
was  put  on  of  attention  to  the  religious  in- 
struction of  the  population,  or  to  the  sup- 
pression of  the  me  of  spirits,  or  to  other 
circumstances — that  although  to  neglect 
these  duties  was  the  general  rule,  yet, 
strange  to  say,  the  exception  to  this  nor- 
mal course  of  neglect  was  made  precisely 
at  those  periods  when  the  company  ha^  to 
come  either  to  this  House  or  \o  the  Bxecu- 
tive  to  ask  fbr  enlarged  powers;  and  then, 
on  the  plea  of  their  attention  to  these  dp^ 
ties,  having  obtained  the  renewal  or  an  ipr 
crease  of  their  powerS|  they  again  reverted 
to  their  former  habits,  and  neglected  their 
duties.  Well,  Sir,  as  regards  the  neglect 
of  the  duties  of  attending  to  the  religious 
instruction  and  education  of  the  natives 
especially,  and  of  the  colonists  also,  I  re- 
gret to  say  I  must  now  reflect  in  a  certain 
degree  on  the  peouliar  line  that  Sir  John 
Pelly  has  taken  in  these  communications. 
In  one  of  the  papers  laid  on  the  table,  he 
distinctly  repuoiates  this  as  one  of  the  da- 
ties  of  the  company.  At  page  30,  ha 
says-r- 

"  The  Hudson's  Bay  Oompany,  when  they  re- 
eaived  a  lioense  of  exolusive  traide  from  Het  Ma- 
jesty** OoTiBranMat,  efit«M  into  no  eQgyt99m»a| 
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to  coDTert  the  heathen.  That  is  the  purpose  for 
which  missionary  societies  are  established,  and  it 
is  their  peculiar  province.  All  that  the  Company 
profess  to  do — and  that  is  no  unimportant  service 
—is  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  missionary,  and  to 
assist  him,  as  far  as  their  means  permit,  in  the 
prosecution  of  his  labours;  and  they  flatter  them- 
selves they  have  not  been  altogether  unsuccessful 
in  the  attainment  of  this  object." 

But  this  language,  repudiating  this  impor- 
tant duty,  is  sadly  at  variance  with  what 
he  has  himself  said  on  former  occasions, 
when  there  was  a  question  of  enlarged 
powers,  and  when  he  was  applying  for  pri- 
vileges that  were  subsequently  conferred. 
This  is  his  language  at  that  time  (1830)  to 
Lord  Glenelg,  at  page  68 : — 

"  By  the  report  of  Mr.  Simpson,  your  Lordship 
will  likewise  see  what  has  been  done  up  to  the 
present  time,  in  reference  to  the  native  popula- 
tion, in  accordance  with  the  benevolent  provi- 
sions contained  in  the  license  of  exclusive  trade 
under  which  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  conduct 
tiiat  part  of  their  business  situated  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  territories  they  hold  under  their 
charter." 

On  that  occasion,  therefore,  so  far  from 
repudiating  the  duty,  he  admits  it  to  he 
incumhent  on  the  company  hy  the  charter 
it  had  obtained.  And  this  is  not  all;  for, 
in  a  subsequent  paper,  he  also  admits  this 
to  be  an  imperative  duty.  Writing  a  let- 
ter to  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Colonies,  dated  the 
24th  of  October,  1846,  he  says—  [The 
noble  Lord  here  read  the  letter  in  question, 
which  was  to  the  effect  that  the  writer 
considered  it  would  be  a  superfluous  task 
to  enter  into  the  details  that  rendered  the 
colonisation  of  Vancouver's  Island  a  sub- 
ject of  great  importance.  He  would  only 
submit  whether  that  object,  embracing, 
as  he  trusted  it  would,  the  civilisation 
and  conversion  to  Christianity  of  the 
population,  might  not  be  best  attained 
through  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
The  noble  Lord  then  continued] —  So 
Sir  John  Pelly  submits  to  Lord  Grey 
whether  the  christianisation  and  civilisa- 
tion of  the  natives  may  not  be  most  satis- 
factorily achieved  by  that  company,  with 
respect  to  which  he  elsewhere  declares,  as 
the  chief  representative  of  that  corpora- 
tion, that  these  objects  form  no  part  of  its 
duties,  but  belong  exclusively  to  the  la- 
bours of  the  missionaries !  I  now  come 
to  the  further  point,  where  cases  of 
atrocity  are  charged  against  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company's  servants — where  they  are 
accused  of  having  inflicted  capital  punish- 
ment contrary  to  the  law.  1  find  amongst 
the  papers  in  this  book,  a  letter  addressed 
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by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Beaver  to  the  AborigineB' 
Society,  about  the  middle  of  the  sammer 
of  1836.  He  says— 

**  About  the  middle  of  the  summer,  1836,  and 
shortly  before  my  arrival  at  Fort  Vaneouver,  six 
Indians  were  wantonly  and  gratuitooBly  mur- 
dered by  a  party  of  trappers  and  aailora,  who 
landed  for  the  purpose  from  one  of  the  company's 
vessels,  on  the  coast  somewhere  between  the 
mouth  of  the  river  Columbia  and  the  eont&neB  of 
California.  Having  on  a  former  ooeasion  read 
tho  particulars  of  this  horrid  massacre  as  I  re- 
ceived them  from  an  eye-witness,  before  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Aborigines'  Society,  I  will  not  repeat 
them.  To  my  certain  knowledge,  the  ciroum- 
stance  was  brought  oi&oially  before  the  authori« 
ties  of  Vancouver,  by  whom  no  notice  was  taken 
of  it ;  and  the  same  party  of  trappers,  with  the 
same  leader,  one  of  the  most  infiunous  morderert 
of  a  murderous  fintemity,  is  annually  sent  to  the 
same  vicinity  to  perform  if  they  pleaae  other  equal- 
ly tragic  scenes.  God  alone  knows  how  many  red 
men's  lives  have  been  sacrificed  by  them  ainoe 
the  time  of  which  I  have  been  speaking.  lie 
also  knows  that  I  speak  the  conviction  of  my 
mind,  and  may  He  forgive  me  if  I  speak  unad- 
visedly, when  1  state  my  firm  belief  that  the  lifo 
of  an  Indian  was  never  yet,  by  a  trapper,  put  in 
competition  with  a  beaver's  skin  !  The  very  way 
in  which  the  aborigines  are  spoken  of  by  the 
trappers,  and  leaders  of  trapping  parties,  goes  &r 
to  prove  the  correctness  of  my  assertion.  '  Those 
d d,' '  those  rascally,' '  those  treaoherom  In- 
dians,' are  the  unmerited  appeUations  1^  which 
the  race  is  universally  designated." 

Since  writing  the  above,  he  adds  at  the 
end  of  his  communication — 

*'  I  have  learned  frt>m  good  authority,  that  in 
the  month  of  August,  1840,  an  Indian  was  banged 
near  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia  river,  and  aevml 
others  shot,  and  their  vilUge  set  on  fire  by  a  party 
in  the  employment  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
under  the  oonunand  of  Chief-fiMrtor  M'Lui^falin, 
who  led  them  frt>m  Fort  Vancouver,  thus  india- 
criminately  to  revenge  the  death  of  a  man  wfa» 
lost  his  lifo  in  an  affiay  whilst  curing  salnum.** 

I  do  not  know  what  reason  there  may  be 
for  it,  except  that  they  find  the  tesUmony 
is  adverse  to  them ;  but  though  the  evi- 
dence of  missionaries  and  of  thmr  own  ser- 
vants is  quoted,  we  find  their  statementa 
are  invariably  met  by  the  declaration  that 
they  are  unworthy  of  credit.  Although 
some  of  the  persons  are  actually  in  thwr 
own  service  at  this  moment,  we  find  the 
parties  are  declared  to  be  nnworthy  of 
credit.  Perhaps,  however,  Lientenant 
Chappell  may  be  considered  an  impartial 
witness.  He  (Lieutenant  Chappell),  in 
his  Voyage  to  Hudson^s  Bay  in  Eer 
Majesty's  ship  Rosamond^  makes  the 
following  statement  with  reepeei  to  the 
murder  of  an  Indian : — 

"  As  he  became  exceedingly  tnmUeeooM,  tht 
settlers  held  a  conference  as  to  the  moat  elifiUe 
mode  of  getting  rid  of  him ;  and  it  being  deoned 
good  policy  to  deter  the  nativea  ftum  ullarol^ 
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fenetBthf^mMng  an  example,  they  accoi'diDgl^ 
■hot  the  poor  maniac  in  cold  blood,  without  hay- 
ing given  themselves  the  trouble  to  ascertain 
whether  he  was  really  guilty  or  innocent." 

i^owy  Sir,  I  admit  that  those  instances  of 
barbarity  on  tbe  part  of  the  company's 
servants,  happening,  as  they  do,  in  a  large 
tract  of  wild  country,  may  occur  without 
blame  to  the  company  or  to  the  authorities 
in  that  country  or  here,  if  there  was  not 
an  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  company  or 
their  officers  to  deny  their  existence,  and, 
as  far  as  they  can,  to  shield  the  culprits. 
If,  instead  of  denying  them,  they  tried  to 
investigate  the  truth  of  the  charges,  and 
to  punish  the  guilty,  I  would  say  the 
charges  reflected  in  no  way  on  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  themselves.  I  should 
only  consider,  as  in  the  ease  of  a  private 
individual  under  similar  circumstances, 
that  they  laboured  under  the  misfortune  of 
being  served  by  iniquitous  servants,  and 
though  it  brought  discredit  on  them,  it 
could  amount  to  nothing  but  what  they 
might  easily  wash  out  by  punishing  the 
culprits ;  but  in  the  Parliamentary  papers, 
on  coming  to  the  statement  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  by  Sir  John  Pelly, 
I  find  the  assertion,  not  only  of  the  neces- 
sity, but  also  of  the  right,  to  execute  capi- 
tal punishment  on  those  who  infringe  the 
laws  in  that  district.  In  page  28  of  those 
papers,  I  find  this  statement : — 

"  The  acts  described  (at  page  13)  as  atrocious 
murders  were  merely  acts  done  in  self-defence  by 
a  party  of  the  company's  servants,  who  were 
wantoxdy  attacked  by  the  natives.  That  such 
was  the  real  character  of  these  acts,  Mr.  Beaver 
appears  to  have  had  some  suspicion,  from  his  hav- 
ing entered  a  caveat  against  the  plea  of  self- 
defence  being  used  to  justify  the  killing  of  a 
native." 

And  then  comes  what  is  most  important, 
and  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House : — 

"  The  hanging,  shooting,  and  burning  so  cir- 
cumstantially described  in  the  concluding  para- 
graph of  the  letter  alluded  to,  which  Mr.  Beaver 
states  from  good  authority  took  place  in  1840, 
when  stripped  of  exaggeration,  amounts  to  this, 
that  an  Indian  who  had  murdered  one  of  the 
company's  servants  while  asleep,  and  afterwards 
robbed  him,  was  given  to  him  by  his  chief,  brought 
to  trial,  found  guilty,  and  hanged,  after  confessing 
the  crime." 

If  that  took  place  where  a  proper  tribunal 
existed,  there  would  be  a  complete  defence, 
and  a  complete  answer  to.  the  charge  that 
has  been  made  ;  but  it  is  not  only  a  great 
dereliction  of  duty,  but  an  infringement  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament;  and  this,  let  it  be 
borne  in  mind,  admitted  by  the  chairman 
bf  the  company  himself,  in  a  letter  to  the 


Secretary  of  State*  In  page  33  of  those 
papers,  I  find  this  extract,  also  produced 
by  the  chairman  of  the  company  in  their 
defence.  It  is  taken  from  Commodore 
Wilkes*  Narrative  of  the  United  Statet 
Exploring  Expedition: — 

**  The  Indians  of  this  region  even  now  mak^ 
war  upon  each  other  on  the  most  trivial  occasion, 
and  for  the  most  part  to  satisfy  individual  re» 
venge.  The  Hudson's  Bay  Company's  ofBcers  pos- 
sess and  exert  a  most  salutary  influence,  endea- 
vouring to  preserve  peace  at  all  hazards.  It  is 
now  ^uite  safe  for  a  white  man  to  pass  in  any 
direction  through  the  part  of  the  country  where 
their  posts  are ;  and  in  case  of  accident  to  any 
white  settler,  a  war  party  is  at  once  organised, 
and  the  oflfender  is  hunted  up.  About  a  year  pre- 
vious to  our  arrival,  an  Indian  was  executed  at 
Astoria  for  the  murder  of  a  white  man,  whom  he 
had  found  asleep,  killed,  and  stolen  his  property. 
He  was  then  taken,  tried,  and  found  guilty,  and 
executed  in  the  presence  of  most  of  the  settlers." 

I  have  still  further  authority  on  this  mat* 
ter.  In  a  very  instructive  work,  published 
by  the  acting  governor,  I  think  he  is  called, 
of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Sir  George 
Simpson,  I  find  this  statement : — 

"  In  the  absence  of  any  other  means  of  obtain* 
ing  redress,  our  people  had  recourse  to  the  law  of 
Moses,  which,  after  the  loss  of  several  lives  on 
the  side  of  the  natives,  brought  the  savages  to 
their  senses,  while  the  steamer's  mysterious  and 
rapid  movements  speedily  completed  their  subju- 
gation. In  &ct,  whether  in  matters  of  life  and 
death  or  of  petty  thefts,  the  rule  of  retaliation  is 
the  only  standard  of  equity  which  the  tribes  on 
this  coast  are  capable  of  appreciating." 

I  confess  it  was  with  much  regret  I  found 
such  passages  in  Sir  George  Simpson's 
book,  justifying  to  a  great  extent  those 
charges  of  the  want  of  morality  and  feeling 
that  exist  amongst  the  company's  ser- 
vants. If  that  passage  could  be  gravely 
penned  by  Sir  George  Simpson,  I  fear  we 
may  believe  that  the  company's  servants 
act  in  the  way  it  is  stated.  I  will  now 
come  to  the  illegality  of  those  proceedings^ 
If  those  Indians,  or  any  other  of  the  inha« 
bitants,  committed  the  crime  of  murder^  it 
is  perfectly  right,  if  a  sufficient  tribunal 
existed  there,  that  they  should  be  triedi 
and  such  sentence  passed  on  them  as  the 
laws  of  the  country  allow.  But  I  find  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Statute  1  and  2  George 
IV.,  cap.  66,  clause  12,  that  although  the 
power  is  given  to  the  company's  magis<^ 
trates  to  adjudicate  upon  all  civil  cases 
under  2002. ;  yet  that  by  this  clause  all 
civil  cases  exceeding  2002. ,  and  all  criminal 
cases  whatever,  are  ordered  to  be  trans* 
ferred  from  this  territory  to  the  Canadian 
courts,  there  to  be  adjudicated  upon;  and 
will  it  be  believed  that  with  this  distinct 
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Act  of  Parliament  existing,  and  which  ia 
iLnown  to  exist — for  it  has  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany and  of  the  GoTemment,  and  it  is  in- 
tended to  repeal  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  constitute  within  the  territory  suffi- 
cient tribunals  to  deal  with  those  cases  as 
well  as  others — will  it,  I  say,  be  believed 
that  with  this  Act  existing,  the  chairman 
of  the  company,  addressing  the  Secretary 
of  State,  has  endeavoured  to  justify  the 
acts  that  have  taken  place  in  this  district, 
by  stating  that  those  parties  have  been 
executed  within  the  territory  for  the  crime 
of  murder  ?  This  provision  is  a  most  im- 
portant provision,  as  affecting  the  liberties 
and  lives  of  persons  resident  within  that 
great  and  extensive  district.  It  is  notori- 
ous that  this  provision  in  the  Act  has  been 
set  at  nought,  and  that  from  the  passing 
of  the  1  and  2  George  IV.  to  the  present 
time,  not  one  ease  has  been  transferred  to 
the  Canadian  courts.  I  have  referred  in- 
cidentally to  the  fact,  that  it  has  been  pro- 
mised by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Colopial  Office,  that  this  provision  qf  the 
Act  of  Parliament  shall  be  repealed,  and 
that  proper  tribunals  for  the  due  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  will  be  established  in 
those  districts.  That  pledge  having  been 
given,  and  the  hen.  Gentleman  opposite 
havinff,  in  answer  to  a  question  from  mv 
right  non.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  put  before  Easter,  as- 
sured us  that  this  Bill  would  be  brought  in 
before  Easter,  though  we  have  never  heard 
of  it  since — I  trust  I  may  conclude  the 
reason  is  this,  that  it  is  still  considered 
that  the  Question  of  the  colonisation  of 
Vancouver  s  Island  is  still  open.  If  my 
Motion  should  be  defeated,  or  the  result 
should  be  to  prove  the  invalidity  of  the 
charter  now  granted,  I  hope  that  in  either 
of  those  cases  the  Government  will  fulfil 
the  pledge  they  have  made;  and  though  a 
Bill  has  not  yet  been  introduced,  the  Ses- 
sion will  not  be  allowed  to  pass  without  its 
introduction,  and,  at  the  same  time,  that 
the  House  shall  have  a  fair  opportunity  of 
discussing  such  important  transactions. 
There  have  also  been  complaints  from  the 
colonists,  and  I  doubt  if  the  opinions  of  the 
colonists  do  not  bear  more  strongly  on  the 
question  before  the  House,  namely,  the 
fitness  of  the  company  to  colonise  Van* 
couver's  Island,  though  as  there  are  nu- 
merous natives  in  Vancouver's  Island, 
their  ti-eatment  is  also  an  important  cout 
aideration.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  that 
there  are  only  two  settlements  in  whioh  the 


inhabitants  eaa  be  by  any  meain  called  eo- 
lonists  in  this  district.  One  of  them  is  the 
Red  River  settlement,  which  was  not 
formed  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  discountenanced 
by  them  in  every  way,  and  they  have  shown 
little  favour  to  it,  either  in  the  way  of  en- 
couraging fresh  emigration  to  it,  or  by 
giving  to  the  persons  already  establish^ 
there  such  rights  and  privileges  as  would 
make  them  free,  independent,  aud  com- 
fortable settlers  on  the  British  soil.  Veiy 
serious  charges  have  been  made,  proving, 
if  the  case  be  substantiated,  that  it  is  per- 
fectly impossible  that  the  colonists  in  that 
settlement  can  live  in  any  degree  of  secu- 
ritv — I  mean  security  as  regards  their  pro- 
pertv  under  such  a  system.  I  allude,  in 
the  first  place,  to  the  charge  that  ia  made. 
that  this  company,  having  the  exclusive 
right  of  trading  over  this  district,  and  of 
preventing  the  influx  or  efflux  of  any  goods 
except  in  their  own  shins,  or,  perhaps  more 
correctly  speaking,  I  should  say,  except  in 
their  annual  ship,  they  charge  to  those  co- 
lonists such  enormous  freights  that  they 
prevent  the  possibilitv  of  anything  like  a 
fair  trade  bemg  earned  on  m  those  colo- 
nies, increasing  to  a  frightfiil  extent  the 
evils  that  are  inherent  in  their  i^tem  of 
monopoly,  I  spoke  just  now  of  tiieir  an- 
nual ship,  but  I  am  not  sqre  whether  the 
annual  ship  has  not  been  multiplied  into 
two  ships;  but  it  is  only  allowed,  I  be- 
lieve, to  those  unhappy  co^onista  to  tmde 
once  a  year,  and  persons  ^xnij  who  are 
licensed  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Oompany 
can  carry  on  a  trade  tiiroagh  the  in- 
strumentality of  their  ships  or  agents  at 
all.  Then  there  is  another  most  import 
tapt  complaint  made  by  those  settlers,  i^d 
que  thi^t  hf^  an  especial  )>earii|ff  ou  ikud 
colonisation  of  Vancouver's  Islana.  I  re- 
gret to  see  the  departure  of  the  hem.  and 
learned  Gentleqiian  the  Attom^T  Oeii^niL 
for  I  saw  him  t^ke  some  no^  of  a  part  ot 
my  statemept.  He  having  notes  not  im- 
mediately affecting  the  1^^  qneatimi,  I 
would  be  anxious  to  draw  his  attention  to 
this  particular  p^rt  of  the  oaae^  {  fiqd  i^ 
page  45  of  the  papers-rthe  liiat  ]Ml*eif 
presented,  a  copy  of  the  land  deed,  wfaiok 
QYery  colonist  of  the  Red  River  ia  oUjged 
to  sign  before  he  can  enter  into  ponaossion- 
I  wiU  not  go  through  the  whole  of  it,  IhH 
really  I  think  in  these  days  ef  enlif^isib 
ment  upon  subjects  afieoting  the  tenure  of 
land,  and  the  relations  of  the  gof^men 
and  the  gov«ned,  I  luiva  m  right  to  ee«H 
plain  of  this  iniqmtooa  doooBMiil.    I  aliall 
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not  go  tfirougk  details,  but  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gendeman  to  read  it  over, 
and  J  shall  be  ready  to  abide  by  bis  ppin- 
ion.  If  be  will  show  me  that  this  is  a 
document  that  any  person  in  any  country 
is  justified  in  calling  upon  a  settler  to  sign 
for  the  privilege  of  holding  the  land  he  has 
bought  in  the  eolony,  I  will  ^t  once  waive 
the  whole  question.  I  am  sure  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  opinion  will 
be,  ihat  this  land  deed  ought  to  be  can- 
celled at  once,  and  the  persons  who  may  be 
deluded  to  go  to  Vancouver's  Island  should 
not  be  bound  by  such  a  document.  It 
treats  the  persons  who  hold  land  under  the 
company  as  mere  serfs  and  slaves,  even 
more  so  than  the  unfortunate  Indians,  who 
are  affected  by  their  regulations  as  regards 
trade;  and  while  even  this  single  charge 
remains  unanswered — and  answered  it  can- 
not be,  for  here  is  the  document — it  is 
enough  to  prove  that  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  in  its  essence  and  by  its  consti- 
tution, is  utterly  unfitted  to  be  entrusted 
with  any  operation  of  colonisation.  Now, 
with  regard  to  trade,  I  will  revert  for  one 
moment  to  that  part  of  the  subject  to  see 
how  the  parties  have  been  treated  who 
dissented  from  the  arbitrary  regulations  of 
the  Gompaiiy.  Unless  my  memory  fails 
me,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  on  a  former  occa- 
sion read  a  letter  addressed  by  the  agent 
of  the  company  to  Mr.  James  Simpson. 
Mr.  James  Simpson  having  made  use  of 
the  unhappy  annual  ship,  complained  of 
the  exorbitant  demands  of  the  company; 
and,  finding  that  his  complaint  and  the 
complaints  of  his  brother  settlers  were  not 
attended  to,  he  had  the  boldness  to  com- 

tlain  to  that  tribunal  to  which  he  thought 
e  had  a  right  to  appeal,  namely,   the 
Exeputive  of  this  country.     The  conse- 

Suenoe  was,  that  this  respectable  gen- 
ieman,  as  I  am  told  he  is,  received  a 
letter  ^om  the  agent  of  the  company,  in- 
foiming  him  in  curt  and  dry  terms,  that 
no  goods  should  again  be  shipped  on  his 
•ocount.  I  ask,  will  this  House  tolerate 
that  a  system  of  monopoly  should  be  ex- 
ercised in  such  an  arbitrary  way,  utterly 
destroying  the  trade  and  property  of  those 
living  under  this  company,  or  that  the  fact 
of  making  an  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  an  inquiry  into  an  accusation 
made  by  a  settler  should  be  punished  in 
this  way  ?  No  other  reason  can  be  as- 
signed— no  other  reason  has  been  assigned 
frribr  debarring  him  from  the  use  of  the 
oai^pany's  ship.     There  is  another  com- 


plaiat  that  cimies  more  home  to  the  fe«l<* 
ings  of  Englishmen.  It  seems  the  com- 
pany elaim  a  right-^I  will  not  say  a  right, 
for  no  such  right  can  exist— rthey  claini 
the  privilege  of  an  arbitrary,  and,  as  I 
maintain,  an  illegal  taxation.  Recollect 
that  the  state  in  which  the  Red  River  set* 
tiers  are  kept  is  the  state  to  which  you  are 
about  to  commit  those  who,  if  they  are  so 
unwise  as  to  go  there  at  all,  will  be  the 
colonists  of  Vancouver's  Island.  I  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ^hake  his 
head,  and  probably  that  has  reference  to 
the  free  constitution  granted  to  them) 
but  can  I  better  show,  than  by  referring 
to  the  Red  River  settlers,  what  the  cpi^t 
dition  of  the  settlers  of  Vapcouvor's  Jsr 
land  is  likely  to  be  ?  And  I  cannot  bet* 
ter  show  what  the  condition  of  the  Red 
Oliver  settlers  is  than  by  reading  a  passage 
from  a  work  published  by  one  of  the  com-r 
papy's  own  seryftpts,  to  whom  I  have  ali 
ready  referred.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
discard  all  evidence  which  may  be  doubted, 
and  to  cite  as  much  as  possible  thQ  evi^ 
dence  of  those  connected  with  the  popipany, 
I  take  this  extract  from  the  life  of  liUr. 
Thomas  Simpson,  and  this  is  a  letter  ad* 
dressed  to  his  brother.     He  says — 

**  Tou  osn  have  nq  idei^  of  tbe  curious  positiop 
the  compapy  holds  here.  The  ^nd  of  the  oolouy 
and  the  right  of  the  governipent  is  Lord  Selkir^% 
l)y  grant  p-om  the  company,  ^nd  until  182Q,  the 
executors  of  the  late  |larl  had  a  separate  tstahlish- 
raent,  with  a  governQr  of  their  own ;  but  sino^i 
theq,  their  affairs  hi^ve  been  managed  exclusively 
by  the  Hudspp's  Bay  Company;  the  llpdvpn'ji 
Bay  factor  has  beep  tb^ir  governor,  an4  the  Hpdt 
son'f  Bay  fort  their  place  of  business ;  but  thejr 
sell  the  land  at  12<.  wi.  per  acre,  and  pocket  the 
nioney — a  veiy  cheap  and  conveniepi}  mflthq4»  yoQ 
will  say.  It  is  true  they  keep  about  a  soor«  o| 
policemen  in  pay  \  but  this  force  is  a  mere  nopep* 
tity,  and  the  ^udiop's  Bay  Cprnpany  b^ve  yirf 
tually  to  act  m  judge,  jury^  imd  gapler  in  ^if 
Lor<lfll^ip'B  colony.  The;  only  gpod  thing  I  see  ip 
the  piatter  is,  that  they  give  me  a  ^^Jary  of  2fi|, 
for  keeping  their  «BCoupt8." 
When  this  question  was  under  discussion 
before,  and  when  in  the  course  of  last  Ses- 
sion I  asked  p  question  of  the  noble  Lor4 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  of  the 
hon.  Qentlempn  opposite,  I  was  told  that, 
as  regards  the  charges  made  against  the 
company,  the  whole  investigption  of  thep| 
had  beep  referred  to  my  noble  Friend  tb^ 
Goyernqr  General  qf  Canada ;  apd  it  wa^ 
subsequently  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  I  believe  in  his  speech  in  August 
last,  that  a  further  reierence  had  beep 
made  to  the  deputy  governor  of  the  cqp^-* 
pany  at  l^he  Red  River  settlement.  Well| 
Sir*  that  r^ferenoe  was   made  to  L<m 
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Elgin;  and  I  must  say  that  Lord  Elgin 
Laving,  as  ho  was  sere  to  do,  devoted 
OS  much  attention  as  be  could  to  the  sub- 
ject, lias  ^^en»  as  he  was  also  sure  to 
do,  a  very  fair  and  impartial  statement  of 
the  impressions  he  has  received  from  those 
with  whom  be  conversed*  In  order  not  to 
be  quoting  unfairly,  with  the  permission  of 
tbe  House,  I  will  quote*  in  the  first  in- 
stance,  those  passages  of  Lord  Elgin's  re- 
ply,  in  wbicb  he  exculpates  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  :■ — 

*'  1  have  had  the  honour  to  receive  your  de- 
pptch  of  the  30th  Murch,  covwing  the  copy  of  a 
further  letter  from  Mr.  labia  tor,  on  the  Bubject  of 
certain  allogationa  of  hardship  and  mal admin im- 
tration  preferred  againat  the  Hudson's  Bay  Cora* 
pany*  and  referring  me  to  your  despatch,  No,  79, 
of  Juno,  1847,  in  which  you  instructed  me  to 
adopt  such  measures  &»  might  bo  practicable  for 
Instituting  a.n  examination  into  theses  chargea. 
The  subject  of  these  communications  has  not  faikd 
to  enga^fe  my  attention  ;  but  the  territory  in  ques- 
tion is  80  distant,  so  little  iiiteroourse  takes  place 
between  it  and  Canada,  and  the  jurisdiotion  of  the 
company  is  so  peculiar,  that  It  Is  by  no  means 
easy  for  mo  to  obtain  so  perfect  a  knowledge  of 
their  proceedings  as  would  enable  me  to  furnish 
such  a  reiMirt  as  your  Lordship  requires.  3.  I 
am  boimd,  however,  to  state  that  the  result  of  the 
inqtiiriea  which  1  have  hitherto  made  t»  higlily 
favourable  to  the  company,  and  that  it  has  left  on 
my  mind  the  impression  that  the  authority  which 
they  exercise  over  the  vast  and  inhospitable  region 
Bubjcct  to  their  jurisdiction  is,  ou  the  whole,  very 
advantageous  to  tho  Indians.  From  Colonel 
Croflon  [I  beg  to  call  attention  to  thia  uatnQ,  for 
I  shall  have  to  comment  upon  Colonel  Crofton'a 
statement  presently],  who  resided  for  a  consider- 
able period  at  Red  River,  in  command  of  a  detach- 
ment of  troops ^  I  derived  much  valuable  informa- 
tion with  respeot  to  their  nystera  of  admin  is  tra- 
tion-  More  especially,  it  would  appear  to  be  a 
settled  principle  of  their  policy  to  diacountenanco 
the  use  of  ardent  spirits.  It  is,  indeed,  posisible 
that  tho  progi'ess  of  tho  Indians  towards  civilisa- 
tion may  not  corrcBpond  with  the  expeetationa  of 
some  of  those  who  are  interested  in  their  welfare. 
But  disappointmenta  of  this  nature  are  experi- 
enced, I  fear^  in  other  c|uarters  as  well  as  in  tho 
territories  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company ;  and 
persons  to  whom  the  trading  privileges  of  the 
company  are  obnoxious  may  be  tempted  to  ascribe 
to  their  rule  the  existonce  of  evils  which  it  is  al- 
together beyond  their  power  to  remedy.  There  is 
too  much  reason  to  fear,  tliat  if  tho  trade  were 
thrown  o|ven,  and  the  Indians  left  to  the  mercy  of 
the  adventurer*  who  might  chaneo  to  engage  in 
it,  their  condition  would  be  grt^atly  deteriorated. 
3.  At  the  aaiue  time  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  a  jurisdiction  so  extensive  and  peculiar,  ex- 
ercised by  British  subjects  at  such  a  distance,  and 
so  far  beyond  the  control  of  public  opinion,  should 
bo  80  entirely  removed  from  the  surveillanee  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  evil  arisitig 
from  this  state  of  things  is  forcibly  illustrated  in 
tbe  present  in  stance  by  the  difQeulty  which  I  ex- 
perienee  in  obtaining  materials  for  a  full  and  satis- 
factory report  on  the  charges  which  your  Lordship 
bai  referred  to  mei     It  were  very  dosirable,  if 


abuses  do  exist,  that  Government  possessed  tho 
means  of  probing  tbem  to  the  bottom;  and,  on  tho 
other  hand,  it  seems  to  be  Imrd  on  the  company, 
if  the  imputations  cast  upon  thom  be  unfounded, 
that  Government,  which  undertakes  the  investiga- 
tion, should  not  have  tho  power  of  acquitting  them 
on  testimony  more  unexceptionable  than  any 
which  is  at  present  procurable/* 

Now,  I  think.  Sir,  as  regards  tbe  answer 
of  Lord  Elgin,  I  may  fairly  say  that  every 
accusation  made  against  tbe  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  stands  now  in  reality  as  it  stood 
before,  witb  this  additional  circums lance, 
that  the  result  of  Lord  Elgin  *s  inquiry,  and 
his  own  observation  in  a  contiguous  coun- 
try, has  been  this  conclusion,  that  unlimited 
and  arbitrary  power  is  mischievous,  and 
that  it  would  be  desirable  that  the  Govern- 
ment and  Legislature  of  this  country  should 
have  a  more  wholesome  control  over  it,  and, 
above  all,  that  the  cheek  of  public  opinion 
flbould  he  introduced — a  ebeck  which  at 
present  is  totally  excluded  by  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company.  Another  officer,  to  whose 
opinion  reference  is  made,  is  Mjijor  Cald* 
well  I  am  not  going  to  complaui,  under 
the  circumstances  represented  by  Lord 
Elgin,  as  to  the  extreme  difficulty  of  ob- 
taining information,  that  he  resorted  to 
Major  Caldwell  or  the  other  parties  to  whom 
he  bad  referred — they  were  perhaps  the 
most  impartial  persons  to  whom  he  could 
refer  without  issuing  a  commission;  but  at 
tbe  same  time  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  Major  Caldwell  is  an  officer  of  the  com- 
pany, and  holds  an  important  situation 
under  them.  However,  as  regards  him^ 
we  stand  in  this  peculiar  position  at  tbe 
present  moment.  It  was  stated  by  tbe 
lion.  Gentleman  last  year,  that  reference 
was  made  to  Major  Caldwell ;  but  Major 
Cald wells  report  does  not  appear  on 
tho  table.  On  the  contrary,  Lord  Grey 
says  ho  does  not  think  it  necessary  to 
wait  for  the  answer  of  Major  CaldwelL 
I  regret  tbat  has  been  bis  detem>ina- 
lion;  hut  at  the  same  time  I  feel  tbat, 
placed  in  the  particular  situation  Major 
Caldwell  was,  it  mfiy  be  fairer  to  bim,  as 
an  individual,  that  no  such  report  should 
be  demanded  of  him,  or  tbat  no  such  re- 
port implicating  his  employers  should  be 
made  by  him.  Lord  Grey  had  determined 
not  to  wait  for  Major  C  aid  well's  report; 
but  application  had  been  also  made  to  two 
niUitary  officers  who  were  quartered  with  a 
small  body  of  troops  at  tbe  lied  River  set- 
tlement, under  the  arrangements  made 
when  the  Oregon  treaty  was  under  discus- 
sion. The  officers  are  Major  Griffiths  and 
Colonel  CroftoUp  and  I  can  have  no  objec* 
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tion  to  urge  against  those  gallant  gentle- 
men. They  are  British  officers,  and  are, 
no  douht,  honourable  men;  and  I  will  not 
follow  the  example  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  and  impute  interested  motives 
to  every  witness  whose  testimony  does  not 
tally  with  my  own  opinions.  I  will  not 
refer  to  the  circumstances  in  which  those 
gallant  gentlemen  were  placed,  because  I 
do  not  think  they  tend  to  impugn  their 
testimony  beyond  showing  that  they  had 
not  the  means  of  giving  accurate  informa- 
tion. I  understand  that  one  of  them  is  a 
member  of  the  council  under  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  and  the  other  is  said  to 
have  aspired  to  a  more  intimate  connexion 
with  the  company;  hut  I  am  ready  to  take 
their  reports  precisely  as  they  are  present- 
ed. I  will  gladly  take  their  evidence — I 
mean  their  personal  testimony;  but  as  to 
their  hearsay  evidence,  it  is  of  no  more  im- 
portance coming  from  them  than  if  it  came 
from  the  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  or 
any  other  Gentleman.  Be  it  always  borne 
in  mind  what  were  the  means  of  forming 
an  opinion  which  those  gentlemen  had. 
They  were  quartered  on  the  mere  out- 
skirts of  this  vast  territory,  consisting  of 
4,000,000  square  miles — ^larger  than  the 
whole  of  Europe;  and  will  any  one  pretend 
to  say  that  a  military  officer  quartered  for  a 
short  time  on  the  outskirts  of  this  enor- 
mous continent,  could  he  able  to  form  an 
accurate  opinion  with  regard  to  charges 
which  extend  not  only  over  the  whole  ter- 
ritorial possessions  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  but  over  those  districts  west- 
ward of  the  Rocky  Mountains  in  which 
they  have  the  exclusive  privilege  of  trade. 
In  page  102,  1  find  that  Colonel  Crofton 
says — 

"  I  can  most  distinctly  pronounce  this  charge 
to  he  utterly  false  [that  is,  the  charge  of  giving 
spirits].  Spirits  have  not,  for  some  years,  been 
sold  or  given  to  Indians,  and  Tery  heavy  fines  are 
infiicted  even  for  the  very  slightest  deviation 
from  the  rigid  regulations  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  forbidding  spirits  in  any  form  and 
any  pretence,  to  be  sold  or  given  to  In- 
dians. Indeed,  the  more  certainly  to  secure 
the  observance  of  these  regulations  in  distant 
districts,  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  deny 
their  officers,  and  all  under  them,  a  supply  of 
spirits  for  their  own  use,  and  even  the  Scotch 
settlers  at  Red  River  are  prohibited  from  distil- 
ling or  importing  spirits  ;  and  the  issue  of  spirits 
from  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company's  stores  is  re- 
stricted to  a  very  small  quantity  annually  at 
Christmas,  or  on  the  occasion  of  marriages,  issued 
M  *  regal.' " 

This  is  Major  Griffiths*  answer  with  re- 
spect to  the  same  charge.  Major  Griffiths 
says — 


**  The  eompany  bad,  in  a  very  liberal,  but  al- 
though perhaps  mistaken  spirit,  permitted  somet 
of  those  very  grumblers  to  import  spirits  into  the 
colony  from  America,  a  system  which  had  a  most 
pernicious  effect  during  the  stay  of  Her  Majesty's 
troops  at  the  station,  and  which  I  assisted  in 
getting  repealed,  in  my  place  in  council,  previous 
to  our  departure." 

Both  these  gentlemen,  attempting  to  de- 
fend the  company,  contradict  each  other; 
and  both  of  them,  to  a  material  extent, 
prove  the  charges  which  they  were  mutu-% 
ally  attempting  to  deny.  Now,  having 
shown  how  much  these  gentlemen  are  at 
variance  with  each  other,  let  me  show  how 
much  they  are  at  variance  with  the  com* 
pany  itself.  At  page  24, 1  find  this  state- 
ment made  on  behalf  of  the  company  : — 

**  At  a  few  of  the  company's  posts  near  Red 
River,  small  quantities  of  spirits  are  ocoasionallji 
given  as  presents  to  the  natives  who  frequent  thos^ 
posts." 

Major  Griffiths  having  expressly  said  that 
they  forbade  the  use  of  spirits  altogether, 
the  company,  on  the  other  hand,  stating 
that  they  gave  them  as  presents.  They  ga 
on  to  say — 

**  The  company  have  been  compelled  to  adopt 
this  expedient  in  self-defence,  there  being  no  alter- 
native but  to  surrender  the  trade  in  that  quarter 
entirely  to  American  interlopers  and  their  con- 
federates— the  leaders  of  the  half-breeds  at  Red 
River  settlement,  who  barter  spirits  for  furs  in 
their  clandestine  dealings  with  the  natives.  This 
is  an  example  of  the  eflfects  of  competition,  and  it 
may  serve  to  convey  an  idea,  though  a  very  im- 
perfect one,  of  what  would  result  were  the  whole 
of  the  company's  territories  equally  accessible  to 
adventurers  of  every  description,  having  no  stake 
in  the  country,  and  outbidding  one  another  in  the 
scramble  for  furs.  Rum  would  become  the  uni- 
versal medium  of  exchange  with  the  natives,  and 
the  most  liberal  distributor  would  carry  off  the 
prixe." 

Another  grave  charge  which  has  been 
made  against  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
is,  that  from  circumstances  more  or  less 
under  the  control  of  that  company,  the  ah* 
original  population  had  greatly  decreased. 
This  charge  is  contained  in  a  statement 
made  by  one  of  the  American  missionaries^ 
W.  Parker,  whose  name  is  well  known  to 
persons  who  have  taken  any  interest  in  this 
subject.  Ho  states  that  ho  had  found  the 
Indian  population  in  the  lower  countries  to 
be  much  less  than  he  expected  to  have 
found  them;  and  he  states  that  in  his 
opinion  the  decrease  of  the  population  is 
mainly  to  be  attributed  to  the  excessive 
use  of  ardent  spirits.  Major  Griffiths,  in 
dealing  with  this  subject,  says  : — 

"So  fiir  from  extermination  of  the  Indians 
going  on,  I  am  able  to  state  that  the  contrary  is 
the.  truth.    I  saw  at  Red  River  a  census  of  tbo 
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IndUm  tribes,  taken  at  Beteral  t>enod8,  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  regulating  the  supply  of  goods  for  their 
use  from  England,  and  I  noticed  that  the  tribes 
have  gradually  been  increasing  since  the  union  of 
the  North-West  with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
and  since  the  rigid  prohibition  placed  on  the  sale 
or  barter  of  spirits/' 

But  here  is  a  proof  of  the  utter  valueless- 
ness  of  the  testimonj  of  this  gentleman. 
He  has  evidently  written,  in  this  instance, 
of  what  he  knew  nothing  about  He  has 
argued  from  certdn  statistical  tables  shown 
him  at  the  Red  River  settlement,  and  he 
has  endeavoured  to  prove  that  because  the 
census  seen  by  him  at  that  settlement  of 
the  population,  as  shown  upon  the  trading 
lists  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company, 
showed  a  greater  number  of  individuals 
with  whom  the  company  traded  than  be- 
fore the  union  of  the  North-western  pro- 
vince, therefore  the  population  has  in- 
creased. I  admit  that  primd  facie  there 
is  some  ground  for  such  a  conclusion.  But 
what  are  the  real  facts  of  the  case  ?  Since 
the  union  of  the  North-west  province,  the 
dormant  energies  of  vast  masses  of  the 
people  have  been  awakened,  new  districts 
have  been  opened  up,  and  whole  tribes, 
whose  names  were  not  even  known  before, 
have  been  brought  into  contact  with  the 
company,  and  are  placed  upon  their  trad- 
ing list.  In  some  papers  laid  upon  the 
table  of  this  House,  from  the  Colonial 
Office,  at  the  beginning  of  the  present 
Session,  there  would  be  found  a  list  of 
native  tribes,  one-half  at  least  of  the  popu- 
lation of  which  was  utterly  unknown  to 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  at  the  time  to 
which  Colonel  Crofton  referred.  I  am 
also  prepared  to  show  from  the  document 
from  which  that  gentleman  took  his  argu- 
ment, that  the  number  of  tribes  with  whom 
trade  is  carried  on,  has  been  at  least 
doubled  since  the  union  of  the  North- 
western province.  Another  charge  which 
has  been  made  against  the  company  is  the 
great  want  of  the  means  of  religious  in- 
struction afforded  by  the  company  to  the 
inhabitants  of  their  territory.  How  does 
Colonel  Crofton  deal  with  that  part  of  the 
case  ?  He  makes  a  bold  statement,  like 
some  others  contained  in  his  replies.  He 
says — 

"  The  fullest  refutation  of  this  charge  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact,  which  I  here  attest,  that  in  Red 
Hivcr  Colony  there  is  a  large  and  most  flourishing 
settlement  of  Protestant  converted  Indians,  and 
very  m.iny  converts  also  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  at  Red  River  Colony,  at  White  Horse 
Plains,  and  at  the  Wabasinung  missions.  I  would 
refer  to  the  published  visit  of  the  Bishop  of  Mon- 
treal, which  was  printed  in  1846,  for  ample  testi- 


mony to  the  ezertiont  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany fbr  the  christianisation  of  the  Indians.  The 
missions  at  Red  River,  Norway  liouse,  Beaver 
Creek,  Brandon  House.  Cumberland,  Ac.,  afford 
proof  that  the  Httdson^B  Bay  Company  is  not  in- 
attentive to  the  religious  wants  of  the  tsrritory.'* 

Major  GrifBths  is  still  mofe  bold  in  his 
statement.     He  says — 

"This  charffe  is  most  unfounded.  The  com- 
pany have  religious  establishments.  Catholic  as 
well  as  Protestant,  presided  over  \ij  bishops  and 
other  clergymen,  in  every  part  6i  their  Tssfe 
territories." 

Why,  really  one  would  betiere,  from  the 
statements  of  these  gentlemen,  that  there 
were  wealthy  church  efetablishments  exist- 
ing throughout  the  whole  of  the  territoiy 
of  the  company,  and  that  we  found  there 
numerous  ministers  of  all  denominations^ 
Protestants,  Catholics,  and  Dissenters. 
The  monstrous  absurdity  of  such  a  state- 
ment was  sufficient  to  refute  itself.  Colonel 
Crofton  said  he  would  refer  to  the  pub- 
lished visit  of  the  Bishop  of  Montreal. 
I  will  do  BO  too.  I  find,  then,  in  the 
Bishop  of  Montreal's  charge,  at  page  163, 
this  statement : — 

*'  I  am  as  much  convinced  that  it  is  the  duty  <^ 
the  English  Government  to  plant  and  perpstoato 
the  Church,  according  to  her  ftdl  organisation, 
and  to  provide  standing  institutions  iSr  training 
a  local  body  of  clergy  in  the  distant  dominions  of 
the  empire,  as  that  it  is  the  duty  of  a  fiither  to 
see  to  the  religious  interests  of  his  fiunily ;  and 
whatever  may  be  the  issue  of  the  Oregon  boundary 
question,  there  is  a  large  acooontiUiUity  of  this 
kind  in  the  region  for  which  I  am  j^eading. 
There  is  not  one  clergyman  of  the  Chureh  of 
England  on  the  further  side  of  the  Booky  Moun- 
tains." 

[Mr.  Ha  WES :  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  cheers  too  soon,  fie 
seems  to  imagine  that  because  there 
are  none  on  the  other  side  of  the  Bdoky 
Mountains,  that  there  may  be  some  scat- 
tered oyer  the  other  portions  of  the  teiri* 
tory  of  the  company.  He  will  see  that 
he  is  mistaken  in  that  supposition.  That 
is  a  district  over  which  the  company  haye 
exclusive  rights  of  trade,  but  no  ierritorial 
rights  of  possession.  We  now  come  to 
the  district  over  which  they  have  territorial 
possession.  I  still  ouote  from  the  Biahop 
of  Montreal's  journal : — 

«  The  Hudson's  Bay  Company  did  a*  one  tima 
maintain  a  chaplain  at  Fort  YanMnivwi  Mm/ 
have  ceased  to  do  so.  Within  their  own  p^opv 
territories  they  have  one,  nuseiy,  at  the  Bsd 
River,  so  that  in  Hudson's  Bay  itself  tkiM  la 
none." 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  Biahop  of 
Montreal  on  the  subject,  and  that  is  the 
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Btatemeiit  wUch  Colotiel  Cfoftoti  quoted 
in  his  Atiswer  to  this  complaint  made 
against  the  company,  as  giving  ample 
testimony  to  the  exertions  of  the  Hudson 'e 
Bay  Companj  for  the  ohristianisation  of 
the  Indians.  It  may,  perhaps,  he  said 
that  I'eligtous  indtructiob  is  not  necessaHly 
and  solely  confined  to  the  Established 
Church*  I  regret  that  the  Church  of 
England  has  not  had  facilities  given  to  it 
by  the  Cotnpany  for  s^ffording  religious  iti^ 
siruction  to  the  natives;  but  t  shoulcl  still 
r^oice  to  hear  that,  in  default  of  their 
exertions^  the  Wesleyans  or  any  other 
religiotiB  bddy  hiul  been  enabled  to  afford 
religious  instruction  to  the  natives.  But 
such  is  Uot  the  case.  What  is  the  state* 
ment  of  that  exemplary  body^— the  Wes- 
leyans-^ who  send  their  missionltries  to 
every  part  of  the  world,  and  who  are  Hot 
easily  deterred  by  the  hardships  or  oppo> 
sition  which  aliy  body  of  men  may  place 
in  their  way  ?  rlow  Inany  Wesleyan  mis> 
sionaries  are  there  in  the  whole  of  this 
company's  territories  ?  In  the  year  1843 
there  were  six  Wesleyan  missionaries  in 
the  whole  of  the  territory  of  the  company; 
from  1844  to  1846  the  number  had  been 
reduced  to  five;  in  1847  there  were  four; 
in  1848  only  three)  and  at  the  present 
moment  they  were  reduced  to  two;  and  one 
of  these  is  an  Indian  assistant  missionary. 
So  that  there  is  only,  in  fact,  one  regular 
Wesleyan  missionary  in  the  whole  of  the 
territory  of  the  company.  There  is  one 
clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
one  Wesleyan  missionary  throughout  the 
whole  of  this  enormous  continent !  With 
regard  to  the  state  of  education,  I  will 
quote  a  work  of  the  actitig  governor  of 
the  colony.  Sir  George  Simpson's  account 
of  his  Journey  round  the  World*  At  page 
64  of  that  work,  I  find  these  words  i — 

"  The  charges  of  religion  are  defrayed  partly 
by  the  Hndeen's  Bay  Company  and  partly  by  the 
Church  Misaionary  Society,  the  flocks  neither 
paying  their  tithes  nor  wholly  maintaining  the 
sacred  &brics.  As  to  the  charges  of  education, 
four-flfths  of  them  fkU  on  the  pious  and  charitable 
assoelations,  while  the  remaining  fifth  is  borne" — 

by  whom  ? — not  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, but— 

"by  rack  indiridual  parents  as  kte  abl6  and 
willing  to  spare  Ids.  a  year  for  the  moral  and 
intellectual  culture  of  a  child/* 

So  that  in  the  whole  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
territory  I  have  the  evidence,  from  the 
mouths  of  the  most  unexceptionable  wit- 
nesses, that  there  is  one  Church  and  one 
WesleyAn  missionary;  and  with  respect  to 
Mlnoftlioiii  not  one  farthing  is  paid  by  the 


company,  iw  I  have  shown  from  the  tes- 
timony of  Sir  George  Simpson.  Another 
charge  which  has  been  made  against  the 
compaUy  is  the  unjust  forfeiture  of  the 
natives'  property.  At  page  102,  I  find 
Colonel  Crofton  makes  this  statement  upoH 
that  subject : — 

**  I  hare  knoWn  occasional  instandei  df  IhdilMn 
and  half-breeds  who  have  smugffled  ftiTs  procured 
in  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company^s  territory  aeress 
the  frontier  line,  and  bartered  them  with  Ameri- 
cans for  goods  conveyed  from  the  United  States. 
These  men,  when  detected,  are  deprived  of  the  - 
furs,  wliieh  ar6  ibH^ited^  and  in  som«  instances  ef 
half-breeds  at  Red  River,  have  been  flned  for 
breach  of  the  laws.  All  are  fully  aware  that  they 
become  delinquents  by  selling  furs  to  the  Ameri- 
cans, and  therefore  nev^  dreatn  bf  seeking  pr<>- 
tection  f^tn  law  fbr  Aets  which  they  kll  know  i6 
be  contrary  to  law." 

Major  GrifiBths  says,  at  page  110,  in  HU- 
sWer  to  this  charge— 

"  I  atn  unaware  Wh&t  the  exact  rights  of  the 
company  are  in  this  respect.*' 

This  is  the  only  charge  which,  from  thd 
positidti  of  these  gentlemeti,  they  were  in 
a  position  correctly  to  answer.  Yet  Major 
(rriffiths,  in  answer  to  the  charge,  sftys — 
'*  that  the  natives  having  attempted  to  trade  on 
their  own  Itccount,  their  goods  have  been  seized 
by  the  company's  agents  under  colour  of  the  pro* 
visions  of  the  charter,  and  that  the  natives  have 
been  unable  to  obtain  redress  from  the  local 
courts." 

1  am  unable  to  concur  with  the  statement 
made  by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  by  the  direction  of  Earl 
Grey,  and  which  wlis  addressed  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  in  which  he  says — 

"  The  only  trustworthy  information  Lord  Grey 
has  been  able  to  obtain  tends  completely  to  nega- 
tive all  that  has  been  alleged  against  that  body  on 
those  points  to  which  this  information  appliet» 
leaving  unrefuted  no  other  charges  but  those  at 
to  which  the  persons  from  whom  information  has 
been  sought,  have  been  unable  to  aflbrd  it,  and 
which  have  been  met  by  a  direct  denial  li^  the 
company,  whild  at  the  same  time  they  are  in  a 
great  measure  deprived  of  weight  by  the  contra^ 
diction  given  to  the  parties  from  whom  they  pro- 
ceed, on  the  points  on  which  their  assertions  ad« 
mitted  of  being  tested  by  an  appeal  to  impartial 
evidence." 

On  the  contrary,  I  must  say,  that  a  great 
many  of  the  charges  have  been — some  by 
the  company  itself,  and  from  some  of  the 
extracts  which  I  have  read  to  the  House-^ 
entirely  confirmed;  and  1  do  not  know  a 
single  instance  throughout  the  whole  of 
this  case  In  which  any  charges  have  been 
Completely  and  effectually  disproved.  I 
am  ready  to  adtnit  that  some  of  the 
charges,  the  answers  to  which  at  present 
reralkiii  in  darkness^  might  be  proved  to  be 
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.unfounded,  if  a  competent  tribunal  were 
established  for  inquiry  into  those  charges. 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  at  present  these 
charges  are  not  disproved,  and  that  many 
of  them  have  been,  on  the  other  hand, 
clearly  substantiated.  What  I  want  to 
make  out  is  this,  that  in  the  teeth  of  so 
many  charges,  some  admitted,  some 
proved,  and  upon  investigation  none  dis- 
proved, it  has  not  been  a  fulfilment  of  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  transfer  to  such 
a  body  the  colonisation  of  another  and  a 
most  important  territory ;  that,  upon  the  con- 
trary, they  should  gravely  consider  how,  in 
justice  to  the  inhabitants  of  that  vast  and 
enormous  territory,  natives  of  it  as  they 
are,  and  moreover  British  subjects  like  our- 
selves, how  their  condition  could  be  im- 
proved, and  how  they  could  in  future  be 
secured  from  the  recurrence  of  such  trans- 
actions as  have  been  already  detected  and 
made  known.  I  have  shown,  I  think 
fully,  the  anti-colonising  spirit  of  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company;  and  I  think,  in  doing 
BO,  I  have  shown  to  the  House  that  it  is 
its  bounden  duty  even  at  this,  the  eleventh 
hour,  to  interpose  and  prevent  the  coloni- 
sation of  Vancouver's  Island  being  handed 
to  this  company.  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  80  far  indulge  me  as  to  allow  me  to 
read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Isbister,  dated 
March  22,  1848,  as  showing  the  injurious 
effects  resulting  from  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company : — 

<*  The  chief  evil  arising  out  of  the  present  system 
of  administration,  and  which  I  would  most  re- 
spectfully urge  upon  your  Lordship's  consideration, 
is  the  anti-colonising  spirit  manifested  by  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company.  Were  their  monopoly 
simply  confined,  as  it  should  be,  to  the  fur  trade, 
and  were  they  themselves  the  active  agents  in  pro- 
curing the  commodities  they  bring  to  market,  its 
injurious  operation  would  be  less  felt.  Not  satis- 
fled,  however,  with  this  important  and  lucrative 
privilege,  they  lay  claim  equally  to  all  the  pro- 
ductions of  the  country,  exercise  a^  species  of  pro- 
perty in  the  natives,  and  an  absolute  right  in  the 
aoil,  of  which  they  will  neither  make  any  bene- 
ficial use  themselves,  nor  sufiier  others.  For  a 
period  of  nearly  two  centuries,  during  which  they 
have  held  possession,  an  inmiense  territory,  equal 
in  extent  to  all  Europe,  and  embracing  every 
variety  of  climate,  soil,  and  natural  production, 
luM  been  suflfered  to  remain  in  the  condition  of  a 
^  ameBS,  and  its  capabilities  and  resources 
L  Btudiously  concealed  or  misrepresented,  for 
•h  purpose  of  retaining  it  as  an  immense 
wild  beasts,  equally  unprofitable  to  the 
H  tOad.  to  its  own  inhabitants.  The  settle- 
M^  the  Red  River  may  possibly  be  con- 
to  this  statement;  but  it 
ia  mind,  that  it  was  not  esta- 
iOn's  Bay  Company,  but  by  the 
Jrom  whose  heirs  it  passed  into 
m  shortly  before  their  ap- 


plying for  a  renewal  of  their  last  license,  in  183S. 
Under  the  impolitic  system  which  was  thencefor- 
ward adopted,  not  an  European  emigrant,  scarcely 
even  a  visitor,  has  been  permitted  to  approach  the 
colony;  the  settlers  have  found  themselves  sub- 
jected to  the  same  jealous  and  illiberal  policy 
which  characterises  the  operations  of  the  fiir 
trade;  their  energies  paralysed  by  inquisitorial 
and  vexatious  restrictions,  and  they  themselves 
cut  off  from  all  communication  with  their  fellow- 
subjects  of  Great  Britain,  and  exposed  to  the  con- 
tamination of  the  worst  class  of  the  citizens  of  a 
neighbouring  State,  those  who,  everywhere  infest- 
ing the  outskirts  of  civilisation,  are  emancipated 
from  all  law  and  restraint  themselves,  and  arc  the 
bane  of  all  public  order  and  tranquillity  among 
those  with  whom  they  come  in  contact.  Thus, 
while  it  is  the  true  policy  of  this  country  to  pro- 
mote emigration,  at  least  along  the  frontier,  in 
order  to  counteract  the  effects  of  the  rapid  exten- 
sion of  the  American  settlements  in  this  direction, 
the  only  British  colony  between  Lake  Superior 
and  the  Pacific  Ocean  is  that  established  on  the 
Red  River." 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  hut  one  remaining  at- 
tribute which  I  took  the  liberty  to  apply 
to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  which 
was  "  secrecy."  I  will  not,  however, 
dwell  at  any  length  upon  that  point.  I 
believe  that  my  hon.  Friend  opposite,  who 
is  connected  with  the  company,  will  not 
deny  that  secrecy  exists  to  a  very  great 
extent  in  the  proceedings  of  the  company. 
To  such  an  extent  is  that  principle  carried^ 
such  is  the  desire  of  the  company  for  se- 
crecy, such  their  determination  to  main- 
tain it,  that  the  precaution  is  adopted  of 
even  insisting  that  the  journals  kept  in 
that  countiy  should  be  burned  before  a 
party  leaves  the  district,  and  that  they 
even  prohibit  their  servants  from  writing 
any  account  of  what  passes  in  the  coun- 
try. Now,  really  I  can  hardly  believe  this 
statement  to  be  true,  though  it  is  stated 
in  page  58  of  these  returns.  I  can  hardly 
believe  that  such  a  tyranny  is  exercised  in 
any  country  in  the  world.  Still  less  can  I 
believe  that  Mr.  Dunn,  the  gentleman  to 
whom  I  am  alluding,  was  compelled  to 
burn  his  journal  at  Fort  Vancouver,  before 
he  could  leave  the  country.  I  have  stated 
simply  the  charge  that  secrecy  is  carried 
to  this  extent,  for  the  purpose  of  allowing 
any  hon.  Member  to  contradict  the  charge 
on  the  part  of  the  company.  I  must  again 
apologise  to  the  House  for  not  having  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion  of  my  statement. 
I  have  felt  it  necessary,  in  order  to  lay  the 
ground  for  my  Motion,  in  the  first  place, 
to  prove,  as  far  as  I  could,  that  this  is  not 
a  colonisation  company,  and  is  unfit  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  important  functions 
about  to  be  given  to  it.  I  think  that  suf- 
ficient grounds  were  stated,  in  the  course 
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of  last  Sesnon,  to  call  for  some  inquiry 
into  the  subject.  We  have  now  the  evi- 
dence of  the  facts  then  referred  to,  and 
the  whole  of  the  case  before  us  ;  and  I 
think,  judging  from  them,  that  grounds 
do  exist  whj  Parliament  ought  to  meet 
any  such  proposition  as  that  of  the  cession 
of  Vancouver's  Island  to  this  company 
with  a  positive  refusal.  At  any  rate,  I 
rejoice  that  the  discussion  took  place  last 
year  upon  this  subject ;  for  if  the  House, 
and  those  hon.  Members  who  took  part  in 
that  discussion,  were  unable  to  obtain  the 
whole  of  their  wish — namely,  the  cancel- 
ling of  the  charter — they  have,  at  any 
rate,  enforced  such  alteration  in  it  as  may, 
if  any  colomsts  should  ever  be  found  will- 
ing to  go  to  that  unfortunate  island,  miti- 
gate, in  some  degree,  the  mischiefs  which 
would  have  been  entailed  upcyi  them  by 
the  charter  as  presented  to  the  House 
upon  that  occasion.  Considerable  altera- 
tions have  been  made  in  that  charter  since 
the  debate  of  last  year,  under  the  auspices 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  the  other  Members  of  the  Committee 
of  Privy  Council,  to  whom,  according  to 
the  promise  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  this  question  was  sub- 
mitted after  the  discussion  of  last  year. 
By  the  draft  of  the  charter  as  then  pro- 
posed, the  whole  of  the  fisheries  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Vancouver's  Island  would 
hare  been  exclusively  confined  to  the  com- 
pany. It  was  perfectly  monstrous  that 
the  Colonial  Office  shotdd  for  a  moment 
hare  entertained  such  a  demand,  and  still 
more  so  that  Earl  Grey  should  have  ap- 
proved of  such  a  proposition.  We  have 
Before  us  a  copy  of  his  letter  approving  of 
thiB  monstrous  monopoly.  Why,  it  was  a 
wonder  that  they  did  not  call  upon  the 
Government  for  powers  to  exclude  the 
cdomsts  from  the  very  air  they  breathed. 
This  provision  has  now  been  altered,  and 
the  fisheries  are  left  as  free  as  is  the  air. 
Another  alteration  has  been  promised  with 
respect  to  the  administration  of  justice — 
jiamdy,  the  xepeal  of  the  Act  to  which  I 
liaTO  already  alluded,  I  and  2  Geo.  IV., 
and  the  institution  of  judicial  tribunals. 
Another  very  importaut  alteration  has 
been  made  with  respect  to  the  sale  of  the 
land.  By  the  charter,  as  laid  before  the 
Honse  last  year,  the  company  were  ac- 
tually to  be  in  possession  as  proprietors. 
"The  whole  of  the  land  was  to  bo  given  to 
them,  and  they  were  to  be  empowered  to 
mU  it  for  such  sum  as  they  could  obtain  | 
fyt  it,  and  to  be  allowed  to  pocket  the  | 
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whole  of  the  proceeds.  I  rejoice  to  find, 
however,  that,  from  the  publicity  which 
has  been  given  to  this  transaction,  and  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  upon  the 
subject,  this  further  infraction  upon  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  Englishmen  has 
been  prevented,  and  that  the  company  are 
now  bound  by  the  charter,  as  at  present 
published,  to  apply  90  per  cent — I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  not  be  compelled  to 
apply  the  whole  sum — for  the  purposes  of 
the  colony,  and  only  to  appropriate  10  per 
cent  of  the  proceeds  among  themselves. 
Although  I  admit  that  this  charter  is  very 
much  improved,  still  I  can  by  no  means  as- 
sert that  all  the  objections  to  it  have  been 
removed.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  that, 
judging  from  the  experience  we  have  had 
of  the  conduct  of  the  company,  the  whole 
affair  remains,  in  its  main  features,  almost 
as  unjust  and  as  flagrant  as  ever.  What 
can  be  the  object  in  granting  this  island 
to  the  company  at  all?  What  does  the 
company  want  with  more  territory  than 
they  already  possess  ?  The  company  do 
not  wish  to  found  a  colony  there.  On 
the  contrary,  I  believe  that  the  sole 
object  of  the  company  in  obtaining 
possession  of  the  island,  is  to  keep 
others  out  of  it.  It  is  simply  because  a 
monopoly  of  the  fur  trade  could  not  be 
maintained  if  a  great,  free,  and  indepen- 
dent colony  were  established  in  Vancouver's 
Island.  If  a  model  of  Great  Britain  were 
established  in  that  island,  the  people  would 
not  submit  to  such  acts  as  the  colonists  of 
the  Red  River  have  been  compelled  to 
submit  to  under  the  arbitrary  conduct  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  The  mono* 
poly  of  the  company  would  be  ultimately 
done  away  with  under  such  circumstances  ; 
and  it  was  solely  to  preserve  that  monopoly 
that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  were 
striving  to  obtain  possession  of  this  island. 
It  might,  perhaps,  be  asked,  what  object 
is  there  to  gain  by  the  country  opposing 
this  grant?  What  other  plan. can  be  pro- 
posed? There  is  one  point  which  has  been 
put  forward  in  answer  to  that  inquiry,  by 
Earl  Grey,  I  think,  which  was,  that  no 
private  party  was  likely  to  be  forthcoming 
having  sufficient  capital  to  undertake  so 
large  a  concern.  I  think  I  could  show  that 
that  is  not  a  valid  objection.  How  does 
the  present  company  stand?  Can  any  per* 
tion  of  the  capital  of  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  bo  applied  to  colonisation  pur- 
poses, in  the  strict  and  legitimate  sense  of 
the  word  **  colonisation?  "  What  is  the 
capital  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company? 
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fhey  call  it  400,0001.,  but  I  nefed  hftfdly 
tell  the  House  what  I  beliieve  10  so  perfectly 
well  known,  that  this  400,000i.  ts  in  reality 
only  93>000l.  It  wa«  originally  only 
40,0002.,  but  having  sinc^  been  doubled, 
it  toiounts  now,  together  with  sums  raised 
upon  different  terms,  to  the  sum  of  93,0001., 
which  is  the  whole  amount  of  the  paid-up 
eapital  of  the  company.  But  assuming 
the  capital  to  be  400,0001.,  the  whole  of 
the  capital  is  &t  present  inveftted  in  the  fur 
trade.  Han  the  company  a  right  to  trans- 
fer Ibny  portion  of  this  lucrative  invest- 
ment, known  to  be  so,  and  which  is  said 
by  many  to  be  enormously  lucrative,  al- 
though I  do  not  believe  that  at  present  the 
eompany  divide  very  enormous  profits;  but, 
at  any  rate,  there  is  no  doubt  a  very  fair 
profit  is  derived  from  the  capital  so  in- 
tested;  Is  it  to  be  believed,  then,  that 
any  portion  of  this  400,0002.  could  be 
withdrawn  from  so  good  an  investment,  in 
order  to  colonise  an  island  which  can  re- 
turn, fbr  som6  years  at  all  events,  only  a 
rery  small  dividend  upon  the  capital  in- 
yested?  It  manifestly  cannot  be  their  in- 
tention to  apply  any  portion  of  the  funds 
now  employed  in  the  prosecution  of  the  fur 
trade,  for  the  purpose  of  colonising  Van- 
couver's Island.  I  sav,  therefore,  that 
any  objection  of  this  kind  falls  to  the 
ground*  Many  of  the  members  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  are,  no  doubt, 
trealthy  knen,  and  may  invest  capital  in 
colonisation,  but  they  will  not  do  so  as 
members  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
The  fact  of  their  being  possessed  of  pri* 
yate  menus  does  not  affect  the  question  in 
the  least,  and  the  capital  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  is  at  present  so  profitably 
employed  that  it  cannot  be  considered  as 
available  for  the  purpose  of  colonisation. 
I  now  come  to  a  point  of  much  importance, 
and  that  is  the  free  constitution  of  the 
colony  of  Vancouver's  Island.  The  go- 
yemor  is  to  be  appointed  by  the  Crown, 
but  is  to  be  selected  by  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company.  Now,  at  page  18  of  the  papers 
presented  to  Parliamefit  this  Session,  I 
find  that  Lord  Grey,  having  intimated  to 
Sir  John  Pelly  that  he  was  ready  to  re- 
ceive recommendations  from  the  company 
on  the  subject  of  a  governor,  the  company 
has  recommended  Chief  Factor  Douglas  to 
be  the  first  governor,  and  fourteen  gentle- 
]  1  to  be  magistrates,  who  are  all  traders 
nee  I  with  the  company,  ts  not  this 
ily  A  n  I  respectable  sham,  when  ap- 
p  I       of  ihis  kind  are  tnade  by  a 

.wi        interestt  must  necessarily  be 


inteifered  with  if  the  colony  succeeds?  Is 
it  possible  to  devise  a  scheme  by  which 
the  means  of  founding  a  successful  colony 
may  be  more  effectually  counteracted?  I 
beg,  also,  to  remind  the  House  that  we 
have  not  yet  seen  the  documents  by  which 
this  free  constitution  is  given  to  vancoa<' 
ver's  Island.  It  may  turn  out  that  though 
the  constitution  be  in  appearance  and  even 
in  terms  free,  it  may  be  clogged  with  so 
many  restrictions,  and  fettered  with  so 
many  disabilities,  that  it  may  be  useless 
for  practical  purposes.  The  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  opposite  smiles — and  perhaps  it  may 
be  renlly  a  free  and  working  constitution, 
but  at  least  there  is  some  ground  for  sup^ 
posing  otherwise,  when  we  find  the  first 
announcement  of  it  in  the  advertisement 
which  the  company  itself  has  put  forth,  for 
the  first  tgpe,  in  all  the  London  news- 
papers this  morning.  I,  for  one,  am  pre- 
pared to  attach  the  greatest  primary  im^ 
portance  to  free  institutions,  without  which 
no  colony  is  likely  to  succeed.  Free  in* 
stitutions  ought,  therefore,  to  be  given; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  in  order  to  sue- 
cess,  free  institutions  alone  are  necessary^ 
and  nothing  else  is  required.  Though 
freedom  is  an  element  of  success,  I  cannot 
admit  that  it  is  the  only  element.  In  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  a  former  occasion^ 
it  was  asserted  that  the  island  was  given 
over  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  because 
it  was  doubted  whetlier  Vancouver's  Islaiid 
was  capable  of  advantageous  colonisation. 
I  am  anxious  to  spare  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  therefore  I  will  not  at  this 
hour  do  more  than  assert,  that  that  fact 
has  been  clearly  substantiated.  From  the 
first  discovery  of  the  island-^fh)m  the 
accounts  of  Vancouver  himself,  and  all 
impartial  observers — more  especially  by 
recent  reports— it  has  been  completely 
established  that  the  island  is  extremely 
fertile,  that  it  is  rich  in  mines  of  coal  and 
other  minerals,  that  its  timber  is  fine,  that 
its  ports  are  good,  and  that  its  climate  is 
in  many  respects  superior  to  that  of  fing» 
land,  and  singularly  suited  to  the  constitu*- 
tion  of  those  who  go  out  from  this  oountrT% 
These  great  facts,  I  think,  have  been  mhm 
out;  and  so  far  as  the  official  reports  now 
before  us  go,  they  oonroborate  all  these 
statements.  I  have  in  my  hand  also  a 
copy  of  a  portion  of  a  private  letter  from 
a  gentleman  in  Her  Majesty's  service,  whe 
visited  that  island,  giving  an  account  of 
its  physical  and  political  importance:—^ 

'*  Vancouver,  from  its  climate,  soil,  timber,  hat^ 
bottrs)  llsheHes,  game,  And,  alK>ve  all,  its  pMitite» 


081 


FaflcoilMr'5 


{JUNB  19} 


Island. 


582 


if  on«  of  the  taost  yaluable  islands  belonging  to 
Britain,  and  it  ia  only  necessary  to  glance  your 
eye  oyer  the  map  of  the  north-west  coast  of 
Amerio*  to  be  oonyinced  that  it  is  so. 

••  In  a  milittty  point  of  view,  it  is  to  Oregon 
and  California  what  Bermuda  is  to  the  eastern 
Mtboard  of  the  United  States,  its  splendid  harbours 
and  iine  timber  aflfbrding  shelter  and  supplies  fbr 
fifty  fleets,  while  in  a  commercial  point  of  view,  it 
ought  to  be  the  mat  depOt  fbr  supplying  Oregon 
and  Califbmia  with  British  manufiCotores ;  not  to 
mention  the  Russian  settlements,  from  which  it  is 
only  ten  days*  sail,  and  China  and  Japan,  from 
which  it  is  not  more  than  eighteen  or  twenty  days. 
If  ever  Minister  deserved  to  be  impeached.  Lord 
Qrey  does,  for  thus  wantonly  sacrificing  the  coun- 
try's interests.** 

I  do  not  go  the  extreme  length  of  the 
opiiiioii  expressed  in  the  last  sentence  of 
the  letter;  hut  if  Lord  Grey  does  really 
helieye  that  the  advantages  of  this  colony 
are  not  sufficiently  olearly  made  out,  and 
that  therefore  he  handed  it  over  to  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  I  still  say  that 
hefore  he  did  so  he  ought  to  hare  made  a 
earefttl  and  accurate  survey  of  the  island. 
What  is  the  course  which  the  United 
StatM  of  America  take  in  all  their  under- 
takings of  this  kind  ?  Do  they  allow  their 
territories  to  he  squatted  on,  or  do  they 
make  over  their  broad  lands  in  the  far 
west  to  the  guardianship  of  a  company  in 
New  York?  No;  they  take  the  prelimi- 
nary step  of  having  an  accurate  survey  of 
the  territory  made,  and  they  lay  down  the 
limits  within  which  they  wish  the  colony  to 
be  founded.  Lord  Grey  ought  to  have 
caused  a  survey  to  he  made,  and  until  by 
means  of  a  survey  he  had  satisfied  the 
public  of  the  qualities  and  resources  of  the 
island,  he  ought  not  to  have  prevented  the 
natives  of  this  country  from  going,  as  I 
contend  they  have  a  right  to  do,  to  place 
themselves  in  an  independent  position  as 
colonists.  There  is  evidence  to  show  that 
the  Admiralty  contemplated  a  survey  of 
the  seas  all  round  the  island,  and  com- 
municated that  intention  to  the  Colonial 
Office,  so  that  the  Colonial  Office  might 
have  the  interior  of  the  island,  if  it  thought 
proper,  surveyed  at  the  same  time.  That 
step,  however,  was  not  taken,  and  till 
it  bo  taken,  Lord  Grey  cannot  say  that 
voluntary  efforts  would  not  have  been  made 
to  eolonise  the  island.  I  speak  on  this 
subject  from  circumstances  which  came  to 
my  ovm  knowledge  a  year  and  a  half  ago, 
and  I  know  that  numerous  parties  were 
then  anxious  to  have  gone  out  to  Van- 
etmver's  Island,  if  they  had  known  the 
terms  on  which  they  could  have  gone; 
Mid,    as    far  as  capital  was  concerned, 


numerous  applications  would  have  beea 
made  for  the  purchase  of  land  two  years 
ago.  So  far,  then,  am  t  from  believing 
that  this  island  has  no  advantages  and  no 
capabilities,  that  I  believe,  if  there  is  a 
spot  in  the  world  which,  so  far  as  we  can 
read  its  future  destinies,  is  intended  for 
mighty  purposes,  that  spot  is  the  western 
coast  of  America.  Everything  that  haf 
been  going  on  there  for  some  time  past 
indicates  that  it  will  be  an  enormous  civil- 
ised portion  of  the  world;  the  southern 
part  of  this  coast  being  secured  to  the 
United  States,  the  northern  to  us.  From 
the  mouth  of  the  Columbia  river  down  ta 
California  the  whole  country  belongs  to 
the  United  States;  and  I  think  it  of  the 
greatest  importance,  looking  to  the  cir-» 
cumstances  which  are  likely  to  arise,  that 
a  free  and  independent  colony  should  be 
established  in  Vancouver's  Island.  I  think 
it  no  vain  dream  to  anticipate  that  the  day 
will  come,  when  not  only  the  commerce  of 
the  Pacific,  but  of  the  coast  of  Asia,  will 
in  all  probability  flow  into  the  ports  of  that 
island.  South  of  Vancouver's  Island,  till 
you  come  to  San  Francisco,  there  is  not  a 
single  available  spot  where  a  ship  can  take 
shelter.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
must  say  it  is  no  answer  to  tell  us  of  the 
distance  of  Vancouver's  Island  from  Great 
Britain.  The  efforts  which  are  now  mak* 
ing  for  the  colonisation  of  neighbouring 
districts  make  it  certain  that  some  means 
of  overland  communication  will  before  long 
be  discovered.  Before  many  years  are 
over,  this  question  of  distance  will  be 
entirely  obviated.  But  we  are  told  that 
thero  is  no  trade  in  the  harbours  of  the 
island,  and  that  there  is  no  demand  for  the 
coal  and  minerals  which  it  contains*  Of 
course  there  is  not  at  present,  but  there 
will  be  when  the  island  is  colonised.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  whether  viewed  aS 
regards  the  present  position  of  Vancouver '• 
Island  and  North  America,  or  still  more 
prospectively,  this  arrangement  made  by 
the  Government  is  most  impolitic,  impro- 
vident, and  unwise.  Three  years  ago» 
such  was  the  importance  of  the  island,  that 
we  heard  of  wars  and  rumours  of  wars  to 
maintain  our  rights  there.  This  country 
was  then  ready  to  go  to  war  to  support  its 
claim  to  Oregon.  Well,  we  have  obtained 
the  most  important  portion  of  that  district* 
and  we  hand  it  over  to  the  cruel  care  of  an 
anti-colon ising  company.  I  believe  that 
the  present  opportunity  of  extending  our 
colonial  empire  in  that  direction  has  been 
thrown  away,  and  that  as  long  as  the 
U2 
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eompany  keeps  its  grasp  upon  tbe  island 
no  colonist  will  go  there,  or,  going  there, 
will  not  thrive.  I  believe,  therefore,  that 
in  the  course  of  a  few  years  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  obliged  to  exercise  those 
reserved  rights  which  I  will  now  only 
touch  upon,  and  emancipate  the  colonists 
at  the  cost  of  a  large  grant  of  money. 
The  grant  of  the  island  to  the  company 
was  made  in  the  teeth  of  remonstrances 
from  all  quarters,  and  in  the  teeth  of  a 
division  in  this  House,  in  which  the  Go- 
yernment  escaped  defeat  by  a  narrow 
majority.  It  was  also  opposed  by  the  press 
with  singular  unanimity.  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  one  daily  or  weekly  journal 
published  in  this  city  which  has  not  dis- 
cussed the  question,  and  every  one  of  them 
in  one  and  the  same  single  spirit.  There 
was  also  a  remonstrance  of  a  similar  kind 
addressed  to  the  Government  in  October 
last,  and  that  was  a  memorial  from  the 
Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce  to  the 
Privy  Council.  It  is  too  long  to  read 
at  length  to  the  House,  but  I  have  made 
an  abstract  of  its  principal  heads.  It 
pronounces  all  charters  for  exclusive  trad- 
ing mischievous;  expresses  astonishment 
that  so  valuable  a  possession  as  Van- 
couver's Island  should  be  handed  over  for 
a  rental  of  7s,  per  annum,  to  so  inert  a 
body  as  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company;  ex- 
presses belief  that,  abounding  iu  coal  and 
timber,  it  presents  a  cheerful  prospect  for 
the  free  emigrant ;  refers  to  settlements 
rapidly  increasing  on  Columbia  river,  and 
first-class  American  steamers  established 
between  that  river  and  Panama  ;  calls  the 
island  the  key  of  the  whole  coast,  and 
depot  for  refitting  and  supplying  ships ; 
says  that  all  hope  of  a  free  and  self-sup- 
porting colony  is  crushed  by  this  unfortu- 
nate transference;  complains  of  the  grasp- 
ing propensities  of  this  secret  and  greedy 
company;  refers  to  wise  provisions  iu  Lord 
Glenelg's  license  of  trade,  in  1838,  for  re- 
sumption of  privileges  by  Crown  where 
any  colony  should  be  formed  ;  prays  that 
charter  may  not  be  granted*  Now,  if 
we  examine  any  of  the  details  connected 
with  this  question,  we  shall  find  equally 
litrong  objections  to  the  grant  of  a 
charter  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  I 
hare  alluded  to  the  importance  of  the  coal 
m  tda  found  in  that  island.  The 
fiA  of  these  minerals  for  national 
I  escape  the  notice  of  a  body 
i  •  I  am  Borrj  to  say,  the 
On  the  5th  of  Feb- 
rfiffi,  then  Secretary  to 


the  Admiralty,  addressed  this  letter  to 
Rear  Admiral  Sir  George  Seymour  : — 

"  Sir, — I  am  commanded  by  my  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Admiralty  to  transmit  to  you, 
for  your  information  and  guidance,  the  enclosed 
copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Cunard,  recommending 
on  grants  of  land  being  made  on  Vancouver's 
Island,  that  the  coal-mines  should  be  reserved  for 
the  use  of  the  Crown." 

The  enclosed  letter  ran  as  follows  : — 
"  1,  Hyde-park  Place  West,  Jan.  3,  1848. 

''Sir — Observing  in  the  public  papers  that 
coal  is  to  be  had  at  Vancouver's  Island,  I  hope  I 
may  not  be  considered  as  intruding  by  bringing 
the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty.  Individuals  in  the  Oregon  territory 
will  be  alive  to  the  advantages  resulting  from  the 
possession  of  this  valuable  article,  and  will  en- 
deavour to  obtain  the  best  situations,  or  acquire 
any  right  the  natives  may  have,  or  suppose  they 
may  have. 

"  It  may  therefore  be  well,  in  granting  lands 
on  this  island,  to  reserve  the  mines  for  the  use  of 
the  Crown,  and  to  take  such  measures  as  may 
prevent  the  natives  or  others  from  acquiring  or 
ceding  rights  to  these  mines. 

"  The  subject  will  not  long  escape  the  vigilance 
of  the  Americans  in  that  neighbourhood.  —  I 
have,  &c. 

(Signed)        "S.Cunaed. 

"  H.  G.Ward,  Esq.,  M.P.,  Ac." 

Mr.  Ward  also  wrote  the  following  letter 
to  Mr.  Hawes  : — 

"  Admiralty,  Feb.  5, 1848. 

"Sir — I  am  commanded  by  my  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Admiralty  to  transmit  to  you, 
for  the  information  of  Earl  Grey,  the  enclosed 
copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Cunard,  suggesting 
that  on  land  being  granted  on  Vancouver's 
Island,  the  coal-mines  there  should  be  reserved 
for  the  use  of  the  Crown. — I  have,  &c, 

(Signed)        "H.  G.  Wabd. 

"  B.  Hawes,  Esq.,  Colonial  Office.** 

This  was  the  answer  returned  by  Mr.  Meri- 
vale.  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty : — 

"  Downing-street,  Feb.  18,  1848. 
"  Sir — I  have  laid  your  letter  of  the  5th  in- 
stant, and  its  enclosure  before  Earl  Grey,  and  I 
am  directed  by  his  Lordship  to  acquaint  you,  for 
the  information  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Admiralty,  that  the  suggestion  made  by  Mr. 
Cunard,  that  it  would  be  advisable  to  reserve 
the  coal  at  Vancouver's  Island  for  the  use  of 
the  Crown,  will  be  borne  in  mind  whenever  an 
opportunity  arises  for  the  disposal  of  land  in  that 
portion  of  the  British  possessions. — I  am,  &o. 
(Signed)        "  Hebiian  Mxbivalx." 

Whether  that  suggestion  was  borne  in 
mind  or  not  when  the  charter  was  granted, 
I  am  unable  to  say;  but  in  the  charter  laid 
before  the  House  not  only  is  the  land 
made  over  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, but  the  coal  and  all  other  minerals 
also.  I  cannot  but  thiuk  that  this  is  a 
great  and  grievous  mistake.     What  are 
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the  arrangements  which  the  company  has 
since  made,  as  appears  hy  their  adyertise- 
ments  ?     They  propose  to  sell  the  land  in 
fee-simple,  hut  to  reserve  the  whole  of  the 
minerals  throughout  the  island,  with  the 
exception   of  coal,  which  they  allow  the 
owner  of  the  land  to  work  *•  for  his  own 
benefit  " — words  which  are  susceptible  of 
a  very  limited  interpretation  indeed.     The 
company  reserves   to   itself  the  right  of 
working  coal  throughout  the  island,  com- 
pensating the  owner  of  the  soil  for  surface 
damage,  but  in  certain  cases  it  may  be 
worked  by  the  owner  of  the  soil  himself, 
on  his  paying  a  i*oyalty  of  2s.  6d.  per  ton. 
Now,  I  must  say  that,   considering  the 
circumstances,    this   royalty  is  enormous, 
for  the  best  Staffordshire  coal  hardly  in 
any  case  fetches  a  royalty  of  2s,  6d.  per 
ton,  but  varies  from  Is,  to  Is,  6d,  per  ton. 
So  much  for  the  pecuniary  part  of  the  ar- 
rangement.    It  is  provided,  however,  that 
the  royalties  received  shall  be  applied  to  the 
same  purposes  as  the  price  of  land,  that  is  to 
•say,  90  per  cent  is  to  go  to  the  uses  of  the 
colony,  and  10  per  cent  to  the  company. 
As  I  read  the  charter,  however,  no  sums 
of  money  will  be  applied  to  the  purposes 
of  the  colony  from  this  source,  if  the  coal 
be  worked   by  the   company   itself.     My 
hon.  Friend  shakes  his  head,  which  shows 
me  that  there  is  at  least  an  ambiguity  in 
ibis  respect;  but  as  I  read  the  charter, 
when  the  company  work  the  coal  them- 
selves, the  whole  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
ihe  coal  would  go  into  their  own  coffers. 
That    only   corroborates    the    statements 
which  have  been  made  as  to  the  impolicy 
and  want  of  thrift  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
Now,  I  am  told  that  a  contract  is  either 
made,  or  is  about  to  be  made,  by  which 
the  Hudson's   Bay    Company   engage  to 
supply  coal  from  Vancouver's  Island   at 
50s,  per  ton.     If  this  be  the  case,  and  my 
construction  of  the  charter  be  correct,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  company  will  work  the 
whole  of  the  coal  themselves.     Coal  may 
be  raised  in  Vancouver's  Island,  according 
•to  the  testimony  of  Captain  Gordon,  at  an 
•ozpense  of  4s,  per  ton,  and  allowing  the  ex- 
pense to  increase  as  they  work  deeper,  the 
cost  of  working  the  coal  will  be  at  the  out- 
ride from  8«.  to  lOs,  per  ton.     Now,  as  to 
-the  price  of  land,  I  will  not  discuss  the 
qnestions   which   have   been   raised   with 
respect  to  a   uniform   price  of  land.      I 
know  there  are  different  opinions  on  that 
iobject,  and  I  do  not  wish  even  to  men- 
-^n  my  own.     When,  however,  we  come 
•to    the   probable   prospect    of   a    colony 


being  founded,  we  must  look  at  the  price 
of  land  as  an  important  element  for  con- 
sideration. A  price  of  II,  per  acre  may 
be  very  well  in  Australia,  but  in  the 
case  of  Vancouver's  Island  you  demand 
il,  per  acre,  coupled  with  the  condition 
that  for  every  larger  amount  of  land 
than  twenty  acres  purchased,  the  pur- 
chaser shall  take  out  labourers  in  the 
proportion  of  ^ve  single  men,  or  two 
married  couples  for  every  one  hundred 
acres.  Look  at  the  enormous  additional 
expense  entailed  by  this  provision.  I  am 
not  saying  that,  eventually,  this  may  not 
be  a  proper  arrangement  to  make,  but  I 
look  at  it  as  bearing  upon  the  question  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  by  the  company  to  form 
a  colony  in  the  island.  Look  at  the  Ame- 
rican districts  just  contiguous,  and  reflect 
that  by  the  conditions  imposed  by  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  you  are  raising 
the  price  of  land  in  Vancouver's  Island 
to  21,  10s,  per  acre.  A  few  miles  off, 
land  may  be  purchased,  on  the  American 
Continent,  for  a  dollar  and  a  quarter, 
that  is,  for  5s,  Sd.  English  per  acre. 
With  land  at  that  price,  would  the  ad- 
vantage of  living  under  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  be  considered  so  great  as 
to  induce  anybody  to  go  to  the  enor- 
mous expense  of  21,  lOs.  per  acre  be- 
fore he  could  put  a  spade  in  the  ground, 
or  exercise  any  right  of  ownership  ?  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  advertisement  which 
was  put  forth  this  morning  by  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company,  and  a  very  pretty 
and  plausible  scheme  it  is — put  forth  not 
without  an  eye,  I  fancy,  to  the  discus-* 
sion  which  was  to  come  on  here  a  few 
hours  afterwards.  I  have  referred  to  two 
of  the  points  embraced  in  that  advertise- 
ment, that  relating  to  the  land  sales,  and 
that  regarding  the  coals  and  minerals* 
There  is  another  point  alluded  to  in  the 
advertisement,  which  is  one  of  great  im- 
portance. The  company  quote  certain 
provisions  of  the  commission  and  instrue- 
tions  given  to  the  Governor.  These  look 
very  pretty  on  paper;  but  I  must  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  he  has 
hardly  dealt  fairly  by  the  House,  consider- 
ing the  importance  of  this  question,  in 
leaving  us  so  entirely  without  information^ 
that  until  to-day  we  did  not  know  whether 
any  commission  had  been  issued,  or  any 
instructions  given  to  the  Governor.  What 
this  commission  is,  or  these  instructions 
are,  I  do  not  know,  except  so  far  as  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  has  been  pleased 
to  tell  me,   althongh  it  is  impossible  to 
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doubt  that  they  must  have  an  important 
future  bearing  on  the  interests  of  the  co« 
Ion  J.  The  advertisement  tells  us,  that  for 
any  one  who  may  wish  to  go  to  Vancou- 
yer's  Island  there  will  be  a  ship  provided 
in  July,  to  be  followed  by  another  in  the 
course  of  September.  I  suppose  these 
are  the  ships  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
frequently  before,  and  that  they  are  not 
ships  chartered  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany to  carry  out  the  numerous  emigrants 
whom  they  expect  to  attract  by  their  ad- 
vertisement. I  should  hope  that  they 
have  not  gone  to  that  expense,  for  they 
will  certainly  be  disappointed  in  any 
snch  expectation,  if  indeed  they  enter- 
tain it.  The  advertisement  says  that  the 
ports  and  harbours  shall  be  free,  not  only 
•to  the  settlers  who  go  there,  but  to  ships 
from  all  parts  of  the  world  who  go  there 
for  the  purposes  of  trade.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  this  is  a  bond  fide  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  company.  Does  the  commis- 
sion of  the  Governor  prohibit  the  Hudson's 
•Bay  Company  from  imposing  any  restric- 
tion in  the  way  of  a  tariff?  If  they  have 
the  power  of  imposing  a  tariff,  this  freedom 
of  ports  may  really  mean  nothing.  If  they 
have  not  such  a  power,  why  have  they  not 
inserted  in  their  charter  that  wise  pro- 
vision which  was  inserted  in  the  exclusive 
license  to  trade  conferred  by  Lord  Glenelg, 
namely,  that  whenever  the  Crown  should 
think  fit  to  establish  a  colony  in  the  island, 
exclusive  right  to  trade  should  be  with- 
drawn? But,  Sir,  I  shall  be  told,  no 
doubt,  that  there  are  two  great  securities 
now  inserted  in  the  charter,  which  will 
prevent  the  national  evils  which  I  and 
others  contemplate  will  arise  in  this  di- 
rection. I  shall  be  told  that  there  is  a 
provision  for  forfeiture  at  the  end  of  five 
years,  if  no  colony  is  founded  by  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company.  Well,  Sir,  but  no 
provision  is  made  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  shall  found  a  colony.  It  may  be,  and 
I  fear  it  will  be,  that  a  simple  colony  will 
be  established  by  a  transfer  from  Fuget's 
Sound,  which  is,  in  fact,  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  under  another  name— *not  a 
colony  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
but  a  mere  factory— an  agricultural  fac- 
tory, if  I  may  use  the  expression,  esta- 
blished by  that  company.  Will  that  be 
'  held  to  be  a  fulfilment  on  their  part  of  the 
-pro'  n  for  founding  a  colony  in  Vancou- 
•  ^      •        nd?     I  am  bound  to  say,  as  I 

•  charter,  that  I  do  think  it  will. 

re  that  provision  is  no  security 
aad  when  we  arrive  ^t  tb^  end  of 


the  period,  we  may  find  ourselves  very 
much  in  the  same  position,  as  regards 
British  colonists  in  the  island,  as  that  in 
which  the  island  stands  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.  But,  supposing  that  such  should 
not  take  plaoe^— supposing  that  this  colony 
is  founded,  and  there  is  no  right  at  the  end 
of  five  years  for  this  countiy  to  step  in  to 
deprive  the  company  of  the  charter,  a  se^ 
cond  security  has  been  inserted  in  the 
charter,  namely,  that  in  the  year  1859^- 
that  is  to  say,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
license  for  exclusive  trading-^the  Govern* 
ment  will  be  enabled  to  purahase  up  the 
right  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  con- 
ferred upon  them  by  this  charter,  if  they 
shall  so  think  fit.  Well,  Sir,  there  is  cer- 
tainly here  a  most  extraordinary  laxity  of 
wording,  even  if  there  is  not  something 
more.  I  am  no  lawyer,  but  as  a  plain 
man,  reading  this  sentence^  I  maintain 
that  by  this  charter,  as  at  present  worded. 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  will  have  a 
right  to  claim  to  be  repaid — not  merely  the 
ten  per  cent,  which  they  have  appropri- 
ated to  themselves,  but  the  whole  <tf  the  sum 
of  ninety  per  cent,  inclusive  of  what  they 
have  held  in  trust  for  public  purposes,  and 
have  expended  in  colonisation.  Sir,  as  I 
said  before,  I  am  most  anxious  to  hear  a 
legal  opinion  upon  that  point,  but  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  what  I  have  stated 
is  the  effect  of  the  provision.  It  provides 
the  repayment  of  any  **  sum  or  sums  of 
money  thereafter  laid  out  and  expended  by 
them  in  and  upon  the  said  island  and  ter^ 
ritory."  There  is  no  provision  for  a  valu- 
ation, no  provision  for  the  arrangement 
being  carried  out  in  any  other  way  than 
the  simple  payment  to  the  company  of 
such  sums  of  money  as  shall  have  been 
expended  by  them,  including  the  land 
sales.  That  is  to  say,  the  funds  derived 
from  the  sales  themselves,  which,  by  the 
provisions  of  the  charter,  are  to  be  appr<v 
priated  to  public  purposes,  will  become  a 
remuneration  and  pecuniary  advantage  to 
themselves.  Well,  then,  Sir,  I  saj,  so  far 
from  this  provision  being  any  seeurity» 
even  if  the  colony  be  founded,  it  will  be  a 
kind  of  premium  upon  bad  administration 
to  be  paid  by  the  Government,  and  an  enr 
couragement  to  the  wildest  speculatioOi 
Looking  at  the  manner  in  which  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  has  proceeded,  the 
Government  will  find  that  it  will  become 
their  bounden  duty,  if  not  in  justice  to  the 
natives,  then  in  justice  to  their  own  sub- 
jects established  in  that  island,  to  p^y  a 
large  sum  of  money  for  the  purpoie  of 
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itpi^g  the  island.  The  settlers— 
to  use  the  words  of  a  friend  of  mine  the 
pther  day — 'Will  hecome  hostages  for  the 
jnonaj  that  Parliament  will  eventually  have 
to  find  to  buy  up  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
ftatj.  I  havo  now  only  to  explain  the  Mo- 
tion with  which  I  am  about  to  conclude. 
Jit  the  commencement  of  my  observations 
I  stftted  thikt  I  was  not  inclined  to  waste 
4he  time  of  the  House  by  a  mere  Motion  of 
crimination  of  the  Government.  However 
I  piay  condemn — however  I  may  deeply 
regret  ^e  course  they  have  taken — how- 
ever I  i»(iy  believe  it  will  eventually  entail 
upon  U9  iiatiQnal  loss  and  national  ca- 
ifHuityi  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  propose  i^ 
mere  vote  of  censure  qd  »  question  of  this 
magnitude*  But  I  dp  intend  to  carry  out 
whftt  I  hQpe  will  be  a  practical  Motion.  I 
hikve  brought  forward  this  question,  not  as 
fk  Toie  of  censure,  but  more  in  the  hope 
tha^  there  is  f^n  accidental  ciroumst^nce,  a 
loop-hole,  if  I  0)Ay  use  the  term,  by  which 
the  calamity  I  fear  mf^y  be  stayed,  I  be- 
li^T^  thftt  there  is  that  accident,  and  that 
the  charter  now  granted  will  be  proved 
to  have  been  faulty.  And  if  faulty,  I  think, 
then,  it  becomes  the  bounde^  duty  of  this 
QoQ9e  (tgain  to  address  Her  Majesty  for 
the  purpose  of  praying  Her  Majesty  not  to 
grant  to  the  ^udsoQ*s  Bay  Company,  or  any 
other  Association,  the  rights  of  this  most 
important  inland.  Sir,  I  allude,  of  course, 
to  the  doubt  which  existed  evidently  iu 
the  ipind  of  Barl  Grey  himself  at  the  com- 
niencen^ent  of  this  transaction.  A  letter, 
-Addressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
under  the  direction  of  Lord  Grey,  dated 
ike  3rd  of  October,  1846,  is  as  follows : — 
"SifWrln  refei«noe  to  your  letter  of  the  7th  ultimo, 
respecting  the  colonisation  of  the  British  territor 
rlea  ip  North  America,  situate  to  the  westward  of 
the  Reok^  Mountains,  and  to  the  northward  of  the 
4eth  degree  of  north  latitude,  and  in  reference  to 
what  passed  at  the  interview  which  took  pUce 
3irith  ^011  on  that  subject  at  this  office  on  the  ^Srd 
of  September,  I  have  received  the  directions  of 
Earl  Grey  to  request  that  you  would  move  the  di- 
vtetore  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  apprise 
hif  Lovdshipi  with  as  much  exactness  as  may  be  pos- 
sible, what  is  the  extent,  and  what  are  the  natural 
pr  9tber  limits  pf  the  territory  jn  the  possession 
of  which  they  desire  to  be  confirmed,  pointing  out 
what  may  be  known  regarding  the  soil,  harbour, 
and  navigable  streams  comprised  within  it.  I  am 
Ifirther  to  signify  to  you  tord  Grey's  wish  to  be 
informpd  by  the  company  whether  they  are  a4vi8ed 
that  th^ir  right  is  clear  in  point  of  law  to  receive 
and  bold  in  their  corporate  capacity  any  lands 
within  the  dominions  of  the  British  Crown  west- 
ward pf  the  Rocky  Mountains." 

And  again  this  difficulty,  referred  to  suhr 
leqnentiy  in  a  letter  dated  the  14th  De- 
ieembttP,  1846»  as  follows  :*-^ 


*'  I  am  direpted  by  Earl  Grey  tp  aeknewledge 
the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  24th  of  October 
last,  and  to  return  to  you  the  following  pnswer  t^ 
it,  Lord  Grey  is  unable  to  announce  to  you  any 
decision  pf  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Qolonisation  of  the  Oregon  territory.  His 
Lordship  will  be  happy  to  recei?e,  and  will  ponr 
sider  with  ev^ry  disposition  to  accede  to  it,  any 
specific  proposal  for  that  purpose  which  may  be 
suggested  to  him  either  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Oom? 
pany,  or  by  any  other  person  interested  in  the 
subject,  l^rd  Grey  further  directs  me  to  state 
that  he  is  prepared  to  assent,  on  Her  Majesty's 
behalf,  to  your  proposal,  that  certain  lands  in 
Vancouver's  Is]and,  or  in  other  parts  of  the  Ore- 
gon territory,  should  be  granted  to  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company ;  but  before  making  that  grant  his 
Loi'dahip  would  require  the  production,  bv  the 
company,  of  an  opiniop  froip  Her  Majesty  s  Att 
torpcy  and  Solicitor  General,  to  the  efi'ect  that 
the  acceptance  by  the  company  pf  such  a  grant 
would  be  consistent  with  their  charter  of  in^oppe- 
ration/' 

This  is  the  answer  of  Sir  John  Felly  :-^ 

"  Hudson's  Bay  House,  Jan.  22,  1847. 
«*  My  Lord — Mr,  Under  Secretary  Hawes,  in 
the  letter  which,  by  your  Lordship's  direction,  be 
did  me  the  honour  to  address  to  me  op  thp  14t^ 
ultimo,  stated  that  jo\\  were  prepared  to  assent, 
OQ  Her  Majesty*s  behalf,  to  m^  proposal  that  cer« 
tain  lands  u^  Vancouver's  Islapd,  or  in  other  parts 
of  the  Oregon  territory,  should  be  granted  to  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company ;  but  that  before  making 
that  grant  you  woyld  require  the  production  by 
the  company  of  an  opinion  from  Iler  Majesty's 
Attorney  and  Solicitor  General,  to  the  effect  that 
the  acceptance  by  the  company  of  such  a  grant 
would  be  consistent  with  the  charter  of  inoorporar 
tion.  On  receiving  this  Intimation,  I  directed  a 
case  to  bedrawn  up  for  the  opinipi^  of  the  Attorppy 
and  Solicitor  General,  which  case,  with  their  own 
opinion  thereon,  I  have  the  honour  to  transmit  to 
your  Lordship  herewith.  Tour  Lordship  will  per- 
ceive that  the  question  raised  in  the  case  is  opp- 
fined  to  the  single  point  on  which  you  ez^pressed  a 
wish  to  receive  information,  pamely,  whether  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  have  power  under  their 
charter  to  hold  lands  within  Her  Majesty's  domin- 
ions westward  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.** 

Well,  Sir,  I  confess  that  I,  for  ope,  am  not 
satisfied  with  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  by  Lord  Grey  to  satisfy  his  own 
mind  as  to  the  doubt  which  I  have  twicQ 
shown  to  have  existed — a  doubt  as  to  the 
power  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to 
receive  a  charter  of  land  westward  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains.  I  say,  the  regular  and 
official  course  has  not  been  taken  in  this 
instance.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  sa- 
tisfy its  doubts  by  having  a  case  prepared. 
I  believe  there  are  doubts  as  to  the  legality 
of  this  charter— not,  let  me  say,  as  regarcfs 
the  power  of  the  Crown  to  confer,  but  as 
regards  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  re- 
ceive; and  when  such  doubts  exist,  oe  they 
great  or  be  they  small,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  not  to  direct  the  oom^ 
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panj  to  prepare  a  case,  but  to  have  pre- 
pared a  case  themselves.  I  will  ask  any 
learned  Gentleman  in  this  House  whether 
it  is  not  a  well-known  axiom,  **  If  you  will 
give  me  the  party  who  prepares  the  case, 
I  will  tell  you  the  answer  that  will  be 
given?"  Believing  this  grant  to  be  im- 
politic and  unjust,  I  am  justified  in  avail- 
ing myself  of  any  mode  of  escape  that  may 
yet  be  left,  to  endeavour,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, consistent  with  honour,  to  save  the 
country  from  the  bargain — the  unfortunate 
bargain — which  has  been  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Therefore,  after  the  first  reso- 
lution, which  details  succinctly  (what  I 
have  already  stated  at  such  length)  my 
reasons  for  believing  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  to  be  an  improper  body  to  con- 
duct a  free  colony,  I  go  on  to  state  that  I 
believe  that  the  course  taken  by  the  Colo- 
nial Office  to  satisfy  the  doubts  which  ex- 
isted previously  to  the  issuing  of  this  char- 
ter is  insufficient,  and  therefore  I  conclude 
by  praying  Her  Majesty  that  She  will  cause 
such  measures  to  be  taken  as  will  ascertain 
in  a  regular  and  proper  manner  the  validity 
of  this  charter  without  any  possible  doubt; 
and  if  that  report  should  be  unfavourable, 
I  shall  go  on  to  propose  that  the  grant  be 
abandoned.  I  have  to  apologise  for  the 
time  I  have  taken  up  in  bringing  this  sub- 
ject before  the  House;  and  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  I  have  been  actuated  by  those 
feelings  which  led  me  in  the  first  instance 
to  put  the  question  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  course  of  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment— a  thorough  and  mature  conviction 
that  this  arrangement  is  most  impolitic  and 
unwise — that  you  have  sacrificed  by  this 
transfer  to  the  company,  not  merely  the 
individual  interests  of  those  who  may  be 
induced  under  any  circumstances  to  go  to 
that  island  under  the  auspices  of  the  com- 
pany, but  you  have  entailed  a  very  mate- 
rial and  grievous  loss  upon  this  country, 
both  as  regards  the  trade  of  the  Pacific, 
and  the  political  bearing  on  the  mighty  in- 
terests that  are  rising  in  that  quarter  of  the 
^orld  :  and  let  me  add,  a  heavy  blow  has 
been  struck  against  the  great  and  growing 
interests  of  free  colonisation.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  setting  forth  that  this  House  has  taken 
into  its  consideration  the  Papers  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty has  graciously  commanded  to  be  presented 
to  it  with  regard  to  the  grant  of  Vancouver's 
Island  by  Royal  Charter  to  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,  and  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  ill  adapted 
for  superintending  the  establishment  of  any  Co- 
lony founded  upon  principles  of  political  or  com- 
meroial  freedom: 


"  That  it  also  appears  from  the  Papers  before 
mentioned,  that  the  means  adopted  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  ascertain  *  that  the  acceptance  by 
the  Company  of  such  a  grant  would  be  consistent 
with  their  Charter  of  Incorporation/  were  insuf- 
ficient : 

"  That  this  House  accordingly  prays  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  such 
measures  as  shall  appear  to  Her  Majesty  most 
suitable  may  be  adopted  to  ascertain  whether,  by 
the  Charter  in  question,  a  grant  in  all  respects 
valid  has  been  made  of  the  powers  which  it  pur- 
ports to  convey." 

Mr.  HUME,  although  he  seconded  the 
Motion,  must  say,  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
not  made  the  case  sufficiently  strong.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  conduct  of  the 
Colonial  Office  had  been  most  shameful, 
and  every  step  of  their  proceedings  had 
been  irregular.  He  did  not  think  the  Hud- 
son's  Bay  Company  were  to  be  at  all 
blamed  in  the  matter :  their  object  was  lo 
drive  a  trade  in  skins  and  furs;  and  no- 
thing could  be  more  desirable  to  them  than 
to  obtain  possession  of  Vancouver's  Island, 
and  prevent  its  colonisation.  The  Colonial 
Office  had,  however,  acted  most  irregularly 
and  improperly  in  allowing  the  transfer  of 
the  island,  under  such  circumstances,  to  a 
body  whose  principles  for  200  years  past 
had  been  those  of  monopoly  and  restriction. 
No  doubt  they  looked  upon  this  as  a  most 
advantageous  proceeding.  It  would  be 
to  their  interest  to  prevent  colonisation. 
Every  one  of  the  conditions  attached  to 
the  grant  to  the  company  was  at  variance 
with  those  which  any  wise  man  wishing  to 
encourage  a  colony  would  impose.  Pro- 
bably there  was  no  spot  on  the  face  of 
the  globe  more  advantageous  for  the  pro- 
motion of  commerce  and  trade  than  this 
island.  The  natives,  with  their  wooden 
implements  alone,  could  now  produce  coals 
at  4s,  a  ton;  and,  therefore,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that,  with  the  necessary  improve- 
ment, coals  could  be  obtained  for  2s,  a  ton. 
Prince  Edward's  Island  was  originally 
granted  to  twenty-eight  individuals,  and 
not  two  of  them  ever  intended  to  go  there. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  be  one  of  the  most 
unfortunate  occurrences  connected  with  co« 
lonisation  that  had  occurred  since  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House« 
The  noble  Earl  had  referred  to  the  Motion 
which  he  had  made  for  the  production  of 
papers  connected  with  that  subject,  and 
had  approved  of  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  produce  them.  The  production 
might  have  been  inconvenient ;  but  where 
great  national  advantages  were  to  be  ob- 
tained, he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
keep  secret  what  affected  the  interests  of 
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the*  cominuiiity  at  large.  It  was  a  most 
irregalar  mode  of  doing  business  to  allow  a 
party  to  make  out  his  own  case.  He 
thought  he  was  justified  in  saying  that  the 
interests  of  the  country  ought  not  to  be 
sacrificed  to  ignorance  or  interest.  He 
considered  that  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  not  have  power  to  grant  or  give 
away  any  portion  of  the  British  territory 
until  the  opinion  of  the  House  had  been 
taken  upon  the  matter.  The  time  was,  he 
thought,  coming,  when  the  House  would 
have  a  right  to  interfere,  and  inquire  into 
bargains  of  that  nature,  to  prevent  the 
public  interests  being  sacrificed  in  that 
way.  He  was  sorry  Her  Majesty  had 
been  advised  to  confirm  the  grant,  and  he 
thought  the  House  was  in  a  position  to 
come  to  a  direct  vote  of  censure  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  He  knew  no 
single  publication,  he  knew  no  one  man, 
who  would  attempt  to  defend  these  pro- 
ceedings on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
Upon  all  the  grounds  which  he  had  stated, 
he  thought  it  a  most  unfortunate  circum- 
stance that  this  island  should  have  been 
handed  over  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, instead  of  establishing  a  British  co- 
lony under  the  protection  of  the  Crown. 
In  that  case  the  island  would  have  enabled 
US  to  prevent  that  interference  which  we 
might  expect  hereafter  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States.  If  Vancouver's  Island 
were  not  colonised,  there  would  not  be  an- 
other port  of  that  extensive  coast  where 
English  ships  could  resort.  It  was,  in- 
deed, matter  of  regret  that  the  Admiralty 
should  not  have  pressed  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  having  this  island  as 
a  place  of  resort  for  our  ships.  It  was  im- 
possible to  believe  for  one  moment  that 
this  colony  would  ever  be  made  useful  to 
US.  He  was  sorry  that  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl  did  not  convey  a  stronger  con- 
demnation of  the  policy  of  the  Colonial 
Office.  In  that  condemnation,  he  believed, 
if  he  were  to  poll  the  country  through, 
nine-tenths  of  the  people  would  go  with  him. 
The  Question  having  been  put, 
Mb.  ha  WES  rose  to  reply,  when 
Notice  taken  that  forty  Members  were 
not  present. 

House  counted ;  and  forty  Members  not 
being  present,  the  House  was  adjourned 
at  half-after  Eight  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  20,  1849. 

MnfVTM.]    Public  Btus^—l^  Militia  BalloU  Suspension. 
f>llairtaff«> 


PrriTioiTB  FutsBNTin.  By  Mr.  James  Duff,  firom  Banfl^ 
against  the  Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Captain  For- 
dyoe,  ftom  the  University  of  Aberdeen,  against,  and  by 
the  Marquess  of  Douro,  (Vom  Norwidi,  in  favour  of,  the 
Marriages  BilL— By  Sir  R.  H.  Inglis,  from  the  Clergy  of 
the  Archdeaconry  of  Essex,  for  an  AlteraUon  of  the  Law 
respecting  Tithefl.~By  Mr.  William  Fox,  firom  Oldham, 
fbr  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attinrneys'  Certificates.— By 
Sir  W.  Soroerville.  fnm  Dublin,  against  the  CoUectlon 
of  Rates  (DubUn)  Bill.— By  Sir  E.  FUmer,  firom  Looser 
Kent,  for  Agricultural  Relief. — By  Mr.  Milner  Gibsem* 
from  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Manufiustures,  Man- 
Chester,  for  the  Bankrupt  Laws  Consolidation  BilL—By 
Mr.  Aglionby,  firom  Keswick,  Cumberland,  for  the  Copy- 
holds Enfiranehisement  Bill. — By  Mr.  Meagher,  firom  Wa- 
terford,  fbr  Sanitary  Measures;  also  for  an  accurate  Re- 
gistry of  Births,  Ac  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Cobbold,  trom 
the  Guardians  of  the  Ipswich  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Poor  Law. — By  Captain  Blair,  from  the  Bolton  Union, 
for  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By 
Mr.  Plumptre,  firom  several  Places  in  Kent,  for  the  Sup* 
pression  of  Promiscuous  Intercourse. — By  Mr.  Moody, 
fh>m  llminster,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. 
— From  Bridgewater,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts 
Act — By  Mr.  Bright,  ttom  Rochdale,  for  the  Formation 
of  Treaties  by  which  International  Disputes  shall  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Decision  of  Arbitrators. 

VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND— THE  COUNT-OUT 
ON  TUESDAY  NIGHT. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN :  Sir,  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
House  having  been  counted  out  yesterday 
through  the  instrumentality  and  by  the 
active  exertions  of  persons  connected  with 
the  Goverament — especially  of  one  en- 
trusted by  the  Government  to  muster  up 
forces  on  all  occasions  of  this  kind — I 
shall  renew  the  Motion  with  respect  to 
Vancouver's  Island,  so  cut  short  yesterday, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  first  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  TUFNELL  :  Does  the  noble  Lord 
allude  to  me  ? 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN:  I  do  not 
allude  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  far  as  the 
counting  out  is  concerned ;  but  I  also  say 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  all  he  could 
to  prevent  a  House  being  made. 

Mr.  TUFNELL  :  That  is  not  the  case. 
I  sent  notices  to  all  the  Members  of  the 
Government.  I  was  absent  from  the 
House  at  the  conclusion  of  the  noble 
Lord*s  speech,  in  consequence  of  indis- 
position. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  :  All  I  mean 
to  say  is,  that  when  I  entered  the  House 
at  a  few  minutes  after  four  o'clock,  I  was 
assured  by  an  hon.  Member  who  had  come 
in  just  before  four  o'clock,  that  there  were 
only  thirty-nine  Members  present.  The 
hon.  Member  to  whom  he  alluded  was  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Evesham.^ 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  during  the  four  hours  and  a  half 
occupied  by  the  noble  Earl  in  his  address, 
there  had  been  very  few  Members  on  the 
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DppoBite  side  of  the  House.  The  oouQting 
out  of  iho  House  was  felt  to  be  an  incon- 
venienoe;  for,  after  the  speeoh  of  the 
noUe  Lord,  mj  hon.  Friend,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was  prepared 
to  give  what  he  eonsidered  would  be  a 
most  satisfaetory  answer  to  that  speech. 
If,  before  making  the  complaint,  the  noble 
Sari  had  calculated  eause  and  effect,  he 
might  have  expected  that  some  such  result 
would  follow  an  address  gf  such  duration; 
but  surely  the  noble  Earl  had  as  much 
reason  to  complain  of  the  one  side  of  H^e 
House  as  of  the  other, 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN ;  I  complain 
of  the  count  out. 

Mr,  speaker  here  suggested,  that 
hen.  Gentlemen  should  reserve  any  re- 
marks until  the  House  arrived  at  the 
dropped  orders, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said:  I  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  that  there  is  no  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  £|arl  the  Member 
■for  Falkirk  to  attribute  to  the  Members 
of  the  Government,  usually  so  cijled,  any 
disposition  to  get  rid  of  this  important 
question  by  counting  out  the  House.  Ir- 
respective of  the  impropriety  of  getting 
xid  of  such  a  question  in  such  a  manner, 
I  think  the  inexpediency  of  such  a  course 
at  such  a  time  is  obvious;  especially  when 
.the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  was  about  to  make  a 
reply— a  reply  which  I  confess  I  was 
curious  to  bear,  but  not  for  the  reason  en<- 
l^ertained  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
namely,  that  it  would  be  a  satisfactory  one 
to  the  case  presented  by  the  noble  Earl. 
At  the  same  time  I  think  the  occurrence 
was  most  unfortunate;  and  I  wish  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Sunderland,  who 
interposed  on  that  occasion,  would  state 
the  motives  which  governed  him  in  exer- 
cising a  privilege  which  I  admit  is  some-* 
times  usefully  exercised.  I  regret  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Evesham,  as  he  knew  what  proceedings 
were  taken,  and  the  reasons  which  gave 
rise  to  them.  With  respect  to  the  Motion 
itself,  considering  not  only  the  general  im- 
portance of  the  question,  but  that  the 
Motion  distinctly  arraigns  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  it,  while 
at  the  same  time  it  contemplates  a  plan  of 
policy  and  alteration  for  putting  an  end  to 
an  unfortunate  arrangement  by  just  and 
equitable  means— I  would  make  a  sugges- 
tion to  the  Government,  not,  however,  in 
the  nature  of  a  request,  that  it  would  be 
expedient  for  them  to  name  a  day  on  which 


the  debata  may  be  oonoluded.  I  know 
that  such  a  suggestion  is  not  palatable 
at  this  period  of  the  year.  My  noble 
Friend  has  given  notice  of  bringing  the 
Motion  on  again  on  the  first  ocoasion  of 
going  into  Supply.  It  is  plainly  a  question 
which  ought  not  to  be  mooted  without 
being  brought  to  a  decided  issue;  and  as  I 
think  the  debate  should  take  place  as  early 
as  possible,  I  beg  to  suggest  to  the  Gor 
vemment,  under  the  circumstances,  that 
they  should  name  a  day  for  bringing  it  to 
a  conclusion. 

Mr.  LABOUCHBRE  :  In  the  absence 
of  my  noble  Friend  who  has  the  conduct 
of  the  business  of  this  House,  I  am  unable 
to  enter  into  any  arrangement  of  the  kind 
proposed.  I  ean  assure  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  that  I  regret  as  much  as  any 
man  the  untimely  end  of  the  discussion 
last  evening.  I  believe  that  no  time  is 
ever  giuned  by  a  resort  to  such  a  proceed*' 
ing.  I  feel  bound  to  say,  espeeially 
after  the  attacks  which  have  been  else- 
where made  on  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  imputing  to 
him,  that  after  the  elaborate  attack  made 
on  the  department  with  which  he  is  con^ 
nected,  and  just  at  the  moment  when  he 
rose  to  address  the  House,  he  eommitted 
an  act  of  suicide,  and  put  an  end  to  the 
discussion  and  to  his  own  speeoh-*^!  feel 
bound  to  say  that,  sitting  near  to  him  at 
the  time,  I  was  made  acquainted  with  his 
sincere  and  unaffected  regret,  that,  by  the 
eounting  out  of  the  House,  he  was  pror 
eluded  from  making  what  he  eonsidered 
would  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  states 
ment  and  objections  of  the  noble  Earl.  But 
I  must  protest  against  the  doctrine  that  it 
is  the  especial  duty  of  the  Government  to 
keep  a  House.  [The  Earl  of  Luiooln  :  I 
did  not  say  so.]  With  respect  to  the 
anxiety  of  those  sitting  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  all  I  can  say  is,  that 
certain  Members  of  the  Government  were 
present  when  the  House  was  counted  out; 
and  that  there  were  at  least  as  many  Mem« 
hers  on  this  side  of  the  House  as  there 
were  surrounding  the  noble  Earl.  But  I 
think  in  oases  of  this  kind,  when  a  Member 
of  the  leading  station  and  position  of  the 
noble  Eari  opposite  introduces  a  Motion, 
the  least  thing  the  House  ean  expeet  is, 
that  he  should .  use  his  influence  amongst 
his  own  friends  in  order  to  secure  a  suffi- 
cient House.  I  entirely  deny  that  there 
was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  count  cut  the  House,  I  re- 
gret that  it  took  place;  but  in  t\jM  abs^n^ 
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of  Him  noble  Iiord  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Grown,  tad  in  the  present  position  of  public 
IraMBOBs,  I  eannot  give  the  pledge  required 
bj  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford. 

Mb.  TBEIiAWNY  remarked,  as  a  curl- 
fiiNi  eironmstanee,  that  the  noble  Earl  the 
If  tmber  for  Falkirk  was  not  present  when 
Ike  House  was  made  yesterday. 

The  EabIi  of  LINCOLN  :  Sir,  I  think 
ibo  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
tilt  Board  of  Trade  is  evading  the  charge 
I  made.  I  never  said  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Qovemment  to  keep  a  House,  Quite 
tilt  eontrary :  I  said  it  was  just  as  much 
the  interest  of  individual  Members  as  of  the 
Oovinunent.  Nor  did  I  say,  that  when 
Government  bnsiness  was  not  on>  it  was 
Ae  duty  of  the  Government  to  make  a 
House,  With  respect  to  my  own  absence 
from  ihe  House,  it  was  accidental,  a  per* 
#00  having  called  on  me  at  the  last  mo- 
mfuU  whioh  detained  me  for  two  or  three 
sniontea*  I  am  ready  to  take  upon  myself 
mny  bUme  which  may  attach  to  me  on  that 
^eeount.  But,  although  I  did  not  say  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  make 
s  House,  I  did  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
that  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  prevent 
a  House  being  made.  This  is  a  very  dif- 
ferent thing  to  the  Government  making  a 
House.  And  I  did  say  also,  what  I  am 
now  prepared  to  repeat,  that  with  respect 
to  the  Government  making  a  House  on 
the  occasion,  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine  in- 
formed me  that  the  only  Member  connected 
with  the  Government  present  when  the 
House  was  made,  was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Greenwich.  [The  Attorney 
GnNSiUL  and  Mr.  Cornewall  Lewis  here 
intimated  that  they  were  in  the  House  at 
ihe  time-]  I  know  that  when  the  House 
is  made,  the  Members  of  the  Government 
pour  in,  But  what  I  complain  of  is,  not 
ihat  a  House  was  not  kept,  but  that  a 
Member  holding  office,  and  connected  with 
.the  Government — a  Gentleman  whose  espe- 
eial  duty  it  is  to  muster  the  forces  of  the 
Govemment-oshould,  for  a  considerable 
period,  have  actively  employed  himself  in 
•ndeavouring  to  reduce  the  numbers  in  the 
House  below  what  was  necessary  to  consti- 
tute a  House;  and  I,  then,  distinctly  charge 
him — I  have  it  from  the  lips  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers— with  what  is  called  **  whipping  out 
the  House,"  What  I  say  may  not  be 
Parliamentary,  but  it  is  correct.  I  acquit 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  the  Colonies-^I  have  no  reason  to  think 


that  any  Member  of  the  Cabinet  either  aa« 
thorised,  or  themselves  made  any  exertion 
to  get  the  House  counted  out.  But  what 
I  say  is,  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Evesham,  who  holds  this  partieular 
office,  ought  not  on  an  occasion  of  this 
kind,  when  an  important  Motion  is  brought 
forward,  to  exert  himself  to  get  the  House 
counted  out.  [Lard  Mareu$  Sill  her4  en* 
tered  the  Houa^,]  I  rejoice  exceedingly 
that  the  noble  Member  has  entered  Uie 
House,  and  I  now  repeat  the  charge,  that 
he  was  instrumental  in  getting  the  House 
reduced  below  the  number  of  forty;  and  if 
he  wishes  the  particular  names  of  the  three 
hon.  Members  who  not  only  saw  hut  heard 
these  things,  I  will  give  them.  All  I  have 
further  to  say  is,  that  if  the  eonsequenoe 
of  bringing  my  Motion  on,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  will  be  to  impede 
public  business,  the  responsibility  does  not 
rest  with  me,  but  with  the  noble  Lord,  who 
prevented  the  question  being  debated  last 
night,  and  that  the  mischief  must  be  home 
by  the  Government  for  not  preserving  su& 
cient  discipline  in  their  ranks. 

Lord  MARCUS  HILL :  I  assure  the 
noble  Earl  that  I  took  no  open  mea* 
sures  whatever.  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine 
told  me  of  an  intention  to  count  the  House 
out,  and  I  certainly  made  no  effort  to  dis- 
suade him  from  doing  so.  But  to  say  that 
I  went  about  canvassing  Members  to  go 
away,  I  did  nothing  of  the  kind. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN :  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether,  on  strangers  being 
ordered  to  withdraw,  he  did  not  meet  an 
hon.  Member  coming  into  the  House,  and 
distinctly  say  to  him,  **  Don*t  go  in — the 
House  may  be  counted  out  ?" 

Lord  MARCUS  HILL :  I  may  have 
said  BO,  but  I  don*t  think  that  implies  any 
deliberate  attempt  on  my  part  to  canvass 
Members. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  :  Were  you  not 
at  the  green  door  behind  the  Speaker's 
chair,  preventing  Members  from  coming 
in? 

Lord  MARCUS  HILL:  I  had  just 
come  out  of  the  Speaker's  room,  where  I 
had  retired  to  converse  with  a  right  hon. 
Fnend,  and  was  conversing  with  him  when 
the  thing  occurred. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  no  doubt  it  was  a 
hard  case  for  the  noble  Earl  opposite  to  be 
counted  out;  but  he  thought  the  case  just 
as  hard  when  it  referred  to  a  Motion 
affecting  the  welfare  of  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  as  when  it  related  to  Vancou* 
ver's  Island.     At  the  same  time,  howevert 
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he  hoped  the  House  would  stop  to  continue 
the  debates  when  once  they  wore  begun, 
for  he  was  sure  that  in  the  end  they  would 
Bare  time  to  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment by  following  that  course. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  considered  they  were 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  by  keeping 
up  this  discussion;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  must  ask  the  Speaker  and  the  House, 
when  the  practice  of  counting  out  was  so 
frequently  followed  during  the  Session, 
creating  impediments  and  obstructions  to 
the  public  business,  whether  they  ought 
not  to  inquire  how  they  could  best  put 
some  stop  to  the  measure.  Though  only 
thirty-seven  Members,  independent  of  the 
Speaker,  were  present  last  night,  probably 
in  the  course  of  an  hour  after  the  House 
was  counted,  the  number  would  have  been 
swelled  to  between  100  and  200  Members, 
for  they  all  knew  that  many  Members  were 
in  the  habit  of  going  out  at  a  particular 
hour  and  returning  again  afterwards.  He 
therefore  thought  it  a  very  unfortunate 
circumstance  that  on  a  Motion  of  so  much 
importance  the  House  should  have  been 
counted  out  at  such  a  period  of  the  even- 
ing; and  he  wished  some  plan  to  be  devised 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  the  like  in 
future. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  could  speak  himself 
as  to  the  activity  behind  the  chair  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  whipper-in  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  getting  the  House  counted  out. 
It  had  been  said  that  it  could  not  have 
been  the  object  of  the  Government  to  effect 
a  count-out;  but  in  his  opinion  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  would  not  find 
a  little  delay  at  all  inconvenient  for  him  in 
preparing  a  defence.  The  country  now 
took  a  great  interest  in  colonial  affairs; 
and  what  appearance  would  the  count-out 
have  to  the  people  out  of  doors,  when  on 
an  important  question  it  was  understood 
that  a  noble  Lord,  known  to  be  the  whip- 
per-in of  the  House,  was  seen  actively 
exerting  himself  to  secure  a  count-out,  and 
ultimately  succeeded  in  his  purpose  ?  He 
did  not  wish  to  make  any  attack  on  the 
Government  in  the  matter;  indeed,  the 
blame  was  equally  due  to  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House;  but  he  thought  the 
dignity  of  the  House  and  its  duty  to  the 
public  would  have  been  better  consulted  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  had  remained 
in  their  places. 

Mt.  VERNON  SMITH  rose  to  protest 
against  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockerniouth,  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  keep  a  House  on  all 
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occasions,  because  he  thought  such  a  rule 
would  prevent  individual  Members  from 
attending  in  their  places  as  they  ought; 
and  he  thought  the  privilege  of  counting 
out  as  important  a  privilege  as  any  other, 
because  it  enabled  the  public  to  see  what 
the  questions  were  that  excited  no  interest 
in  that  House,  and  prevented  many  Mem- 
bers, who  were  absent  during  the  debate, 
from  coming  in  late  and  voting  upon  ques- 
tions which  no  one  could  pretend  their 
minds  were  prepared  for  deciding.  Could 
any  one  say  that  those  who  were  absent 
when  the  attack  was  made  in  his  elaborate 
speech  on  this  difficult  and  complicated 
subject,  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  when  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  was  defended 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  could  be  able 
to  tell  what  it  was  that  they  were  voting 
for?  He  confessed  he  was  surprised  to 
see  the  noble  Earl,  with  his  experience  in 
that  House,  get  up  and  make  a  grave 
charge  because  he  had  been  counted  out. 
The  best  thing  he  could  have  done  under 
the  circumstances  was  to  put  the  ridicule 
quietly  in  his  pocket;  for  he  was  only  con- 
tinuing the  laugh  against  himself  by  making 
a  charge  against  his  (Mr.  V.  Smith's) 
noble  Friend  for  the  performance  of,  no 
doubt,  his  duty.  Where  a  person  brings 
forward  a  Motion  that  does  not  sufficiently 
interest  the  House,  or  his  speech  is  not 
considered  sufficiently  attractive,  he  is 
always  liable  to  such  a  proceeding.  But  it 
was  not  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
keep  a  House  for  an  adverse  Motion;  and 
the  noble  Earl  himself  knew  that  to  be  the 
rule.  [The  Earl  of  Lincoln:  I  have  said 
so  before,  several  times  over.]  But  the 
noble  Earl's  own  followers  were  not  suf- 
ficiently numerous  to  make  a  House;  and 
the  best  thing  he  could  do  was  to  let  the 
matter  pass,  without  saying  anything 
further  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ha  WES  was  anxious,  before  a  new 
subject  came  on,  explicitly  to  declare  that 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  intention  to 
count  out  the  House  the  previous  evening, 
and  must  express  his  strong  disappointment 
at  what  had  taken  place;  but  as  the  noble 
Earl  had  kindly  exempted  him  from  all 
participation  in  the  charge,  he  would 
totally  pass  by  the  imputations  that  had 
been  cast  elsewhere.  But  he  was  bound 
to  state,  after  what  had  been  stated  against 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Evesham, 
that  he  had  himself  particularly  observed 
that,  except  during  the  early  part  of  the 
noble  Earl's  speech,  not  more  than  twenty- 
five  Members  altogether  were  present  for 
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m  Tetj  long  period.  He  had  been  on  a 
Committee  all  day  himself,  and  on  leaving 
il  he  went  down  to  the  Colonial  Office  to 
proenre  such  papers  as  he  thought  might 
be  necessary  to  answer  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl;  but  the  count-out  that  took 
place  took  him  entirely  by  surprise. 

Mb.  HUME  was  of  opinion  that  no  bu- 
uness  ought  to  be  proceeded  with  unless 
200  Members  at  least  were  present.  Not 
that  he  approved  of  the  course  taken  last 
night;  but  he  wished  to  call  the  House's 
attention  to  the  practice  in  Committees,  of 
the  clerk,  whenever  a  quorum  was  not  pre- 
aent,  calling  the  notice  of  the  chairman  to 
the  fact,  when  the  business  was  stopped. 
Now,  if  the  House  adopted  an  analogous 
rule  to  the  rule  in  Committees,  he  thought 
the  business  of  the  country  would  go  on 
better,  greater  attention  would  be  secured 
to  questions  of  high  public  interest,  and 
there  would  be  less  loss  of  public  time. 
Whenever  the  subject  of  the  Estimates  was 
brought  before  the  country,  the  crying  evil 
was  that  there  was  an  instantaneous  rush 
made  out  of  the  House  by  hon.  Members; 
and,  for  his  part,  when  that  was  the  case, 
he  should  like  to  put  a  stop  to  any  further 
votes  of  public  money  till  the  attendance 
present  was  adequate  to  secure  proper  con- 
trol. In  the  United  States,  and  in  other 
countries,  in  all  their  popular  legislative 
assemblies,  one  half  of  the  members  must 
be  present  before  the  business  could  be 
gone  on  with;  and  if  that  excellent  rule 
were  adopted  here,  they  would  have  that 
House  full  of  Members  who  came  there  to 
do  the  business  of  the  nation,  and  not  for 
other  purposes.  He  hoped  that  the  time 
was  not  far  distant  when  they  would  be 
able  to  get  rid  of  all  the  useless  Members, 
by  compelling  every  Member  to  attend  in 
his  place  or  give  up  his  seat.  He  did  not 
think  the  noble  Earl,  because  he  happened 
to  have  what  they  called  a  high  standing 
in  that  House,  ought  to  obtain  more  atten- 
tion for  his  Motions  than  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  might  not  rank  so  high  there. 
They  ought  to  be  all  equal  there;  and  al- 
though they  could  not  enforce  an  attend- 
ance, yet  every  Motion  brought  forward 
should  be  allowed  a  fair  hearing. 

Subject  dropped. 

EXEMPTION  OF  LITERARY  SOCIETIES 

FROM  LOCAL  TAXATION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  BkoWxV, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 

had  considered  the  Bill  for  simplifying  the 

mode  of  caiTying  into  effect  the  exemption 


of  literary  societies  and  mechanics*  institu- 
tions  from  local  taxes,  but  there  were  two 
portions  of  it  to  which  he  entertained  con- 
siderable objections.  The  first,  with  re- 
spect to  the  mode  prescribed  for  adjusting 
disputed  facts,  which  he  considered  would 
give  rise  to  considerable  litigation;  and 
the  second,  with  respect  to  the  establish*' 
ment  of  an  office  under  the  Act,  and  tho 
payment  of  fees  for  registration.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  give  any  pledge  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  as  to  the  course 
they  intended  to  take  in  regard  to  this 
measure. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
whether  he  objected  to  the  principle  pro- 
pounded by  the  societies,  and  whether  the 
Government  would  undertake  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  effect  the  object  of- the  societies 
without  the  creation  of  the  new  office  ? 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  perhaps  there  might 
be  persons  looking  out  for  the  new  office. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  be  willing  to  introduce  tho  Bill  with- 
out that  clause. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  he  would  do  all  he  could  to  promote  a 
measure  which  did  not  contain  the  clauses 
to  which  he  objected;  but  whether  the 
Government  would  think  it  expedient  to 
introduce  the  measure  was  another  ques- 
tion. He  could  not  say  whether  such  a 
measure  would  be  introduced  or  not. 

Subject  dropped. 

CANADA. 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  that  in  order  to 
make  the  question  he  was  about  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  intelligible,  ho  must  read  a 
few  passages  from  the  despatch  of  the 
Earl  of  Elgin  of  the  12th  of  May,  1848, 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House.     The  Earl  of  Elgin  observed  — 

"  Tho  advantage  to  the  colonists  in  the  British 
market  afforded  by  means  of  protecting  duties, 
generally  enabled  them  to  overlook  the  disadvan- 
tages of  having  the  markets  of  the  United  States 
closed  to  them  by  duties  levied  in  that  country  in 
favour  of  native  productions." 

And  in  the  same  despatch  his  Lordship 
said — 

*'  Connected  with  this  subject  of  tho  free  navi- 
gation of  tho  St.  Lawrence  west  of  Quebec, 
which  the  Americans  are  desirous  to  procure,  is  a 
corresponding  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian 
farmers  to  avail  themselves  of  the  American  home 
market  whenever  it  affords  superior  prices  to 
those  derived  from  exportation  to  Europe.  The 
price  of  wheat  and  flour  in  the  eastern  States  in-« 
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tonded  for  hotae  consumption  is  often  muoh  higher 
than  the  price  in  Canada  for  exportation.  When 
this  happens  to  he  the  case,  it  would  he  an  im- 
mense advantage  to  the  Canadian  agriculturist 
could  he  export  his  produce  fbr  consumption  in 
the  United  States.  This,  however,  he  is  pre- 
vented from  doing  b/  a  protecting  duty  of  a  quar^ 
ter  of  a  dollar  a  bushel  upon  wheat." 

There  were  Bereral  pattagei^  in  the  same 
despatch,  all  tending  to  reeommend  that 
ia  estahlishing  a  free  navigation  of  the  St» 
Lawrence,  a  treaty  should  he  formed  with 
the  United  States  providing  for  the  re* 
moval  of  their  protective  duty* 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  that  he  was  sorry 
to  he  obliged  to  rise  to  order*  No  doubt 
aU  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
Bouse  felt  a  deep  interest  in  this  question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  There  is  a  question 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  roebuck  was  sorry  to  have 
offered  an  interruption. 

Mr.  HERRIES)  in  continuation,  said, 
that  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
waited  a  little,  he  would  have  seen  the 
necessity  for  making  these  remarks,  in 
order  to  make  the  questions  which  he 
wished  to  found  upon  them  intelligible. 
The  questions  he  had  to  ask  were,  what 
answer  had  been  returned  to  those  repre- 
sentations of  the  Canadian  Government; 
and  what  steps,  if  any,  had  been  taken  to 
secure  the  realisation  of  objects  so  for- 
cibly pressed  on  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  observed*  that 
although  he  had  been  aware  that  some 
question  would  be  addressed  to  him,  he 
was  not  exactly  aware  of  the  precise  nature 
of  it.  But  he  might  state  generally  that 
the  Government  had  received  representa^ 
tions  from  the  British  North  American 
colonies,  setting  forth  the  great  importance 
of  establishing  a  system  of  free  trade  with 
respect  to  those  articles  which  constituted 
the  great  bulk  of  the  produce  exchanged 
between  the  United  States  and  themselves, 
and  that  to  adopt  any  system  of  customs 
duties  would  be  attended  with  inconve- 
nience. Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  the  Government  had 
returned  an  answer  to  these  representations, 
that  they  would  be  glad  to  co-operate  in 
facilitating  this  object.  A  Bill  had  been 
introduced  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  on  the  subject^  but  had  not  been 
proceeded  with  simply  on  account  of  the 
lateness  of  the  Session.  The  subject 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of,  and  the  Ameri- 
can Government  would  be  advised,  in 
evory  way,  of  the  disposition  of  the  Go- 


vernment to  facilitate  the  important  object 
of  establishing  a  free  intercourse  for  arti^' 
des  of  produce  across  the  borders. 

Mr.  HERRIES  inquired  what  answer 
had  been  returned? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  would  inquire. 

Subject  dropped* 

KAVIGATION  LAWS. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  there  had 
been  any  correspondence  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  foreign  Powers  with  regard 
to  the  effect  of  the  aJteration  in  the  law  on 
the  definition  of  **  national  vessels  '*  in  our 
commercial  treaties  with  those  countries  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  replied,  that  the 
communications  to  foreign  Governments 
with  respect  to  the  alterations  effected  in 
the  navigation  laws  had  been  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  There  had  been  no 
subsequent  communications. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  would  then  state 
what  had  occurred  to  him  on  this  subject. 
There  were  now  numerous  treaties  with 
foreign  States,  by  which  equality  of  privi* 
lege,  with  respect  to  national  vessels,  was 
stipulated  for  and  given  by  both  sides. 
The  effect  of  that  stipulation  was  to  make 
each  State  a  party  to  the  definition  of 
national  vessels  on  either  side.  That  prin-* 
ciple  was  fully  recognised.  In  a  number 
of  treaties  of  ours  particular  relaxations 
had  been  introduced  by  our  consent,  and 
in  very  express  terms,  with  respect  to  the 
vessels  of  other  States.  In  the  treaty  of 
Guatemala,  it  was  provided  that  fbr  a  cei^ 
tain  number  of  years  ships  need  not  be 
manned  by  the  native  population,  or  built 
at  Guatemala,  but  only  owned  by  the 
people  of  that  place.  It  therefore  ap* 
peared  to  him  that  foreign  Powers  who 
held  those  treaties  were  entitled  to  con« 
sider  that  as  the  legal  definition  of  a 
national  vessel.  What  he  desired  to  be 
assured  of  was,  could  we,  under  the  changes 
which  had  been  introduced,  and  under  the 
treaties  as  they  stand,  cUdm  such  vessels 
as  national  vessels  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  replied,  without 
entering  into  the  legal  question  of  con-* 
struction,  that  the  operation  of  the  Navi- 
gation Bill  just  passed  had  been  purposely 
deferred  for  some  months,  in  order  that 
any  question  of  the  kind  might  be  maturely 
considered,  and  to  permit  of  such  eommu- 
nications  with  foreign  Powers  as  might  be 
necessary. 

Subject  dropped. 
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MARRIAGES  BILL. 

Oirieit  fead  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  be  made 
to  Question  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time;"  and  which  Amendment 
WM  to  leave  otit  the  word  *<now/'  and 
at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words 
*'imon  this  dlty  six  months. '* 

Qtteition  again  proposed,  « That  the 
woiil  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question/' 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  oould  assure  the 
House  that  he  approached  this  very  diffi- 
cult qaestien  with  much  anxiety.  He  said 
St  was  It  difficult  question,  because  though 
he  was  satisfied  that  the  authorities  against 
the  adoption  of  this  measure  were  conolu-^ 
aiTe»  yet  he  could  not  conceal  from  him- 
self the  fttct,  that  there  were  many  whose 
motiYes  he  could  not  impugn,  who  differed 
from  him  In  the  view  he  took  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  there  was  a  great  difficulty  in 
obtaining  for  it  a  calm  and  a  dispassionate 
consideration.  For  his  own  part  he  depre- 
eated  the  discussion  of  it  altogether  ;  but 
it  having  been  pressed  upon  him,  and  such 
a  question  having  been  opened,  he  thought 
it  due  to  the  question,  to  the  public,  and 
to  the  House,  that  it  should  be  fully  and 
oalmly  debated.  The  commissioners  in 
their  report  stated  that  the  great  difficulty 
In  grappling  with  the  subject  was,  that  the 
opinion  of  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
thii  country  was  founded  in  a  great  mea- 
aure  on  a  vague  and  rather  uninformed 
assumption  that  they  are  prohibited  by 
God's  word,  than  on  a  mature  examina- 
tion either  of  the  Scriptures  or  of  the  law 
of  the  Church.  Now  he  was  one  of  those 
who  Concurred  with  the  large  portion  of 
the  people  of  this  country  in  thinRing  that 
these  marriages  were  prohibited  by.  the 
Scriptures,  and  he  trusted  he  could  show 
also  that  they  were  opposed  to  sound 
policy.  In  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion they  should  divest  themselves  of  all 
bias.  He  had  had  the  advantage  of  read- 
ing a  very  important  letter,  addressed  to 
Principal  Macfarlane,  and  he  took  that 
letter  to  embody  the  views  of  those  who 
promoted  this  Bill.  It  was  there  argued 
that  this  was  not  a  question  of  compulsion, 
but  of  permission.  He  thought  there  were 
three  propositions  which  those  who  sup- 

f^rted  this  Bill  were  bound  to  establish. 
hey  were  bound  to  show  that  the  prohi- 
bitions were  not  required  by  the  law  of 
God,  or  by  the  real  principles  of  Chris*- 
tianity;  and,  lastly,  that  the  general  in- 
terests of  society  would  be  more  advanced 
a  these  marriagea  were  allowed,  than  if 


they  were  prohibited.  These  were  the 
propositions  on  which  this  question  must 
turn  ;  and  if  he  was  right,  he  was  in  a 
position  to  remove  them»  With  regard  to 
the  Levitical  law,  it  was  argued  that  it  waa 
not  binding  $  and  the  commissioners  not 
only  repudiated  the  Levitical  law  as  not 
binding,  bat  as  assisting  these  marriages^ 
and  they  oonlended  that  so  far  from  being 
prohibited,  these  marriages  were  inferentl^ 
ally  allowed.  As  respected  the  Levitical 
law,  the  injunctions  given  were  framed  for 
good  and  obvious  reasons  ;  for  the  injune* 
tions  were  founded  on  a  basis  which  went 
to  the  very  structure  of  society  generally^ 
The  injunctions  in  the  chapter  were  bind^ 
ing  on  Christians  and  upon  the  whole  ft^ 
mily  of  the  Christian  world.  They  were 
not  permissive  to  the  people  to  whom  they 
were  addressed,  but  to  all  the  people  of 
Christendom.  It  was  in  the  institution  of 
marriage  that  we  had  a  relationship  of  a 
closer  character  than  that  by  blood  alone. 
The  Lord  had  declared  that  a  man  should 
forsake  his  father  and  mother,  and  cleave 
unto  his  wife.  Then  he  would  approach 
the  xth  chapter  of  Leviticus.  He  ob- 
served that  one  of  the  five  witnesses  whose 
evidence  was  included  in  the  report  of  the 
commissioners  assumed  that  the  argument 
of  those  who  were  opposed  to  this  measure 
founded  their  opinion  upon  the  18th  verse 
of  the  xviiith  chapter  of  Leviticus.  Thus 
a  rev.  gentleman,  a  minister  of  the  Churchy 
said— 

"  The  view  of  those  who  contend  for  the  pro* 
hibition  rests,  I  think,  on  the  18th  Terse  of  the 
xviiith  chapter  of  Leviticus, '  Neither  shalt  thou 
take  a  wife  to  her  sister,  to  vex  her,  to  uncover  her 
nakedness,  beside  the  other  in  her  life-time.'  *' 

That,  he  thought,  was  a  fallacy.  He 
thought  that  the  6th  verse  was  that  on 
which  the  question  turned  ;  and  the  sub- 
sequent verses  enabled  any  one  to  expound 
its  meaning.  The  6th  verse  prohibited  in- 
tercourse with  those  who  were  near  of  kin. 
He  contended  that  no  one  could  take  the 
subsequent  verses  without  seeing  that  thai 
verse  embraced  affinity  as  well  as  consan- 
guinity, in  cases  implied  as  well  as  ex* 
pressed.  The  chapter  in  Leviticus  speci- 
fied the  various  prohibitions  in  respect  to 
marriages  ;  it  spoke  of  the  prohibition  as 
between  mother  and  son,  but  omitted  to 
put  the  case  of  father  and  daughter.  But 
silence  was  here  the  more  significant.  In 
the  14th  verse  there  was  a  prohibition 
against  a  marriage  with  a  father's  bro* 
ther*s  wife,  lor  *•  she  is  thine  aunt.*'  Then 
they  had  the  prohibition  in  respect  to  mo» 
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thers,  daughters,  and  grandmothers^  as 
near  of  kiu,  and  hy  legal  implication  they 
had  affinity  as  a  har.  The  chapter  induded 
lineal  and  collateral  branches  as  to  whom 
marriage  was  impossible ;  and  in  regard  to 
tiie  collateral  branch,  it  applied  to  those 
who  might  be  supposed  to  be  associated 
together  on  terms  of  domestic  intimacy. 
Now,  the  18th  Terse  was  thai  upon  which 
the  argument  iras  attempted  to  be  an- 
swered, and  was  thus  defined.  But  did 
the  18th  verse  apply  to  the  6th  verse?  If, 
then,  it  did,  did  it  or  did  it  not  apply  to 
the  wife's  sister,  as  next  of  kin?  But 
polygamy,  if  permitted,  would  not  include 
the  wife's  sister.  It  appeared  that  in 
reference  to  this  question  the  authority  of 
Dr.  Chalmers  had  been  given  to  the  world 
by  Dr.  Lee  : — 

"  That  learned  person  (Dr.  Chalmers)  did  not 
tpeak  of  the  general  principle  involved  in  the 
xviiith  chapter  of  Leviticus.  Dr.  Chalmers  had, 
on  receiving  several  ecclesiastical  appointments, 
signed  the  Confession  of  Faith,  and  thus  he  vir- 
tually condemned  such  a  supposition  as  that  he 
fitvoured  the  opinion  sought  to  be  attributed  to 
him.  Besides,  he  (Dr.  Lee)  knew  Dr.  Chalmers* 
deliberately  expressed  judgment  to  be  the  very 
opposite.  He  considered  that  parties  marrying 
within  the  forbidden  degrees  should  not  be  in 
communion  with  the  Church." 

He  now  came  to  a  stronger  view  of  the 
question — namely,  the  manner  in  which  it 
ought  to  be  considered  under  the  Christian 
dispensation,  under  which  there  had  been 
introduced  a  different  system  from  that 
which  existed  under  the  dispensation  of 
the  Jews.  It  provided  for  a  system  of 
moral  purity.  Having  regard  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  prohibition,  how  much  greater  was 
the  restriction  derived  from  the  principles 
of  Christianity  than  from  the  prohibition 
of  the  Jewish  law !  Many  erroneous  views 
with  regard  to  marriages  were  corrected 
by  Christianity.  Polygamy  and  the  facili- 
ties for  divorce  were  corrected  by  that  sys- 
tem. He  believed  the  tendency  of  the  Bill 
was  to  lower  the  relations  of  marriage,  to 
destroy  that  character  which  it  was  one  of 
the  objects  of  Christianity  to  elevate  and 
purify;  and,  inasmuch  as  marriage  was  at 
the  very  foundation  of  society,  it  was  the 
duty  of  Christians  to  vote  against  such  a 
measure.  The  effect  of  Christianity  was 
to  elevate  and  chasten  the  feelings  and 
sanctity  of  domestic  life.  On  this  point, 
an  American  authority,  Chancellor  Kent, 
said — 

**  Under  the  influence  of  Christianity,  a  purer 
taste  and  stricter  doctrine  have  been  inculcated, 
and  an  incestuous  connexion  between  an  uncle 
aad  niece  has  been  recently  adjudged  by  a  great 


master  of  public  and  municipal  law  to  be  a  nui* 
sance  extremely  offensive  to  the  laws  and  man- 
ners of  society*  leading  to  endless  confusions, 
and  the  pollution  of  the  sanctity  of  private 
life." 

Now,  the  case  of  the  niece  was  not  ex- 
pressed in  the  chapter.  It  rested  upon 
implication,  and  was  fortified  by  the  prin-^ 
ciples  of  Christianity,  founded  on  express 
precept  and  parity  of  reasoning.  And  we 
were  now  asked  to  recede  from  the  point 
to  which  society  had  been  advanced  by  a 
legitimate  development  of  Christian  prin- 
ciple. It  was  important  to  consider  how 
any  change  would  operate  upon  individual 
character,  and  upon  the  most  important 
element  of  society — ^family  life.  Amongst 
those  who  met  on  terms  of  domestic  inti- 
macy, it  was  necessary  that  theii;  inter- 
course should  be  placed  above  the  reach  of 
suspicion.  By  the  aid  of  pure  principles 
within,  and  restriction  of  form  without,  a 
barrier  was  raised  against  the  conception 
of  impurity.  The  removal  of  that  barrier 
would  interfere  with  family  life,  and  do  a 
positive  injury  to  society.  In  the  early 
period  of  Christianity,  it  had  great  difficul- 
ties to  deal  with  with  regard  to  social  or- 
ganisation. That  sect  of  the  Jews  which 
relied  entirely  upon  the  text  of  Scripture, 
and  rejected  all  tradition,  held  the  case  of 
the  wife's  sister  to  be  within  the  prohibited 
degrees.  It  was  satisfactory  to  find  that 
those  of  the  Jews  who  adhered  strictly  to 
the  word  of  God,  agreed  with  the  reform- 
ed churches,  which  had  taken  the  word  of 
God  as  their  standard.  The  Grecian  law 
and  the  Roman  law  prohibited  such  inter- 
course, as  did  also  the  law  of  the  Koran. 
Observations  had  been  made  with  regard 
to  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  the  Papal  law 
with  regard  to  marriage.  They  did  not 
rely  upon  it  as  a  prohibition  by  the  word 
of  God,  because,  if  they  had  admitted 
that,  their  dispensations  could  not  have 
been  brought  to  bear.  But  why  did  they 
prohibit  the  marriage  ?  Why  was  dispen- 
sation necessary?  It  showed  that  they 
considered  the  allowance  as  the  exception 
— the  prohibition  as  the  rule.  In  the  year 
790,  when  the  Irish  Church  was  a  pure 
church,  and  abjured  the  authority  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  a  canon  was  in  force  ex- 
communicating the  man  who  married  his 
wife's  sister.  Let  the  House  consider  how 
the  question  had  been  dealt  with  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  What  course  did  the 
Reformers  take?  They  appealed  to  the 
word  of  God.  The  Church  became 
pledged  upon  the  subject,  and  tke  **  Table 
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of  Degrees"  became  one  of  the  canons  of 
the  Church,  and  was  publicly  promulgated. 
That  state  of  things  had  continued  to  the 
present  time.  Jeremy  Taylor  referred  in 
terms  to  the  canon  of  1603,  which  states 
that  these  marriages  are  prohibited  by  the 
word  of  God.  Was  it,  then,  to  be  left  to 
individual  men  to  differ  with  the  church  to 
which  they  belong;  and  were  clergymen  to 
be  allowed  to  marry  persons  who  would  not 
be  considered  by  the  rest  of  the  church  as 
lawfully  married  ?  If  this  should  be 
allowed,  it  would  completely  derange  the 
principles  of  society.  It  was  necessary 
that  one  basis  should  be  allowed  by  all 
men.  This  was  required  by  the  exigencies 
of  human  society.  There  ought  to  be  one 
basis  alone.  That  basis  ought  not  to  be 
narrowed  to  a  more  strict  limit  than  was 
necessary.  But  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  a  civil  sanction  should  not 
be  given  to  a  marriage  which  would  not  be 
regarded  by  the  great  body  of  the  people 
as  in  accordance  with  their  religious  con- 
victions. In  the  year  1836,  when  the 
Marriage  Act  was  passed,  the  Dissenters 
did  not  take  that  view  of  the  question 
which  was  now  advocated  by  some  few  of 
their  body  who  were  not  remarkable  for 
their  attachment  to  the  Established  Church. 
He  did  not  know  any  one  in  Ireland  who 
was  favourable  to  the  Bill.  And  what  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  ? 
The  Church  of  Scotland,  to  her  honour, 
presented  an  unbroken  front  on  the  ques- 
tion. He  admitted  that  some  doubt  exist- 
ed in  the  minds  of  professional  men  in 
that  country,  and  amongst  them  it  might 
perhaps  be  treated  as  an  open  question. 
But  with  regard  to  the  Church  and  the 
laity  of  Scotland,  he  believed  they  were 
as  determined  as  men  could  be  to  take 
their  stand  upon  a  clear  conviction  of  the 
truth  of  their  basis.  In  1560,  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Pope  was  extirpated  from  Scot- 
land. The  earliest  authority  on  the  sub- 
ject is  the  Act  of  1567,  passed  shortly 
after  the  Reformation  in  Scotland.  It  or- 
dains that  marriage  **  shall  be  as  lawful 
and  as  free  as  the  law  of  God  has  per- 
mitted the  same."   It  also  declares  that — 

"  Those  of  the  second  degree  (by  which  is  meant 
cousins  german)  of  consanguinity  and  affinity, 
and  all  degrees  outwith  the  same  contained  in  the 
word  of  the  eternal  God,  and  that  are  not  re- 
pugnant to  the  said  word,  might  lawfully  marry." 

Then    came     the    Confession  of  Faith, 
which   was  ratified  and  approved  by  the 
Act  of  1690,  passed  on  the  occasion  of  the 
VOL.CVI.    {™'4} 


Revolution,  and  establishing  the  Presbyte- 
ricCh  Church  in  Scotland : — 

"  Marriage  ought  not  to  be  within  the  degree 
of  consanguinity  or  affinity  forbidden  in  the  word ; 
nor  can  such  incestuous  marriages  ever  be  made 
lawful  by  any  law  of  man.  or  consent  of  part&liy 
so  as  these  persons  may  live  together  as  man  and 
wife.  The  man  may  not  marry  any  of  his  wife's 
kindred  nearer  in  blood  than  he  may  of  his  own ; 
nor  the  woma^of  her  husband's  kindred  nearer  in 
blood  than  her  own." 

When  it  was  staged  in  thfe  report  that  the 
majority  of  the  laity  of  England — that  the 
whole  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  the 
whole  of  the  people  of  Scotland  are  op- 
posed to  the  Bill  upon  deep  settled  reli- 
gious conviction — considering  the  feelings 
that  had  been  created  under  the  present 
system,  and  that  had  been  established  for 
centuries,  he  could  not  conceive  anything 
more  perilous  or  impolitic  than  to  agitate 
the  public  mind,  and  lead  them  to  suppode 
that  in  what  they  have  hitherto  considered 
as  standard  truths  they  have  been  mis- 
taken. In  the  year  1649  a  statute  was 
passed,  ending  in  this  manner  : — 

'*  Consanguinity  and  affinity  impeding  matri- 
mony is  contracted  by  them  that  are  of  kindred  on 
either  side,  as  well  as  by  those  that  are  of  kindred 
on  both  sides,  and  by  unlawful  company  of  man 
and  woman,  as  well  as  by  marriage." 

And  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  highest  legal 
authorities  in  Scotland  that  no  •clergyman 
could  be  found  who,  in  the  existing  state 
of  opinion  on  the  matter,  would  consent  to 
celebrate  a  marriage  between  them.  At 
a  meeting  of  the  Church  not  long  ago. 
Principal  Lee  mentioned  a  case  where  a 
man  had  married  the  sister  of  his  former 
wife.  He  said  he  had  never  heard  but 
one  case  of  such  marriage,  and  that  it  ex- 
cited general  disgust;  and  also,  that  so  far 
as  he  was  acquainted  with  ecclesiastical 
history,  such  a  connexion  was  incestuous. 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  then,  that  the 
most  eminent  divines  held  such  marriages 
to  be  at  variance  with  the  law.  In  Her- 
bert's translation  of  Gfrotius,  1580,  he 
found  that  in  affinity  marriage  is  forbidden 
within  the  same  degrees  of  consanguinity, 
and  that  a  man  may  not  marry  his  bro- 
ther's widow  or  his  wife's  sister.  He  ap- 
pealed on  this  subject  to  those  who  be- 
longed to  the  Church  to  which  he  belonged. 
If  ever  there  was  a  Church  pledged  to  this 
interpretation  of  God's  word,  he  would  ask 
was  not  the  Church  of  England  so  pledged, 
and  was  not  the  Church  of  Scotland  equally 
pledged  ?  When  the  Churches  of  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  were  thus  unitedly- 
pledged  to  this  interpretation  of  God's 
X 


611 


Marriages  Bill, 


{ COMMONS  } 


Marriages  Bill, 


612 


word,  he  would  ask  was  it  fair  that  it 
should  be  set  aside  for  the  convenience  of 
a  few  individuals  ?  And  who  were  the  per- 
sons who  sought  to  overthrow  the  present 
system  ?  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  poor.  Now,  let  not  the  House 
be  deluded  in  this  matter.  This  measure 
was  not  introduced  for  the  sake  of  thd 
J)oor,  but  for  the  benefit  of  a  few  interested 
persons.  This  was  admitted  on  the  face 
of  the  report,  which  stated — 

"  Of  the  nmrriages  thus  ascertained  to  have 
been  contracted,  very  few  were  between  persons 
in  the  poorer  classes." 

But  that,  on  the  other  hand — 

"  Among  the  parties  contracting  these  mar- 
riages, since  as  well  as  before  the  Act  of  1835, 
there  are  found  to  be  many  persons  of  station  and 
property,  and  of  unimpeachable  character  and  re- 
ligious habits." 

He  confessed  that  the  reading  of  that  sen- 
ience  almost  took  away  his  breath.  Here 
were  persons  of  station  and  property  vio- 
lating the  law  of  man,  and  what  was  be- 
lieved by  the  great  body  of  the  people  to 
be  the  law  of  God.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Southampton  appealed  to  the 
compassion  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
the  innocent  offspring  of  these  parties. 
It  was  clear  that  they  had  violated  the 
law,  both  human  and  divine,  8pe<;ulating 
on  contingencies  for  the  legitimatising  of 
their  children  ;  and  under  such  circum- 
stances ho  must  deny  the  eulogium  which 
was  conferred  upon  them  as  persons  of  un- 
ilnpeachable  character  and  religion.  On 
the  partial  examination  which  had  taken 
place  of  a  small  portion  of  England  by  in- 
terested parties,  the  House  was  asked  to 
pass  this  law — to  come  into  conflict  with 
what  all  legislatures  and  governments  were 
anxious  to  respect — the  moral  and  religious 
feelings  of  the  enlightened  classes  of  so- 
ciety. Those  feelings  were  the  bone  and 
sinew  of  the  country,  and  on  them  its 
greatness  depended.  The  authority  of 
other  countries  had  been  referred  to;  but 
what  authority,  on  a  question  of  Scriptural 
interpretation,  could  be  higher  than  that  of 
our  own  national  Churches  ?  With  respect 
to  America,  it  was  stated  by  the  highest 
authority,  that,  within  several  of  the  States, 
marriages  within  the  Levitical  degrees  are 
made  void  by  statute.  lie  would  now  en- 
deavour to  consider  the  balance  of  social 
advantages  on  one  side  and  the  other. 
This  might  be  considered  in  two  points  of 
view — as  a  question  of  fact  and  a  question 
of  speculadon.  Now,  as  a  question  of 
fsLCt,  he  would  ask,  had  the  commissioners 


furnished  such  statistics  with  regard  to  the 
marriage  law  as  to  justify  its  alteration, 
and  the  introduction  of  this  new  provision  ? 
Their  inquiry,  which  occupied  less  than 
three  months,  was  limited  to  a  compara- 
tively small  portion  of  England  alone 
Now,  this  Bill  was  applicable  to  the  whole 
of  the  united  kingdom,  and  the  report  ad- 
mitted the  large  body  of  the  people  to  be 
opposed  to  the  Bill.  If  he  understood  the 
argument  on  the  other  side,  it  was  this — 
that  the  accommodation  of  the  podr  is  so 
bad,  that  when  a  wife  dies,  and  her  sister 
undertakes  the  management  of  the  chil- 
dren, it  is  a  matter  of  general  policy  that 
a  marriage  should  take  place.  And  did 
not  the  same  reason  exist  in  Scotland  and 
in  Ireland?  But  he  was  proud  to  say, 
with  respect  to  his  own  country,  that  he 
never  had  known  or  heard  of  a  case  of 
incest.  It  was  said  that  legislation  could 
not  prevent  illicit  marriages ;  and  inas- 
much as  we  kre  not  strong  enough  by 
statute  to  overcome  vices,  we  6ngbt  to 
modify  it.  But  he  considered  it  a  principle 
of  sound  legislation,  having  morality  on 
6ur  side,  to  endeavour  to  elevate  the  ob- 
jects of  it,  and  not  to  throw  temptations  in 
their  way  calculated  to  degrade  them. 
The  higher  the  standard  of  truth  and 
purity  was  held,  the  more  useful  would  it 
become  ;  and  so  long  as  this  was  a  Chris- 
tian Legislature,  it  ought  to  legislate  on 
Christian  principles.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that,  as  a  doubt  existed,  such  mar- 
riages ought  not  to  be  prohibited.  In  that 
opinion  he  entirely  disagreed.  But,  sup- 
pose it  were  a  doubtful  question  of  Scrip- 
ture, on  which  side  would  doubt  place 
duty?  If  they  might  prohibit  on  the 
ground  of  general  policy,  then  the  doiibt 
whether  the  marriage  was  sanctioned  by 
God  would  permit  the  prohibition,  but 
would  not  permit  its  sanction.  He  asked 
the  House  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  Bill  on  the  social  feelings  of 
the  people  ?  Would  any  female  of  deli- 
cacy tender  her  affectionate  duty  towards 
the  children  of  her  sister,  when  it  would 
subject  her  to  the  suspicion  of  offering  it 
as  the  condition  of  her  becoming  the  wife 
of  her  sister's  husband  ?  How  long  a 
period  was  to  elapse  between  the  decease 
of  the  wife  and  the  marriage  of  her  sister? 
Was  the  coffin  of  the  wife  to  be  the  altar 
before  which  the  marriage  of  the  sister 
was  to  be  contracted  ?  How  many  younger 
sisters  had  no  other  home  than  that  of 
their  married  sister;  and  could  any  one 
doubt  that  the  Bill  would   have  a  cmd 
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operation  as  related  to  them  ?  Such  heing 
the  case,  ought  not  the  House  to  consider 
the  effect  which  the  Bill  would  have  on  so- 
ciety in  general,  and  not  on  a  small  corner 
df  it?  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  not  depart  from  the  practice 
— not  of  any  particular  Church — hut  of 
the  tmiyersflJ  Catholic  Church,  which  had 
Christ  for  its  head,  the  Bihle  for  its  rule, 
and  the  Spirit  for  its  guidance  and  aid. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  felt  how  very 
tnfit  that  House  was  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  many  of  the  topics  which  had 
heen  introduced  into  this  discussion.  He 
referred  more  particularly  to  what  was 
Called  the  religious  view  of  the  question, 
and  how  far  the  ohject  of  this  Bill  was 
|)rohihited  hy  the  express  word  of  God  or 
hy  clear  implication.  Of  course  no  person 
eould  address  himself  to  the  question  with- 
out hating  made  up  his  mind  on  that  part 
bf  the  Buhject.  If  it  were  so  prohibited, 
directly  or  hy  implication,  there  was  an 
end  to  the  question.  If  it  was  not  ex- 
|>ressly  prohibited,  then  there  arose  another 
point  in  the  religious  view  of  the  question 
which  he  thought  had  received  somewhat 
too  little  notice.  It  was  a  point  held  in 
great  account  by  the  early  Reformers, 
namely,  that  the  law  of  marriage  ought  to 
he  free  as  the  word  of  God  had  left  it. 
There  ought  to  be  some  very  clear  ground 
stated  before  they  proceeded  to  put  a  re- 
Btriction  on  the  law  of  marriage,  when  the 
law  of  God  did  not  interfere.  He  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  inquire  diligently  into  the 
rdigious  bearing  of  the  question,  and  he 
had  investigated  the  whole  matter;  and  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  union 
rf  a  husband  with  his  deceased  wife's  sis- 
ter was  not  forbidden  by  the  express  word 
of  God.  It  was  clear  to  his  mind  that  it 
was  incorrect  to  say  that  the  Catholic 
Church,  or  the  Church  of  England,  or 
even  the  Church  of  Scotland,  held  that 
the  Levitical  law  was  obligatory,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  had  stated.  The  Catholic  Church 
reserved  the  power  of  granting  dispensa- 
tions for  these  very  marriages;  and  one  of 
the  doctrines  of  that  church  was,  that  they 
could  not  dispense  with  a  law  of  God. 
The  Church  of  England  never  maintained, 
nor  did  the  law  of  England  maintain,  that 
these  marriages  were  absolutely  void.  It 
maintained  that  they  were  voidable,  but 
not  void.  If  a  marriage  was  not  challenged 
by  a  certain  period,  in  certain  circum- 
stances, the  marriage  was  legal.  There- 
fbre  the  law  of  England  made  that  condi- 


tionally legal  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  was  absolutely  prohibited 
by  the  law  of  God.  The  law  of  Scotland, 
in  this  respect,  was  placed  in  a  rather 
better  position.  It  did  not  recognise  the 
difference  between  void  marriages  and 
voidable  marriages.  If  a  marriage  was 
against  the  law  of  God,  it  wils  void  altoge^ 
ther  by  the  law  of  Scotland.  By  the  rule  of 
Confession  of  Faith  in  1569,  nothing  was 
said  about  a  prohibition  of  those  marri- 
ages; but  in  1609  they  were  prohibited; 
and  there  was  a  law  in  existence  by  which 
marriages  forbidden  by  the  xviiith  chapter  of 
Leviticus,  were  to  be  considered  an  incest, 
and  punished  with  death.  But,  neverthe- 
less, he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  single 
lawyer  who  would  venture  to  indict  parties 
capitally  for  such  an  offence.  The  statute 
law  of  Scotland  was,  however,  perfectly 
clear  if  the  construction  of  the  xviiith  chap- 
ter of  Leviticus  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  the  true  one.  But  while, 
on  the  one  hand,  there  was  this  Scottish 
statute  inflicting  capital  punishment,  as  he 
had  stated,  there  was  another  statute  ex- 
pressly declaring  that  marriage  should  be 
as  the  law  of  God  permitted.  Therefore, 
if  these  unions  were  not  prohibited  by  Le- 
viticus, they  were  necessarily  good  marri- 
ages. The  very  object  of  the  Reformers 
was  to  remove  what  they  held  to  be  into^ 
lerable  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church; 
namely,  the  imposition  of  restraints  in  the 
law  of  marriage  which  were  different  to 
those  imposed  by  the  law  of  God.  The 
Confession  of  Faith  had  not  been  ratified 
by  Parliament  as  a  civil  authority  that  could 
be  moved  in  a  criminal  court  for  the  inflic- 
tion of  a  punishment,  hut  simply  as  the 
confession  of  faith  of  the  Church.  As 
regarded  the  religious  question,  then,  his 
opinion  was  that  it  was  necessary  to  de- 
monstrate the  right  of  human  legislation  i6 
deal  witli  marriage,  so  as  to  throw  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  unions,  which  im- 
pediments did  not  exist  by  the  law  of  God. 
If  God,  in  his  divine  and  revealed  word, 
had  so  dealt  with  the  law  as  to  allow  these 
unions  to  take  place,  he  appealed  to  the 
House,  in  a  religious  sense,  what  right 
they  had  to  place  impediments  in  the  wi^ 
of  them  which  God  had  not  ?  If  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  right  in  his  con- 
struction of  the  xviiith  chapter  of  Leviticus, 
he  would  find  that  if  the  principle  was 
pushed  to  its  full  extent  it  did  justify,  as 
in  fact  it  was  made  the  foundation  of,  all 
those  abuses  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Chnrbh 
which  it  had  been  the  aim  of  the  Reformtn 
X2 
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to  remove.  He  knew  how  much  averse 
his  countrymen  were  to  marriages  such  as 
those  which  would  he  allowed  hy  the  Bill; 
hut  the  aversion  which  might  exist  in  Scot- 
land or  in  Ireland  did  not  appear  to  him 
very  important  elements  of  consideration 
in  passing  such  a  law,  hecause  of  all  effects 
to  he  deprecated  in  legislation  on  this  mat- 
ter, this  was  the  most  to  place  impediments 
in  the  way  of  certain  marriages  in  one 
country  which  did  not  exist  in  the  other. 
But  the  aversion  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
to  these  marriages  was  not  to  the  union  it- 
self in  the  ahstract.  Supposing  these 
marriages  forhidden  hy  Leviticus,  then  the 
people  of  Scotland  would  hold  them  in  re- 
ligious ahhorrence.  But,  upon  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Reformation  itself,  these  restric- 
tions had  heen  got  rid  of;  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  the  foundation  of  the 
feeling  of  the  people  against  these  unions 
was  every  moment  undermining.  There 
was  a  growing  conviction  among  all  parties 
in  the  country,  that  these  marriages  were 
not  forhidden  hy  the  word  of  God;  and 
with  the  growth  of  that  conviction  the  ab- 
horrence of  them  must  necessarily  decline 
and  disappear,  hecause  there  was  no  other 
foundation  for  it  than  the  belief  of  these 
unions  being  against  God's  law.  He  was 
half  inclined  to  allow — if  the  question  con- 
isemed  only  the  higher  classes  of  society — 
that  there  was  so  much  beauty  in  the  social 
relation,  so  much  charm  in  the  particular 
connexion  between  a  wife  and  her  sister, 
upon  whom  probably,  in  the  event  of  death, 
would  devolve  the  care  of  the  children, 
that  it  would  be  unwise  to  destroy  it.  He 
was  not  blind  to  these  considerations;  but 
he  could  not  consent  to  legislate  upon  a 
question  involving  the  relation  of  marriage 
and  the  happiness  of  families  with  refer- 
ence only  to  one  particular  class,  and  that 
the  smallest  in  the  community.  In  spite 
of  the  laws  which  had  been  passed,  the 
people  had  been  examining  the  Scriptures 
for  themselves — they  were  satisfied  that 
this  connexion  was  not  forbidden — they 
had  formed  an  independent  opinion;  and, 
holding  that  opinion,  they  asked  where  was 
the  reason  and  justice  and  religious  sanc- 
tion of  a  law  that  cast  impediments  in  the 
way  of  a  marriage  which  God  had  left 
free?  They  regarded  the  law  as  cruel, 
tyrannical,  and  irreligious;  and  they  made 
for  themselves  these  unions,  which,  stamp- 
ed how  they  might  be  by  some  men,  they 
rded  as  not  unholy  in  the  sight  of 
•and  which  they  deemed  themselves 
religiously,  most  morally,  and  most 


chastely  entitled  to  form.  And  it  was 
with  reference  to  the  feelings  of  these  per- 
sons that  the  commissioners  had  introduced 
those  words  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  had  almost  taken  his 
breath  away — that  persons  in  the  middle 
and  lower  classes  who  formed  these  con- 
nexions were  not  of  dissolute  or  aban- 
doned lives,  not  disobey ers  of  the  law,  hut 
people  of  chaste  and  moral  habits  and  of 
deep  religious  feeling,  but  who  violated  the 
law  because  they  conscientiously  thought  it 
against  the  Scripture,  and  believed  these 
marriages  to  be  good  in  the  sight  of  God. 
This  brought  him  to  the  consideration 
whether  it  was  a  wise  state  of  the  law 
which  left  people  of  this  character  habitu- 
ally to  disobey  the  law,  and  which  brought 
constantly  into  their  view  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  enactments  of  the  Legislature 
and  their  interpretation  of  the  word  of 
God.  The  learned  Lord  having  apologised 
to  the  House  for  having  so  long  trespassed 
npon  them,  concluded  by  saying,  that  upon 
these  grounds  he  should  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  if  the 
learned  Lord  Advocate  who  had  just  sat 
down,  speaking,  as  he  had,  with  so  much 
ability  and  so  much  authority  on  this  ques- 
tion, had  felt  it  necessary  to  apologise  for 
having  detained  the  House  by  his  observa- 
tions, how  much  more  requisite  was  it  that 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  should  request  their 
indulgence,  aware,  as  he  was,  that  there 
were  many  Gentlemen  who  were  naturally 
anxious  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  on  this 
subject.  But  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion was  so  great,  and  the  changes  of 
which  it  threatened  to  be  the  forerunner 
in  our  social  system  were  so  many,  and 
likely  to  be  so  permanent,  that  time  gained 
now  would  be  in  reality  lost  by  anything 
short  of  a  full  consideration.  He  admitted 
he  should  feel  the  force  of  one  appeal 
made  by  the  learned  Lord,  if  he  thought 
he  was  correct  in  the  facts.  The  learned 
Lord  had  said  candidly  that,  with  respect 
to  one  class  of  society,  the  balance  of  ad- 
vantage was  against  the  change — ["  No, 
no  !"] — or,  at  any  rate,  he  said  that  many 
of  the  arguments  introduced  to  recommend 
the  measiu-e  were  to  his  mind  powerful 
reasons  against  it.  But  the  learned  Lord 
said  they  must  not  legislate  for  them  as 
being  the  most  limited  class  in  society. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  to  consider 
their  case,  however,  and  he  appealed  with 
tenfold  augmented  force  to  the  House  to 
consider  the  case  of  the  lower  classes  of 
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society.  Yet  it  appeared  to  him  that  all 
the  arguments  of  the  learned  Lord  were 
pointed,  if  to  any  class,  to  the  middle 
class.  And  the  arguments  and  explana- 
tions which  determined  it  for  the  upper 
class  were  applicahle  to  the  middle  class. 
But  how  stood  it  with  the  poor  ?  Had 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  upon  the  poor  heen 
to  kindle  this  degree  of  feeling  ? — had  the 
effect  of  their  legislation  led  them  to  ex- 
amine the  Scriptures  upon  this  question  ? 
— and  had  they  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  the  legislation  of  that  House  had  been 
wrong? — and,  with  a  strong  feeling  did 
they  now  maintain  the  opinion  that  those 
marriages,  being  legitimate,  in  their  opin- 
ion of  the  meaning  of  the  highest  authority 
upon  the  subject,  ought  to  be  legalised  by 
human  law  ?  He  asked  the  advocates  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  asserters  of  this  state  of 
things,  whether  they  had  more  evidence 
than  that  which  was  supplied  by  the  re- 
port, and  evidence  of  the  Committee,  for 
there  they  had  only  1,600  cases,  gathered 
together  by  the  most  diligent  inquiry,  ex- 
tended throughout  the  country?  Those 
cases  were  divided  into  five  classes.  The 
first  class  contained  mayors  of  towns  ;  the 
second,  magistrates,  barristersf  and  at- 
torneys ;  and  the  third,  clergymen.  Those 
three  classes  he  would  constitute  into  one  ; 
the  middle  class  he  would  make  the  se- 
cond; and  the  labouring  poor,  mechanics 
and  such  like,  he  would  place  in  the  third 
class.  Now,  how  did  the  House  think  the 
cases  thus  brought  together  in  support  of 
the  Bill  were  divided?  Why,  the  1,648 
cases  of  marriage  adverted  to  in  the  com- 
missioners' report  were  divided — for  the 
middle  classes,  1,503  ;  for  the  upper 
classes,  105  ;  and  the  whole  number  oc- 
curring among  the  lower  classes  was  only 
40.  He  should  not  enter  upon  the  ques- 
tion started  by  the  learned  Lord  in  his 
able  speech,  which  he  submitted  to  the 
House  after  an  elaborate  investigation  of 
the  law  of  Scotland,  and  which,  however 
important  it  might  be,  were  this  matter  to 
come  to  judicial  issue  before  the  tribunals 
of  the  country,  had  yet  not  much  bearing 
on  the  question  now  in  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  whether  or  not  they  should  be 
justified  in  altering  the  present  law  of 
England.  Yet  he  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised at  the  course  pursued  by  the  learned 
Lord  in  his  argument,  for  he  admitted  that 
there  was  one  statute  of  Scotland  which 
prohibited  the  marriages  solemnised  within 
the  Levitical  degrees  under  pain  of  death ; 
but  he  said  there  was  another  statute  of 


Scotland  which  prohibited  those  marriages, 
but  not  under  pain  of  death.  [The  Lord 
Advocate  :  Oh,  no  !]  He  begged  pardon, 
but  reminded  the  learned  Lord  that  he 
had  spoken  of  those  statutes.  [The  Lord 
Advocate  :  No,  no !  ]  He  would  ask  whe- 
ther the  law  of  Scotland  ratifying  the  Con- 
fession of  Faith,  vfhich  declared  those  mar- 
riages null,  was  not  another  statute  ?  The 
learned  Lord  afterwards  proceeded  to  show 
that  no  one  concluding  such  a  contract 
could  escape  the  Scotch  law,  which  punish- 
ed the  crime  capitally.  But  what  did  he 
say  for  the  law  of  England?  Why,  he 
said  it  only  declared  it  voidable,  and  not 
void.  But  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  wished  the 
House  should  distinctly  understand,  before 
acceding  to  the  argument  of  the  learned 
Lord  in  reference  to  the  English  law,  whe- 
ther that  law  did  not  treat  with  the  same 
feeling  all  other  incestuous  relations,  or 
whether  it  placed  this  case  apart  from  the 
others  as  peculiar  in  its  character.  Be- 
cause, the  learned  Lord  said,  we  shall 
legalise  such  marriages,  and  so  far  alter 
the  defective  state  of  the  law;  but  he  must 
remind  him  that  the  same  law  in  the  same 
way  treated  all  other  cases  of  incest,  some 
of  them  too  revolting  even  to  mention,  and 
none  of  them  admitting  of  doubt  as  to 
their  criminality.  As  for  the  parties  more 
especially  interested  in  this  BU],  he  should 
carefully  avoid,  in  anything  he  said,  giving 
utterance  to  what  would  be  painful  to  their 
feelings,  for  they  were  parties,  in  his 
opinion,  who  had  been  grievously  misled; 
but  knowing  how  liable  to  error  was 
human  judgment,  and  it  might  be  no  more 
than  such  error  in  them,  he  must  think 
their  feelmgs  ought  to  be  sacred  against 
all  adverse  criticism.  But  the  learned 
Lord  said  that  many  religious  persons  had 
disobeyed  this  law.  That  was  not  a  fair 
statement  of  the  case;  yet  he  would  not 
examine  intx)  the  character  of  those  whose 
cases  had  been  got  together  by  the  com- 
missioners, for  he  should  only  call  upon 
the  House  to  observe  in  regard  to  those 
who  had  disobeyed  the  law,  and  he  knew 
some  at  least  of  that  number  bore  excel- 
lent characters;  but  whatever  were  their 
characters,  they  were  a  very  small  minority 
in  the  class  to  which  they  belonged.  Were 
they  then  to  alter  the  law  to  meet  the 
views  of  an  extremely  small  minority  of 
any  class,  whatever  that  claiss  to  which 
they  belonged  might  be  ?  On  what  ground 
was  it  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
urged  them  to  such  an  effort  of  legisla- 
tion?   This  was  not  a  question  affecting 
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the  civil  liberty  of  the  subject.     At  least  it 
was  not  80  treated,  although,  under  dif- 
ferent circumstances,  it  might  be  so  viewed. 
He  would  suppose  a  case,  though  it  was 
not  a  true  one.     He  would  suppose,  how- 
ever, for  illustration,  that  the  Roman  Ca> 
tholics  were  in  a  body  to  come  before  the 
House,  and  say,  **  We  do  not  agree  with 
those  who  support  the  law  as  it  stands,  we 
have  our  own  religious  system,  we  have 
our  dispensations,  and  we  will  not  have 
the  obstructions  imposed  by   this  law." 
This  or  any  other  body  of  Dissenters  might 
come,   and  by  their   dogmas   show  that 
it  touched  their  civil  liberty;  they  might 
say,  for  example,  that  the  bastardising  of 
the  issue  was  a  civil  penalty  attending  that 
which  their  own  system  might  teach  them 
to  view  as  other  than  a  crime.     He  was 
only  supposing  cases   which  might  pro- 
bably occur.     But  the  real  question  which 
the  House  had  to  deal  with  was,  whether 
thev  were  to  alter  the  law  of  England,  and, 
with  it,  whether  they  were  prepared   to 
alter  the  law  and  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England  indirectly  ?   [Cheers.]   He  per- 
ceived  that  his   right   hon.    and   learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Buteshire  had  not 
forgotten  the  bearing  his  Bill  might  have 
upon  the  Church  of  England;  and  herein 
was  another  mark  of  his  good  feeling.    He 
had  introduced  a  clause  into  the  Bill  pro- 
viding that  no  clergyman  should  be  pro- 
secuted for  refusing  to   solemnise  those 
marriages.      What  Uien  did  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  effect  by  this?     He 
did  not  alter  the  law  of  the  Church;  he 
left  the  law  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  and 
of  England   contained  in  the  Confession 
and  in  the  Canons  binding  upon  clergy- 
men, but  left  no  means  of  enforcing  it;  he 
left  it  inforo  conscienticB,      If  the  clergy- 
man obeyed  the  Act,  well;  but  if  not,  he 
was  not  to  be  punished.      Was  that  a 
position  in  which  the  clergy  ought  to  be 
placed?     They  did  not  do  away  tbe  law, 
but  they  destroyed  its  sanction;  and  they 
said  to  the  clergyman  who  had  given  his 


not  requiring  the  secular  arm.     But  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  interference? 
Suppose  a  beneficed  clergyman;  and  sup- 
pose that  according  to  the   laws   of  the 
Church  of  England,  by  virtue  of  which  he 
held  his  benefice,  he  were  guilty  of  disobe<p 
dience ;    he    received   a  letter  from  the 
Bishop  of  London,  suppose;  but  whethei: 
under  this  Bill  he  would  be  punished  for 
his  disobedience,  or  the  Bishop  censured  for 
his  interference,  he  knew  not;  but  this  he 
did  say,  it  was  perfectly  absurd  to  leave  a 
clergyman  at  liberty  to   disobey  the  la^ 
while  he  continued  to  hold  his  benefice  in 
the  church  whose  laws  he  was  transgress- 
ing.    But  what  then  was  the  great  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this  Bill  with  respect  tp 
ecclesiastical  legislation    generally?     Fof 
they  were  called  upon  by  a  vote  qf  that 
House  to  determine,  at  least  so  far  as  the 
obedience  of  every  individual  clergyman 
was  concerned,  tbat  what  was  the  la^  of 
the  Church  throughout  the  kingdom  should 
be  observed.     What  was  the  law  of  th^ 
Church,  and  what  was  the  difference  be- 
tween this  Bill  and  that  law  ?     The  pro- 
hibition of  marriage  in  certain  cases  was  ^ 
mere  ecclesiastical  prohibition,  and  bptU 
before  and  after  the  {leformation  all  laws 
merely  ecclesiastical    affected   clergymen 
alone.     This,  however,  was  not  an  ecde^ 
siastical  prohibition*  for  the  law  on  the 
subject  professed  to  declare  the  word  of 
God.     The  Church  could  add  no  authoiitj 
to  it,  could  annex  no  sanction  to  the  prohi- 
bition.    She  only  declared  by  her  99th 
canon,  that  it  was  no  prohibitipn  of  ecelQ- 
siastical  authority,  but  a  declaration  of  the 
word  of  God.     Here  was  the  canon  : — 

"  No  person  shall  marry  within  the  degrees 
prohibited  hj  the  laws  of  God,  and  expressed  in  a 
table  set  fort-h  by  authority,  in  tbe  year  of  our 
Lord  God,  16Q3,*' 

Let  the  House  look  at  this.  What  more 
could  be  done  by  the  Church  than  declare 
that  this  prohibitory  law  was  the  truth  of 
God  ?  It  was  said,  in  an  age  not  over  re- 
ligious, by  a  worthy  ancestor  of  his,  that 


solemn  FOjn»se^  *<>  obey  it,^ '^ Very  well,   the  people   had  taken  the  word    out  of 

the  commandments,  and  put  it  into  the 
creed  ;  but  he  should  say,  if  this  Bill  were 
to  pass  into  a  law,  the  consequences  which 
it  must  draw  after  it  would  be  to  bring  the 
whole  religious  belief  of  the  subject  within 
the  sole  vote  of  Parliament.  He  thought 
the  Bill  was  most  dangerous  to  our  con- 
scientious freedom,  and  most  absurd  so  far 
as  regarded  the  means  of  discussion  in 
that  House.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  suppose  that  he  waa  im- 


but  you  will  not  be  punished  for  a  breach 
of  it.**  He  observed  that  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  in  his  letter  to  the 
Rev.  Dr.  Macfarlane,  said — 

"Though  the  Bill  contains  a  provision  for 
exempting  all  persons  from  temporal  penalties  for 
oelebratiog  thi^  marriage,  it  also  gives  protection 
to  those  who,  from  conscientious  scruples,  refuse 
to  the  fite,  and  does  not  interfere  with 

I  censures  not  requiring  the  secular 
I  fcuo  vourts  to  enforce  them." 

lot  interfere  with  spiritual  censures 
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puling  to  him  any  blame  for  the  conse- 
quences of  this  kind  which  might  follow 
the  passing  of  the  Bill;  but  he  did  think 
they  were  consequences  which  would  ensue 
if  the  principle  once  received  the  covert 
but  effectual  sanction  of  that  House. 
Several  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken 
in  this  debate  had  stated  that  they  would 
forbear  to  enter  upon  the  religious  portion 
of  the  discussion.  He  could  well  under- 
stand how  such  individuals  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  who  had  made  up 
their  minds  that  there  was  no  religious 
prohibition  binding  upon  their  conscience, 
could  pass  that  part  of  the  question  by 
unnoticed.  Considering,  however,  that  the 
Bill  was  opposed  by  many  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  opposed  to  the  word  of  God, 
he  could  not  approve  of  their  leaving  that 
portion  of  the  discussion  untouched ;  and 
although  he  acknowledged  his  own  inca- 
pacity to  deal  with  it,  he  yet  must  state  to 
the  House  that  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
religious  prohibition  binding  them  to  refuse 
their  sanction  to  the  Bill.  His  assertion  was, 
that  the  marriage  of  a  man  to  his  wife's 
sister,  was  contrary  to  the  law  of  God, 
declared  for  three  thousand  years  and  up- 
wards. He  found,  in  the  first  place,  that  it 
was  prohibited  to  the  Jews  in  the  zviiith 
chapter  of  Leviticus,  but  prohibited  to 
them  in  a  sense  not  peculiarly  applicable 
to  the  Jews  only,  but  appUcable  to  the 
nations  of  the  world.  For  they  were  told 
in  that  very  chapter  that  the  crimes  of  the 
people  whom  the  Jews  were  then  going  to 
dispossess  of  their  land  had  brought  down 
upon  them  the  condign  punishment  of 
God;  and  among  the  other  incestuous  acts 
charged  upon  these  nations  was  this  par- 
ticular relation  to  be  found  in  the  catalogue. 
It  was  impossible  to  confine  the  prohibition 
to  which  he  alluded  to  the  Jewish  nation, 
for  the  Canaanites  were  punished  for 
offending  against  the  law  of  God  by  this 
crime;  but  if  it  had  been  a  law  prohibitory 
to  the  Jews  only,  then  it  was  not  binding 
on  the  people  of  Canaan.  But  since  they, 
too,  were  punished  under  this  law,  the  in- 
ference was  that  it  was  of  universal  appli- 
cation to  mankind.  How  stood  criticism 
with  regard  to  the  passage  ?  He  concurred 
with  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in 
the  admirable  speech  which  he  had  made 
upon  this  question.  Look,  then,  to  the 
chapter  which  had  been  so  often  resorted 
to,  and  look  to  the  6th  verse  of  the 
chapter — 
*<  Neno  of  yoH  shall  aj^roaoh  to  any  that  is 


near  of  kin  to  him,  to  uncover  their  nakedness  i 
I  am  the  Lord." 

The  words  were,  near  of  kin.  Now  he 
said  that  it  was  no  mere  probable  argu- 
ment— that  it  was  not  a  mere  inference 
which  could  not  be  removed  from  the 
effects  of  doubt — but  it  was  an  argument 
that  admitted  of  proof,  that  the  case  of  a 
wife's  sister  came  within  the  meaning  of 
those  words.  Then  in  the  6th  verse  the 
prohibition  was  absolute;  marriage  was 
prohibited  between  a  man  and  those  near 
of  kin,  and  what  it  was  necessary  to  show- 
was,  that  a  man  was  near  of  kin  to  his 
wife's  sister.  He  contended  that  in  the 
very  sense  of  these  words,  there  existed 
that  relation  between  the  two  parties,  and 
to  get  at  that  relation  he  did  not  find  it 
necessary  to  go  through  indirect  affinities. 
He  found  that  the  relation  was  reached  by 
two  steps;  the  one  the  relation  of  a  man 
to  his  wife;  and  the  other  of  a  wife  to  her 
sister.  A  man  and  his  wife  were  one.  He 
did  not  stop  to  inquire  how  that  dogm(| 
stood  to  the  case  in  question;  he  did  not 
wait  to  declare  whether  it  was  mystical,  or 
social,  or  civil:  but  this  he  said,  that 
for  the  purposes  of  that  chapter,  and  in 
the  sense  of  that  chapter,  considered  as 
containing  the  law  of  the  question,  a  man 
and  his  wife  were  one.  The  12th  and 
13th  verses  exhibited  the  sense  in  which 
the  words  of  the  law  were  used.  Those 
verses  are — 

"  Thou  Shalt  not  uncover  the  nakednega  of  tljy 
Other's  sister :  she  is  thy  Other's  near  kins- 
woman. Thou  shalt  not  uncover  the  nakedness 
of  thy  mother's  sister :  she  is  thy  mother's  nea^r 
kinswoman." 

He  argued  that  as  a  father's  sister  and  a 
mother's  sister,  so  a  sister  to  a  sister  were, 
in  the  word  and  sense  of  the  chapter, 
"near  of  kin."  The  6th  verse,  "You 
shall  not  approach  to  any  one  near  of  kin,'^ 
was  an  absolute  dogma;  and  all  that  fol-* 
lowed,  to  the  18th  verse  inclusive,  were  but 
separate  instances  of  particular  cases  of 
this  grand  prohibition.  He  held,  theD» 
that  the  arguments  of  the  learned  Lord 
had  not  touched  upon  the  ground  pn  which 
this  prohibition  rested.  But  he  would  ask 
what  he  made  of  the  various  doubtful  ver- 
sions which  were  given  of  the  1 8th  verse  ? 
As  he  had  been  already  told,  there  were 
thirty-five  oases  of  the  expression  found 
in  the  18th  verse  being  madeusp  of  in  a 
similar  sense  in  other  parts  of  Scripture, 
and  there  were  thirty-four  instances  where 
it  merely  signified  "like  to  like,"  or  one 
woman  to  another,  the  rendering  whiek 
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WB5  found  m  the  margm,  shoving  at  least 
that  it  was  of  equal  aothoritj  with  the 
text.  Howerer,  be  should  pass  hj  that, 
not  dioosing  to  haild  anj  argament  where 
there  was  room  for  doubt.  But  this  he 
repeated,  that  there  was  no  other  mode  of 
adjustment  than  the  one  be  had  already 
pointed  out  bj  taking  the  6th  rerse  as 
aboolnte,  and  what  fd^owed  as  partieular 
cases  €i  disobedience  to  the  same  grand 
prohibition.  Again,  it*  was  admitted  that 
the  practice  amongst  the  aneioit  Jews  was 
to  prohibit  this  connexion  to  thdr  nation. 
The  Ser.  Mr.  Jenkins,  a  witness  who  had 
been  produced  bj  the  friends  of  the  Bill, 
■aid  that  the  Jews  did  not  practise  these 
ouuriages : — 

"  ft  appean,  howrer,  diat  the  traditional  law 
•f  the  Jews  did  eidnde  the  marriafe  of  two  as- 
ters la  fweegiMJon,  Imt  wfaetber  upon  tlie  ^irDimd  of 
thb  paan^e,  orvpoo  some  more  general  law,  does 
mat  dearij  ^ipear." 

When  he  spoke  of  practice,  he  meant  legal 
practice.  But,  he  asked,  what  was  the 
character  of  the  Jews  in  this  respect? 
Were  thej  a  people  likdj  to  impose  upon 
themadTcs  this  restraint  ?  Thej  had  au- 
thoritj  for  saying  that  the  whole  tendency 
of  that  people  was  to  rdax  the  restraints 
impooed  bj  divine  law,  because  thej  had 
eridence  unimpeachable  in  the  rebukes 
whidli  our  Lord  administered  to  them  dur- 
ing his  personal  ministry  on  earth — ^in  re- 
gard to  the  marriage  relations  especially. 
He  argued,  therefore,  if  the  tendency  of 
the  people  was  such,  while  they  at  the 
same  time  retained  a  legal  restraint  of  this 
character,  the  law  was  not  human  which 
they  received  and  retained  with  this  sa- 
cred sererity — it  was  imposed  on  them  by 
the  authority  of  God.  But  it  might  be 
said,  **  You  are  not  to  take  anything  for 
binding,  because  it  is  written  in  LcTiticus ; 
else,  if  you  admit  one,  on  the  same  prin- 
ci{Je  you  admit  all  that  is  found  there  to 
be  binding  still."  In  reply  to  that,  he 
said  it  was  necessary,  first,  to  ascertain 
the  subject-matter  of  the  passage,  and, 
aeeondly,  how  it  had  been  regarded  in  time 
following.  They  were  aware  of  the  inter- 
pretation inserted  in  the  Septuagint  Ter- 
sion — ^made,  in  all  probability,  277  B.  C. — 
for  the  23rd  verse  of  the  xxviitb  chapter  of 
Deuter  f.    It  was  this,  **  Cursed  is  he 

^  ui  with  the  sister  of  his  wife.     And 

;  people   shall  say  Ameo."      But 

might  be  considered  an  interpolation. 
,   however,   they  had  to  rely  upon 
were  the  doctrines  of  the  apostles 
Dhristian  Church.     The  right  hon. 


and  learned  (jentleman  had  spoken  as  if  it 
were  the  object  of  those  who  opposed  the 
measure  to  narrow  the  rule  which  ex- 
cluded the  conjugal  rdation.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  h&uiag  of  the  argument  of 
analogy  was  entirely  the  other  way.  It 
vras  dear  that,  in  the  teansiticHi  from  the 
Jewish  to  the  Christian  dispensation,  all 
restraints  affecting  marriage,  as  to  the 
choice  of  the  person,  must  become,  not 
more  relaxed,  but  more  strict;  because 
the  nature  of  marriage,  being  more  ele- 
vated under  the  Christian  dispensation, 
justified  and  required  the  maintenance  of 
the  prc^iibition.  But  he  held  that  the  pro- 
hibition was  cared  for  in  the  New  Testar 
ment  by  the  decrees  of  the  aposties  them- 
selves. The  xvth  efaaptar  of  Acts  dis- 
tincdy  stated  that  certain  portions  of  the 
Jewi^  institutions  were  to  be  cared  for, 
and  form  part  of  the  Christian  law;  and 
among  those  portions  of  the  Jewish  insti- 
tutions th»e  was  described  the  gmeral 
term  of  xe^fut^  ;  to  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  attach  any  rational  signification 
unless  it  was  one  equivalent  to  the  prc^bi- 
tion  of  marriages,  as  known  to  the  Jewish 
law,  within  the  Levitical  d^;rees.  Then 
we  were  told  that  the  civil  law  of  the  Bo- 
man  empire  was  adverse  to  these  mar- 
riages, and  that  the  Christian  Church  be- 
came, in  consequence,  also  adverse  to  ihsm. 
It  was  impossible  to  make  a  stat^nent 
more  opposed  to  every  rational  view  of  the 
case;  because,  in  the  first  place,  the  pro- 
hibition was  ^iforced  in  the  time  of  the 
apostles;  and,  in  the  second,  it  was  ludic- 
rous to  suppose  the  Roman  law  was  the 
means  of  imposing  upon  the  Christian 
Church  a  stricter  system  with  regard  to 
marriage.  It  was  obvious,  that  in  the  later 
periods  of  Rome,  down  to  Constantine,  the 
law  of  marriage  was  of  a  different  charac- 
ter. How,  then,  did  the  prohibition  come  ? 
From  Christian  sources ;  and  it  was  not 
necessary  to  rest  it  upon  the  councils  of 
the  third  century,  for  it  was  established 
in  the  customs  and  practice  of  the  church; 
and  being  established  in  the  customs  and 
practice  of  the  church,  it  would  naturally 
attach  to  the  law  of  the  empire  when  the 
governing  power  was  Christian  instead  of 
heathen.  It  was  admitted,  that  &om  that 
period  the  case,  as  to  history,  was  pretty 
clear;  indeed,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
it  had  from  that  time  through  many  cen- 
turies continued  to  be  the  universal  and 
unbroken  law  of  the  Christian  Church. 
The  practice  of  the  Greek  Church  mun- 
tained  it  at  the  present  day  in  the  greatest 
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strictness;  and  the  practice  of  the  Roman 
Church  testified  that  such  was  the  law  of 
the  Christian  Church.  But  if  we  were  to 
speak  of  the  dispensations  practised  in  the 
Roman  Church  as  being  of  force  suflScient 
to  overthrow  the  authority  of  the  law  with 
which  it  dispensed,  let  one  point  be  recol- 
lected— let  it  be  recollected  that  the  evi- 
dence of  ecclesiastical  dispensations  dated 
entirely  from  those  ages  of  the  church 
when  political  corruption  and  administra- 
tive abuses  were  at  their  highest  point, 
and  when  the  whole  machinery  of  the 
church  had  the  greatest  amount  of  corrup- 
tion in  it.  It  was  about  the  period  of 
Innocent  III.  that  the  practice  of  dispensa- 
tion came  in;  and  the  practice  of  dispensa- 
tion in  these  particular  cases  dated  from 
the  example  of  Alexander  VI.,  one  of  the 
greatest  monsters  who  ever  filled  a  conspi- 
cuous situation  in  the  history  either  of  the 
Church  or  of  the  world.  It  was  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  enter  into  the  opinions  of 
the  Reformers,  either  of  this  or  any  other 
country,  as  it  was  undisputed  that  they 
believed  these  marriages  prohibited  by  the 
Scriptures  as  received  in  all  time.  He  had 
observed  already  how  very  light  appeared 
to  be  the  authority  of  the  modem  Jews 
upon  this  question.  The  authority  of  the  an- 
cient Jews  was  not  for  but  against  the  pro- 
position of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend ; 
and  his  right  hon.  and  leanied  Friend^s 
witness  —  the  most  learned  man  who  had 
been  produced  to  sustain  and  strengthen  the 
case  —  stated  that  the  traditional  laws  of 
the  Jews  were  against  the  practice,  and 
that  he  questioned  whether  they  were  not 
founded  upon  the  texts  in  Leviticus.  But 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  disclaimed  the  au- 
thority of  the  Jews  upon  this  question 
altogether.  He  contended  there  could 
not  be  a  greater  logical  inconsistency  than 
for  Christians  to  accept  the  modern  tes- 
timony of  Jews  as  in  'any  degree  whatever 
a  criterion  of  the  sense  of  Holy  Scripture. 
If  he  were  to  take  the  testimony  of  Jews 
as  a  criterion  of  the  sense  of  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, how  far  were  we  to  carry  the  prin- 
ciple ?  We  began  our  profession  by  be- 
lieving that  they  had  altogether  failed  to 
attain  the  sense  of  Holy  Scripture  in  those 
points  which  were  most  vital  and  essential, 
and  that,  at  this  day,  they  were  unable  to 
comprehend  the  very  truths  of  which  they 
had  so  long  been  the  guardians.  That 
being  so,  there  was  not  the  least  reason  to 
follow  their  interpretation  upon  one  or  more 
particular  passages  from  the  Mosaic  law. 
What»  then,  was  the  authority  with  which 


the  opponents  of  this  measure  were  pressed? 
With  the  authority  of  the  modern  practice 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  of  certain  Pro- 
testant States.  His  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend,  and  others  who  supported  the 
Bill,  were,  most  of  all,  fond  of  dealing 
with  the  practice  in  the  United  States  of 
America.  Now,  he  wished  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  to  observe,  in  the  first 
place,  &  manifest  distinction  in  the  prece- 
dents that  were  quoted.  In  the  United 
States  of  Ameiica  the  precedents  were  ex- 
clusively not  of  alterations  in  the  religious 
character  of  marriage,  but  of  the  mere  le- 
galisation of  the  civil  contract.  Not  a  sin- 
gle case  had  been  quoted  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  as  to  America,  of  mar- 
riages having  been  dealt  with  as  any  other 
than  civil  contracts.  But  the  question  of 
civil  contracts,  and  legitimatising  issue, 
was  not  the  question  now  submitted  to  the 
House.  He  did  not,  however,  attach  much 
weight  to  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
of  America  upon  this  matter,  because  the 
most  formidable  relaxations  had  there  been 
introduced  into  the  law  of  marriage.  What 
would  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
say  of  this  fact,  that  there  were  certain 
States  in  America  in  which  the  unlawful 
intercourse  of  a  married  man  with  an  un- 
married woman  was  declared  not  to  be 
adultery  ?  That  was  a  staggering  fact.  It 
showed  an  extraordinary  state  of  opinion 
among  a  community  where  such  a  law 
could  be  enacted;  and  he  hoped  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  bear  it  in 
mind  when  next  he  pressed  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  with  the  authority  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  So,  also,  with  regard 
to  Protestant  States  upon  the  Continent. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  copy  their  example 
in  this  matter.  We  very  often  hugged 
ourselves  in  this  country  that  they  were 
fouud  pursuing  our  laws  and  copying  our 
institutions;  but  with  regard  to  the  sanc- 
tity of  marriage  and  the  observance  of  its 
obligations,  he  did  not  think  the  time  had 
arrived  for  the  people  of  this  country  to 
follow  the  example  of  any  State  whatever 
upon  the  Continent.  He  came  now  to  the 
authority  of  the  Churoh  of  Rome;  and  he 
must  say,  that  the  learned  Lord  who  had 
preceded  him  had  dealt  with  this  part  of 
the  subject  in  a  manner  the  most  fallacious. 
The  law  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  to  begin 
with,  was  still  against  these  marriages. 
And  he  begged  to  say,  that  the  authentic 
sense  of  a  great  Christian  body,  particu- 
larly of  a  body  so  politic  as  the  Church  of 
Rome,  was  not  to  be  taken  from  what  were 
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atatod  as  extreme  circumstaiices,  which 
she  had  boand  herself  to  permit,  but  from 
that  which  she  had  eontinuallj  and  loadlj 
decUred.  Sach,  he  repeated,  was  her 
law;  and  what  was  her  practice  ?  In  cer- 
tain particular  cases,  such  as  England, 
where  a  small  number  of  Roman  Catholics 
were  mixed  with  many  other  persuasions, 
upon  account  of  this  Texed  question,  she 
aUowed  these  marriages.  But  why  was  it 
that  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics — and  he 
honoured  them  for  their  conduct — were 
exposed  to  the  change  ?  Was  there  not  a 
strong  sentiment  among  the  Roman  Catho- 
lie  community,  wherever  it  existed,  not 
merely  in  individuals  dispersed  through 
the  mass,  distinctly  adverse  to  the  forma- 
tion of  these  marriages  ?  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  could  not  show  that  the 
Jtoman  Catholics  drew  any  distmction  be- 
tween these  and  other  incestuous  mar- 
riages. It  had  been  said  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  did  not  claim  to  dispense 
with  the  law  of  God;  but  she  dispensed 
with  it  as  to  marriage  in  certain  cases,  and 
ergo  in  verbd,  such  marriages  did  not  ap- 
pertain to  the  law  of  God.  The  Roman 
Catholic  Church  did  not  dispense  with  the 
law  of  God  in  the  sense  in  which  she  un- 
derstood it,  but  she  claimed  to  dispense 
with  it  as  written  in  Leviticus.  What  was 
the  law  of  God?  That  was  the  whole 
question.  About  that  there  could  not  be 
a  doubt.  Now,  though  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church  claimed  to  dispense  with  the  de- 
grees as  written  in  Leviticus,  she  disap- 
proved of  the  dispensation  in  the  highest 
degree.  The  Council  of  Trent  bad  re- 
corded an  indication  of  the  nature  of  these 
dispensations  : — 

"  In  secundo  gradu  nunquam  dispensetnr ;  nisi 
inter  majores  principes  etob  publicam  causam." 

So  that  it  was  in  the  most  urgent  instances 
only,  and  for  the  greatest  causes,  that  these 
dispensations  were  to  be  permitted.  The 
proof,  however,  was  positive  and  unde- 
niable, tliat  the  Church  of  Rome  did  as- 
sume authority  to  dispense  with  the  book 
of  Leviticus.  He  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  the  case  of  Henry  the  Eighth — 
the  case  of  a  brother's  wife — and  other  in- 
stances of  a  similar  kind,  expressly  forbid- 
den in  the  book  of  Leviticus,  in  which  the 
Church  of  Rome  had  dispensed.  Although, 
therefore,  she  might  be  willing  that  we 
should  consider  her  power  and  authority  to 
relax  obligations  which  every  persuasion  in 
Christendom  considered  binding,  she  had 
rathority  to  enable  or  assist  the  House 
•ve  tiiat  the  written  word  of  God 


did  not  contain  a  prohibition  of  these  mar- 
riages. There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
at  this  moment  something  like  five- 
sixths  of  Christendom  observed  the  prohi- 
bition. It  was  their  law,  and  it  had  been 
observed  uniformly  and  constantly,  whilst 
dispensations  from  it  dated  ^m  a  period 
of  the  grossest  corruption.  They  were 
founded,  as  he  had  shown,  upon  the  prac- 
tices of  men  whose  example  ought  to  be  a 
warning  instead  of  an  inducement  for  that 
House  to  follow.  What,  in  the  next  place, 
was  the  argument  advanced  as  to  social  in- 
terests ?  The  reeords  which  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  had  furnished,  would,  he 
thought,  put  an  end  to  the  assertion  that 
it  was  for  the  poorer  classes  of  the  com- 
munity they  were  called  upon  to  legislate. 
Nothing,  he  contended,  could  be  clearer 
than  that  they  were  bound  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  present  law;  and  this  had  been 
set  forward  with  great  good  sense  by  Mr. 
Tyler,  in  a  document  rec^ved  by  the  com- 
mission. But  what  was  the  argument  of 
the  conunissioners  ?  To  prove  that  it  was 
unjust  to  interfere  with  natural  liberty  in 
this  respect.  With  regard  to  the  argu- 
ment of  natural  liberty,  that  was  disposed 
of  by  an  appeal  to  the  Divine  law.  But 
who  were  the  parties  that  would  be  affected 
by  the  change  ?  They  were,  in  the  first 
place,  the  very  persons  who  wished  to  con- 
tract these  forbidden  marriages.  It  was 
open  to  him,  he  thought,  to  say  it  would 
be  doing  them  but  a  left-handed  favour  to 
relax  the  Divine  law,  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  make  a  contract  which  they  con- 
sidered for  their  interest.  In  a  Parlia- 
mentary sense  he  would  admit  they  must 
be  considered  the  best  judges  of  their  in- 
terest, for  the  House  was  not  entiUed  to 
impose  upon  them  its  sense  of  the  Divine 
law  merdy  because  it  commended  itself  to 
thdr  conscience.  But,  after  all,  those  who 
wished  to  contract  these  marriages  w^'e 
but  a  small  proportion  of  the  persons  who 
would  be  affected  by  the  change.  He  went, 
however,  from  this  class  to  another.  Take 
the  case  of  the  children  of  a  first  wife. 
The  House  was  appealed  to  upon  the 
ground  of  their  interest.  He  received  that 
appeal;  and  upon  the  grounds  of  that  ap- 
peal he  refused  to  assent  to  this  Bill.  No 
doubt  the  children  of  the  first  wife  deriyed 
an  inappreciable  advantage  from  the  care 
of  the  sister  of  their  mother  after  her 
death.  She  stood  to  them  in  a  natural 
relation,  approved  by  God  and  man;  and, 
mindful  of  the  tenderness  which  united  her  - 
to  one  now  removed,  she  carried  ihe  oyer- 
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flowiDgs  of  her  tenderness  to  the  offspring 
of  the  beloved  person  vrho  had  been  called 
away.  But  what  was  the  effect  of  mixing 
with  this  natural  relation  a  relation  con- 
trary to  nature,  as  it  had  been  considered 
for  three  thousand  years  ?  Tou  introduced 
the  character  oi  stepmother,  to  mix  with 
the  chasaeter  of  the  sister.  Was  the  ad- 
dition of  the  character  of  a  stepmother, 
which  was  proverbial  for  the  jealousy  it 
stirred  up,  likely  to  increase  the  affection 
of  the  sister  of  the  deceased  for  her  chil- 
dren ?  On  the  contrary,  by  adding  the 
new  relation,  you  perverted  the  former  one. 
You  introduced  cross  feelings,  cross  in- 
terests, which  were  infinitely  more  likely — 
he  did  not  say  in  all  cases — to  take  away 
that  attention  >vhich,  under  the  law  as  it 
stood,  could  not  fail  to  be  bestowed  upon 
the  children.  And  what  should  he  say  of 
persons  standing  in  the  relation  of  widower 
and  sister-in-law,  who  did  not  wish  to 
marry  ?  Were  they  to  be  entitled  to  no 
consideration  ?  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  wish  to  alter  their  relation; 
but  would  not  their  feelings  be  lowered,  if 
not  tainted,  by  the  change  which  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  invited  the  House 
to  make  ?  The  words  **  brother-in-law  " 
and  "sister-in-law,"  which  were  used  in  a 
colloquial  sense,  did  but  ill  represent  the 
idea  they  meant  to  convey.  The  sense  of 
them  was  this — that  brotherhood  by  affi- 
nity ought  to  be  practically  the  same  as 
brotherhood  by  blood;  and  he  spoke  a 
truth  to  which  almost  universal  experience 
would  bear  testimony,  when  he  said  that 
brotherhood-in-law  and  sisterhood-in-law  in 
this  country  was  not  a  mere  fiction  of  the 
law,  but  that  it  was  realised  in  practice; 
and  that  they  approached  so  nearly  to  re- 
lationship by  blood,  that,  in  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  cases,  a  practical  distinction  could 
not  be  drawn.  If  so,  the  House  was  re- 
quired by  it  to  exclude  the  possibility  of 
marriage.  He  stood  upon  the  general 
principle,  that  in  all  cases  where  age  was 
suitable  to  a  domestic  relation,  there  ought 
to  be  no  power  to  form  a  conjugal  engage- 
ment. It  was  vain  to  tell  him  that  laws 
could  not  control  foelings.  He  admitted 
that  laws  were  not  the  sole  agent  in  the 
formation  of  social  feelings;  but  they  were 
a  material  auxiliary,  and  they  had  great 
effect  in  determining  whether  they  should 
be  promoted  or  discouraged.  The  prin- 
ciple that,  where  domestic  relationship  sub- 
sisted, conjugal  relations  should  not  be 
formed,  lay  at  the  root  of  the  structure  of 
society.     By  the  domestic  relation  you 


knit  individuals  in  families;  by  the  conjugal 
relation  you  bound  families  together,  ^nd 
consolidated  the  whole  fabric  of  social 
union.  But  if  you  permitted  domestic  and 
conjugal  relations  to  be  confounded,  you 
aimed  directly  at  the  foundation  upon  which 
all  Christian  society  was  organised.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  not  only  the  intei^ 
course  of  those  who  were  widowers  with 
their  sisters-in-law,  but  the  interooprse 
of  all  married  men  who  were  not  widow- 
ers was  threatened  and  menaced  by  the 
change  which  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  proposed.  Nay,  more,  even  the 
purity  of  sisterly  love  itself,  which  afforded, 
perhaps,  the  most  beautiful  picture,  when 
it  was  manifest  in  its  perfection,  which  it 
was  given  to  human  eyes  to  witness  upon 
earth,  and  was  redolent  of  heaven  more 
than  any  other  object  with  which  we  could 
be  conversant,  was  threatened  to  be  tainted 
\)j  the  invasion  of  possiblq  jealousies,  if 
thjB  House  was  led  to  accept  this  ill-omenedl 
proposal.  He  had  only  one  more  point  to 
put.  He  wanted  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  tqll  the  House  where  this  legis- 
lation was  to  stop  ?  We  had  at  this  mo«- 
ipent  a  law  perfectly  definite,  for  we  stood 
upon  the  known  and  unchanged  law  of  the 
land  from  time  immemorial.  We  stood  upon 
the  public  sentiment,  uniform  and  universal 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  general  in 
England.  We  stood  upon  that  which  the 
great  mass  believ^  to  be  the  declared  and 
positive   injunctM^ 


eved  t 
tj^o 
tnww 


iof  the  word  of  God, 
We  stood  upon  tfiWwhich  we  know  to  have 
been  for  many  centuries  the  uniform  prac- 
tice of  Christendom,  and  which  was  the 
general  practice  of  Christendom  at  the  pre- 
sent hour.  Such  was  the  basis  upon  which 
we  stood;  and  it  was  that  basis  which  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  bound 
to  show  to  be  unsound.  Upon  what  basis 
did  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  stand? 
What  were  the  limits  of  the  voyage  which 
he  invited  the  House  to  undertake  ?  Who 
was  the  pilot  to  guide  them  ?  Were  they  to 
stand  upon  expediency,  and  say,  because 
there  was  a  multitude  of  these  persons,  it 
was  safe  to  ^lake  this  change,  and  they 
would  be  called  upon  for  i^  more  hereafter? 
He  could  understand  that  argument  very 
well  if  the  House  was  not  dealing  with  a 
question  of  such  deep  solemnity,  and  if  it 
was  borne  out  by  the  facts.  But  he  press- 
ed his  right  hon.  and  learped  Friend  ex- 
cojedingly  for  an  answer  to  this  question, 
because  it  was  vitally  important — where 
would  he  stop  ?  If  this  Bill  passed,  would 
not  another  be  introduced  to  meet  other 
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caaoa  ?  JIIh  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
did  not  ovon  now  ooniino  himself  to  cases 
of  marriage  with  a  wifo*8  sister,  for  he  pro- 
posed to  provide  for  cases  of  marrying  a 
vifb*t  nioee,  as  well  as  her  sister.  But 
thoro  wore,  he  apprehended,  very  few 
cases  where  a  niaii  wished  to  marry  his 
wife's  niece,  lie  wished  to  know  if  his 
right  hon.  and  learneii  Friend  was  pre- 
pared  to  take  his  stand  on  the  letter  of 
the  Scripture  ?  l^id  he  mean  to  say,  **  I 
bind  you  to  the  letter  of  Leviticus,  and 
to  nothi)ig  else  T*  If  his  right  hon.  and 
loamed  Friend  took  that  course,  he  would 
k^avo  them  open  to  the  most  horrihle  in- 
cest3«  Thero  w^re  three  cases  of  incest 
thai  excited  the  greatest  horror  in  the 
mind  when  they  were  referred  to.  They 
were  incest  with  the  mother,  with  the 
daught«r«  or  with  the  sifter.  Of  these 
Uie  ^r«t  named  was  the  only  on«  that  was 
prohihite^l  in  Leviticus.  In  the  authorised 
tnaislation  the  word  ^*  sister*'  was  intro- 
fluced«  Wt  on  reference  to  any  other  ver- 
akm  except  owrs.  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
nlhftsivm  w^  only  to  the  half-«t$ter,  and 
tbal  neither  the  lull  sister  nor  the  daughter 
wett»  wentioaed  in  the  bockk.  He  might 
bt^  l«>bl  that  in  this  c^mmtrr  the  sentiment 
^  borror  which  r\^«$e  in  thi^  br«4i$t  e^  CTerr 
man  when  the  enmes  were  vNtttioned* 
w^iuM  be  a  sutficient  prv«N^v]i  against  the 
princifJe  beMut  e^Mrneil  further.  It  wms 
pef^^T  true  tbal  that^Mtunent  of  Imnror 
<ia%$i«4^-4t  was  sttsta^^k  by  th<^  law  «^ 
iKatwcv'.  Fut  what  w«^K^  kw  of  nature  f 
W^^dM  it  W'  eonle»led  that  the  law  of  ua- 
nff>^  w«$  a  lii\y4  a»i  4ctlmit<^  cede,  iade- 
p»i»lent  ef  tbe  laws^  ot  i>?vxgwn  *  He  wv^dUl 
w%$b  tw"  kuv^v  wben  the  law  «^  nature  bad 
V^^n  de^^^f^^  in  that  fKUi!  It  was 
far^e  t^t  tW  Uw  bad  ahrayu  trx^^ted  iu  | 
iMi«^  f,*ui  vc  iMifeec — tbat  tWfV'  w^e.  ahruy^ 
a  tyy^b:^  i»  tW  ^uiawau  WvKt  nfwfi^^ttaut  W 
tbe  e«Ma»t^$$^  w^*'  <>fnaiu  ^noMtiv  As! 
J;t>r\»iMj$<ttfc^:^ —  j 

^^  W>»  ^ii*^  tW  >sw  <<  94m£^  <isi?rtis^5*jd 
j^ifri  i\^^^ceoi  cxff^f^  Vx  tW  >ikw  ^*  !re^ 
5tv«t  f     H^  >•  W»i  cilt  xi^^^  tW  Hi/aj»  V 

»^ifc  vW  uw  N*<  0^iS$ci»v5yv  TWy  ^voxd 
>^a  \vv^  tW  a^^  X  5»««rev  **i  4^  Si  s^^" 

^We«H^^  ^  jkifccs^^x-  ^^  t^  ^^«S9i^$4KftW^ 
^  W  ii4t  w*s^  1^  lia>«  ^^  :t«s5^tfv '  "^  «ttrQ^ra»o(d 


on  the  answer  to  the  previous  question, 
**  What  was  the  law  of  Christianity  ?**  If 
that  were  so,  then  his  right  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend,  in  taking  the  law  of  Christianity, 
took  also  the  law  of  nature.  He  did  not 
mean  that  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  lead  them  to  the  horrors  to  which  he 
had  hefore  alluded,  or  that  any  one  present 
would  live  to  see  them  legalised;  hut  he 
knew  that  there  were  opinions  entertained 
by  some  persons  that  went  much  farther 
than  this  Bill,  and  that  the  doctrine  was 
held  by  some  that  there  was  no  incest  ex- 
cept in  crises  of  consanguinity.  He  believed 
that  if  they  allowed  this  Bill  to  pass,  they 
should  be  assailed  by  other  appUcaticms  for 
a  further  extension  of  its  prinople.  It  was 
right  to  understand  what  the  law  rdating 
to  prohibited  degrees  was.  In  some  in- 
stances there  were  two  prohibhioDs  con- 
tained under  one  head;  but,  sqiarating 
these,  he  found  that  there  were  in  all 
thirty-five  cases  of  prokibitioB.  Of  these 
only  seventeen  were  prohibited  by  Serip- 
ture,  while  the  r»nainiag  c^bteea  were 
lying  out  ci  the  letter  of  Scriplufe  tiiougb 
provided  by  the  ChurdL  HeMBoimenn 
tbat  the  law  of  the  Cbnrdi  was  wbollj  in- 
dependent of  the  S^iptuie  in  Aese  mat- 
ters; but  what  be  meant  was,  that  tiieae 
prvbibttkms  were  cslabfished  by  die  Cbnrdi, 
interpreting  aceor&ic  to  ber  functjaaa  ^be 
lener  of  tbe  Scr^ture.  He  kofcd  Ant 
under  these  circnmstsnees  tbe  Hesse  would 
not  besitate  te  reiect  ^bis  BS — tbnt  it 
wiMid  on  dub  ^uesMn  be  fcpuaied  to  re- 
speet  tbe  geaeral  i^emtiitt  «f  neatli  tte 
enttie  eevatry — dbai  ii  wwuM  mmt  iaftct 
upon  tbe  Cbwvb  ^e  mi  Imuni  «f  kavii^ 
UMaKby  iutrvduced  immg  its  minMen; 
and  be  Wfied  tbat  ««  simAar  giuuBiia  tlwy 
wu^  tJb  a&  fbsas  in  ibem  lay  to  i 
^  ssnetne^  ^"^daeeb^aiMs  «f ; 
andibe  nurtty  «f  i^  bilwrtii 
diianescac  nJe. 

itjL   STl  ART   WORTLET 
He  »i4  ibm  acher  d>e 
Sf^ge<^i»  ^bii  knd  Wcm 
kro.  and  knni«4  Fiitmi  ^be 
^  VamrstST  ^  INdb&L  « 
bMUL  FrMd  w^  knd  just  s 
Mosd  ^le  ia&uijb»  «£  bis 
fsae  <it  air  eviycwbA^Kaup 
<nMBse%L     ^K  W  bii&j^mdi  toa 
i^^f«$t^^  ^moMUft  ^iia  kni  Vhik 
ia«^  ^^  5&I  msamer  is  wiirk  1 
Vnl  Vm«  acT«d  4K  buc&  aie^ 
ta»>r  «^  <ic  ?ai»  ikuse  i» 
:st»ia  <rat  tibr  amncs  «£  ^be 
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received  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  had  on  a  former  occasion  laid  hefore  it 
some  portion  of  the  arguments  on  which 
he  maintained  the  justice  of  the  measure, 
he  would  at  present  confine  himself  in  his 
remaining  observations  to  the  briefest  pos- 
sible space.  He  had  regretted  much  the 
delay  that  had  already  accompanied  this 
measure;  but  it  had  at  all  events  been  at- 
tended with  this  advantage,  namely,  that 
it  had  tested  by  a  most  satisfactory  issue 
the  feelings  of  the  country  on  the  subject. 
Every  effort  had  been  made  to  excite  pub- 
lic opinion  against  the  Bill.  Members  of 
that  House,  of  great  respectability  and  of 
great  personal  weight,  had  attached  their 
signatures  to  circulars  that  had  been  sent 
round;  and  the  object  clearly  was,  to  in- 
duce the  Church  to  excite  the  whole  coun- 
try to  join  in  opposition  to  this  Bill;  and 
yet,  with  all  these  efforts,  the  petitions 
against  the  measure  only  contained  13,000 
signatures,  while  those  in  favour  of  it  had 
more  than  30,000  signatures,  besides  the 
petitions  that  had  been  recently  sent  in, 
and  that  contained  7,000  or  8,000  signa- 
tures more,  making  nearly  40,000  signa- 
tures in  all.  And  of  these,  with  one  re- 
markable exception  —  that  of  a  petition 
containing  5,000  or  6,000  signatures — 
there  was  not  one  of  them  that  had  not  the 
residence  and  occupation  of  the  subscribers, 
proving  that  they  contained  the  opinions  of 
the  thinking  and  educated  classes  of  so- 
ciety.' Ho  held  in  his  hand  one  of  the  cir- 
culars that  had  been  sent  out,  and  had 
been  returned  to  him  by  the  clergyman  to 
whom  it  had  been  forwarded.  It  contained 
a  form  of  petition  recommended  for  adop- 
tion, and  was  accompanied  by  a  circular 
signed  by  six  Members  of  Parliament,  all 
of  great  weight  and  influence.  He  be- 
lieved that  he  was  justified,  from  the  tone 
of  this  circular,  and  other  facts  that  had 
come  to  his  knowledge,  in  saying  that 
every  possible  effort  had  been  made  to 
excite  the  Church  against  this  measure; 
but  still  only  a  very  small  number  of  cler- 
gymen could  be  induced  to  take  part 
against  the  Bill,  while  a  considerable  pro- 
portion were  in  its  favour.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  led  the  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  and  a  petition  from  that  university 
had  been  presented  against  it.  But  though, 
as  they  had  been  reminded,  Cambridge 
was  one  of  the  universities  that  had  been 
consulted  about  the  marriage  of  Henry 
VIII.,'  and  that  gave  its  opinion  that  the 
proposed  marriage  was  against  the  word 


of  God,  it  was  remarkable  that  in  their 
present  petition  they  did  not  say  one  word 
as  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  being  con- 
trary to  the  Scripture.  Besides,  Dr.  Phil- 
pots,  one  of  the  heads  of  houses,  and  who, 
he  felt  bound  to  add,  was  no  relative  of -the 
bishop  of  that  name,  and  three  other  heads 
of  houses,  voted  in  the  minority.  He  should 
only  say  one  or  two  words  in  vindication  of 
his  brother  commissioners  from  the  impu- 
tations that  were  cast  upon  them.  It  was 
said  that  all  the  witnesses  with  respect  to 
the  general  question  of  the  operation  of 
this  law,  were  more  or  less  favourable  to 
the  change  proposed.  But  the  commis- 
sioners were  appointed  to  investigate  the 
claims  of  those  who  came  to  Parliament 
with  grievances,  and  who  sought  redress; 
and  they  necessarily  were  called  upon  to 
state  their  complaints.  But  the  commis- 
sioners invited  every  person  who  had  an 
opinion  to  offer  to  come  forward;  and  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  put  a  question 
to  him  on  the  subject  in  private,  he  re- 
quested that  the  question  might  be  repeated 
in  public,  and  on  that  occasion  he  stated 
openly  in  the  House  how  the  entire  inquiry 
stood,  and  how  anxious  he  and  his  brother 
commissioners  were  to  receive  any  evi- 
dence that  might  be  offered.  They  ex- 
amined iiYG  clergymen  on  one  side  of  the 
question,  and  five  clergymen  on  the  other 
side,  with  regard  to  the  practice  in  cele- 
brating these  marriages;  but  happily  the 
question  of  scriptural  prohibition  had  not 
been  referred  to^them.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  asked  him  how  far  he  meant  to 
go  in  altering  the  law  of  marriage;  but  he 
would  tell  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  once 
that  he  meant  to  stand  by  this  Bill,  and 
that  he  had  no  intention  to  go  farther,  and 
he  believed  no  such  intention  was  enter- 
tained in  any  quarter.  If  any  attempt  to 
extend  the  principle  farther  were  made 
hereafter,  he  would  be  ready  to  join  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  offering  every  opposi- 
tion to  it.  He  believed  that  the  provision 
which  was  sought  to  be  got  rid  of  by  this 
Bill,  had  been  hastily  introduced,  for  the 
first  time,  in  1835,  into  the  common  law 
of  the  country.  Up  to  that  time  there  was 
no  hindrance  in  law  to  these  marriages, 
which  he  believed  in  his  conscience  to  be 
not  only  justified,  but  expressly  allowed, 
in  Scripture.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
stated  that  this  was  an .  attempt  to  draw 
within  the  sphere  of  Parliament  the  Chris- 
tian belief.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
the  very  contrary,  as  it  was  to  withdraw 
from  human  legislation  a  control,  which  up 
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to  1835  had  never  existed.  For  the  first 
time,  in  1835,  they  bound  haman  con- 
science by  presnmptuoasly  saying  that 
these  marriages  shoold  not  take  place. 
He  only  asked  them  to  restore  the  liberty 
of  entering  into  these  marriages  in  cases 
where  a  conscientions  belief  was  enter- 
tained by  the  clergyman  celebrating  them 
that  they  were  not  against  the  law  of  Gt)d. 
He  should  be  ashamed  to  stand  at  that 
table  to  support  the  Bill  if  he  beliered  it  to 
be  contrary  to  the  law  of  God.  His  hon. 
and  leiumed  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  in  arguing  this  part 
of  the  case,  seemed  to  forget  that  they 
liad  a  positive  injunction — a  positive  and 
tmalterable  law  —  laid  down  by  the  Au- 
thor of  Christianity,  that  "They  whom 
God  joins  together  no  man  shall  put  as- 
srnider;"  and  yet  the  law,  as  it  now  stood, 
put  asunder  those  who  believed  that  they 
were  joined  together  by  the  law  of  God. 
It  was  said  that  they  wanted  to  compel 
clergymen  to  celebrate  these  marriages. 
He  held  in  bis  hand  a  pamphlet,  written, 
he  regretted  to  say,  by  a  clergyman  of  the 
CJhureh  of  England,  in  which  so  little  at- 
tention was  paid  to  facts  that  this  assertion 
was  put  forward.  In  the  third  edition, 
however,  the  error  was  removed,  and  the 
very  contrary  was  stated  to  be  the  object 
of  the  Bill;  and  yet  this  alteration  was 
made  without  even  a  foot  note  alluding  to 
the  mistake  that  had  been  made  in  the 
previous  editions.  He  regretted  to  add, 
that  the  clergyman  who#had  been  capable 
of  this  conduct  was  no  other  than  the  dis- 
iinguished  author  of  The  Christian  Tear, 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  argued 
whether  this  was  a  marriage  that  a  cau- 
tious and  prudent  clergyman  would  cele- 
brate; but  it  should  be  recollected  that  the 
law  of  the  Church  would  still  remain  the 
ttame,  and  that  the  influence  of  the  Church 
over  its  clergy  and  members  would  con- 
tinue as  heretofore.  His  object  was  a  very 
narrow  one — to  restore,  as  far  as  he  could 
without  inconvenience,  the  state  of  the  law 
as  it  existed  before  1835.  But  he  had 
himself  stated,  at  the  outset  of  the  debate, 
that  there  were  many  men  who  thought  the 
prohibitions  against  marrying  the  husband's 
brother  were  much  stronger  than  those 
affftinst  marrying  the  wife's  sister.  [**  Di- 
vide I"]  He  would  hurry  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  interpretation  put  upon  the 
book  of  Leviticus.  [**  Divide,  divide!"] 
He  assured  hon.  Members  that  he  was  at- 
tending to  the  hour,  and  would  close  his 
dbsorvations  in  time  for  the  division  to  take 


place.  Tboae  hon.  Gentlemen  who  Iwd 
spoken  upon  t^e  subject,  considered  the 
marriage  with  a  wife's  sister  to  be  one  of 
the  abominations  of  the  Canaanites.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Grendenuui  then 
proceeded  to  refer  to  the  argument  in  re- 
gard to  the  prohibition  in  Scripture  of 
practices  described  as  the  abomhmlionB  of 
the  Canaanites,  and  insisted  that  the  18th 
verse  of  the  xviiith  chapter  of  Leviticna  did 
not  prohibit  the  marriages  in  question.  In 
the  Greek  Church  the  marriage  of  two 
brothers  with  two  sisters  was  considerBd 
incestuous,  and  prohibited  on  the  gronnd 
that  man  and  wife  being  one  flesh,  the 
brother  and  sister  of  the  husband  or  wife 
were  actually  brother  and  sister  of  both. 
He  was  prepared  to  have  gone  into  the 
history  of  those  prohibitions,  so  as  to  show 
that  from  the  euliest  time  they  were  the 
subject  of  grave  and  serious  ^liberation; 
but  want  of  time  prevented  him.  One  sub- 
ject he  should,  however,  touch  upon.  It 
had  been  all^ped  that  the  poor  had  no  in- 
terest in  the  question.  He  held  in  his 
hand  several  conmiunications  which  he  had 
received  from  clergymen  of  tiie  most  po- 
pulous parishes — ^from  St.  Paneraa  (Lon- 
don), from  ShefBdd,  and  elsewhere — urg- 
ing the  great  importance  of  the  proposed 
alteration  in  the  law  to  the  po<Mr.  [^*  Divide, 
diride!"}  He  had  always  opposed  the 
setting  down  of  the  Bill  fer  a  Wednesday. 
He  regretted  that  he  had  no  time  left  fer 
replying  further  to  the  objectiMis*  wliieh 
he  was  fuUy  prepared  to  meet,  and  thiit  hto 
should  now  leave  the  BiH  to  the  result  of 
the  division. 

C0L05EL  THOMPSON  said,  one  mmnte 
for  a  case  of  conscience,  and  there  was  not 
a  Member  in  the  House  who  would  b6  cto- 
tent  with  less.  He  was  very  anxious  to 
support  the  Bill,  so  fer  as  related  to  mai^ 
riage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister;  hot  he 
could  only  vote  for  the  second  reading  on 
the  understanding  that  if  the  passages  re- 
lating to  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
niece  were  not  expunged  in  Committee,  he 
must  vote  against  the  third  readmg. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  177;  NoOs 
143:  Majority  34. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Abdy,  T.  N.  Baring,  rt.  hon.Sir  F.T. 

Adair,  H.  E.  Baring,  T. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Barnard,  E.  G. 

Alcock,  T.  Barrington,  Visct. 

Anson,  hon.  Col.  Bellew,  R.  M. 

Baphaw,  J.  Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 

Barnes,  M.  T.  Blewitt,  R,  J. 

Baldwin,  C.  B.  Bracklcy,  Visbt, 
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Broadwood,  H. 

Brocklehurst,  J. 

Bromley,  R. 

Brotherton,  J. 

Bfown,  H. 

Brown,  W. 

Bruce,  Lord  E. 

Bruce,  0.  L.  C. 

Bunbury,  E.  H. 

Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 

Card  well,  E. 

Carter,  J.  B. 

Caulfeild,  J.  M. 

Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 

Christy,  S. 

Cliiy,J. 

Cobden,  R. 

Coke,  hon.  E.  K. 

Colebrooke,  SirT.  E. 

Colvile,  C.  R. 

Copeland,  Aid. 

Crowder,  R.  B. 

Currie,  R. 

Daries,  D.  A.  S. 

Dddd,  G. 

Druihlanrig,  Visct. 

Duncan,  Visct. 

DundaSy  Adra. 

Ebrington,  Visct. 

Ellis,  J. 

Ferf^uson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Forster,  M. 

Fortescue,  C. 

Fortetcue,  hon.  J.  W. 

Fox,  W.  J. 

Fi-eweri,  C.  H. 

Galway,  Visct. 

(jibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 

Granger,  T.  C. 

Greene,  T. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Grey,  R.  W. 

Harcourt,  G.  G.] 

Harris,  R. 

Eastie,  A. 

llawcs,  B. 

lIcadlam,T.E. 

tteald,  J. 

Heathcoat,  J. 

Heathoote,  G.  J. 

Ileneage,  E. 

Henry,  A. 

lleywood,  J. 

Ileyworth,  L. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Horsman,  E. 
lIowaH,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
flutt,  W. 
Jackson,  W. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
«tocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jolliflfe,SirW.G.  H. 
Keogh,  W. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Llingston,  J.  U. 
La8celles,hon.  E. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 


Lewis,  G.  C. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
MarshaU,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mofl&tt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 
t'echell,  Capt. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Piikington,  J. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Pryso,  P. 
Pugh,  D. 
Rcpton,  G.  W.  J. 
Hice,  E.  R. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Jlufford,  F. 
Russell,  hon.  E.  S. 
Russell,  F.  C.  n. 
Rutherford,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  G. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
$crope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shailo,  R.  D. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somerrille,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talfourd,  Scrj. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thornely,  T. 
ToUemacho,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Tufncll,  H. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
WaddiDgton,  H.  S. 


Wall,  C.  B. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Wilcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Willyams,  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 


Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  0. 
WyviU,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Deni8on,E. 
Wortley,J..S. 


W.W. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acland,SirT.  D. 

Adare,  Visct. 

Arkwright,  G. 

Ashley,  Lord 

Bagot,hon.  W. 

Bailey,  J. 

Baillie,  H.  J. 

Baldock,  E.  n. 

Batcson,  T. 

Bennot,  P. 

Bcntinck,  Lord  H. 

Beresford,  W. 

Berkeley,  0.  L.  G. 

Bernard,  Visct. 

Boldero,  H.  G. 

Bowles,  Adm. 

Boyle,  hon.  Col. 

Bramston,  T.  W. 

Brooke,  Lord 

Buck,  L.  W. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  T. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 

Carew,  W.  H.  P. 

Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  U. 

Clive,  H.  B. 

Cocks,  T.  S. 

Colo,  hon.  H.  A. 

Coles,  H.  B. 

Coroptoh,  H.  C. 

Conolly,  T. 

Currie,  H. 
Deodes,  W. 
Dcnison,  J.  E. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Di?ett,  E. 
Douro,  Marq.  of 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Duff,  J. 

Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  0. 
Duncufl,  J. 
Dundas,  G. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fellowcs,  E. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W.E. 
Goring,  C. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Grogaii,  £. 


Guest,  Sir  J. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Haggitt,  F.  R. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
namilton,  G.  A. 
Hfenley,  J.  W. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham»  Lord 
Jones,  Capt. 
Law,  hon.  0.  S. 
Legh,  G.  0. 
Lewishanr,  Visct. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lokjkhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maitland,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
MUes,W. 
Monsell,  W. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,J. 

NichoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
OTlaherty,  A. 
Packe,  C.W.* 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 

Plowden,  W.  II.  C. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Portal,  M. 
Prime,  R. 
Pusey,  P. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reid,  Col. 
Richards,  R. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seabam,  Visct. 
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Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smollett,  A. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 


Turner,  G.  J. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Walter,  J. 
West,F.R. 
Wmiams,  T.  P. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  II. 
Groulburn,  H. 


Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2°,  and  committed  for  Wednes- 
day 4th  July. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To-mor- 
row without  putting  the  Question. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  21,  1849. 

MiNUTBS.]    Pdbuc  BfLL8.—l*  Administration  of  Justice 

(Ireland). 
JUported.'Sheep  Stealers  (Ireland) ;  Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ire- 
land); Passengers. 

FBTiTicica  Frksbxtbd.  By  Lord  Denman,  from  Salop, 
Northiam,  and  other  Places,  in  favour  of  the  Affirmation 
Bill'— By  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  from  East  and  West 
Flagg,  for  an  Alteration  in  the  Poor  Laws. — From  Crew- 
kerne  and  Tiverton,  against  the  Admission  of  Jews  into 
Parliament. — From  Bri;^hton,  fur  Extending  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  County  Courts.— By  Lord  Whamclifib,  from  R. 
Brain,  for  the  better  Ventilation  of  Mines. — From  Chard 
and  Ilminster,  for  an  Alteration  in  the  Licenses  of  Public 
Houses. — From  Kincardine  (^Neil,  for  the  Suppression 
of  Seduction  and  Prostitution. 

THE  WAR  IN  ITALY. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that 
perhaps  the  nohle  Lord  (Lord  Eddishury), 
who  was  connected  with  the  Foreign  OflSce, 
would  state  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  to  lay  on  the  table 
of  the  House  the  papers  relating  to  the 
war  in  the  north  of  Italy  ? 

Lord  EDDISBURY  said,  that  he  could 
not  inform  the  noble  Earl  without  commu- 
nicating with  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department. 

The  Earl  of  ABblRDEEN  said,  that  it 
was  now  nearly  three  months  since  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  stated  that  these  papers  would 
be  presented  before  the  Easter  recess. 
Since  then,  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  had 
made  many  attempts  on  the  subject,  and 
they  had  now  arrived  at  Midsummer  with- 
out apparently  approaching  the  object 
which  they  had  in  view.  The  noble  Baron 
had  given  no  reason  whatever  for  the  non- 
production  of  these  papers.  The  noble 
Baron  must  recollect  that  he  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  knew  the  Foreign  Office  as  well 
as  he  did,  and  he  would  undertake  to  say. 


let  the  papers  be  what  they  might,  that 
they  could  have  been  presented  more  than 
a  month  ago.  It  was  for  their  Lordships 
to  judge  why  these  papers  were  delayed, 
and,  above  all,  of  the  want  of  respect  which 
had  been  shown  by  the  Foreign  Office  to 
their  Lordships'  House  in  this  matter. 
House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  21,  1849. 

MINUTBS.J  PuBUO  Bills.— 10  Marriage  (Scotland) ;  Judg- 
ments (Ireland). 
2^  Marriages  in  Foreign  Countries  Facilitating. 
30  AssaulU  (Ireland). 

Petitions  PRESEicTf  d.  By  Mr.  George  Thompson,  finom 
Marlcet  Drayton,  for  the  Adoption  of  Universal  Suffirage. 
—By  Mr.  Cowper,  ftom  St.  Albans,  for  the  Clergy  ReHef 
Bill. — By  Mr.  Napier,  fh>m  Dromore,  against,  and  by 
Mr.  Beckett  Denison,  Arom  Snaith,  Yorkshire,  in  fsvour 
of,  the  Marriages  BilL-^By  Mr.  Baring  Wall,  Aom  Isling- 
ton, against,  and  by  Lord  Ashley,  tram  St.  Clement 
Danes,  in  favour  of,  the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis) 
Bill.— By  Mr.  Miles,  Arom  Axbridge,  for  Repeal  of  the 

Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart, 

from  the  Letterpress  Printers  of  London,  for  Repeal  c^ 
the  Duties  on  Paper,  &c.— By  Mr.  Alexander  Hastie, 
from  Glasgow,  for  the  Bankrupt  Laws  ConsolidaUon  BilL 
— By  Mr.  Clay,  fh)m  Kingston-upon-Hull,  for  the  Cruelty 
to  Animals  Bill. — By  Mr.  G.  Hamilton,  ftom  Members 
of  the  Irish  Branch  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland,  for  Encouragement  to  Sdiools  in  Connexion 
with  the  Church  Education  Society  for  Ireland.— By  Sir 
F.  Thesiger,  from  the  Attorneys  and  Counsel  of  the  Pa- 
lace Court,  against  the  Palace  Court  (Westminster)  Bill. 
—  By  Lord  Nugent,  from  Yarmouth,  and  a  Number  of 
other  Places,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law.— By  Mr. 
Corbally,  from  the  Electoral  Division  of  Rathfeigh,  in 
the  County  of  Eastmeath,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor 
Law  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Greene,  ficom  several  Places  in 
Lancashire,  for  the  Suppression  of  Promiscuous  Inter- 
course—By Mr.  Gibson  Craig,  from  Edinburgh,  for  an 
Alteration  of  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  BilL— By  Lord 
Ashley,  from  Bath,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale  of  Beer 
Act.— By  Mr.  Pryse  Pryse,  from  Aberystwith,  for  an  Al- 
teration of  the  Small  Debts  Act.— By  Lord  Rendlesham, 
from  Campsie,  Stirlingshire,  for  deciding  International 
Disputes  by  Arbitration. 

MEDICAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  ARMY  AND 
NAVY. 
Sir  De  L.  EVANS  rose  to  bring  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  the  claims 
of  the  medical  officers  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  to  military  rewards  and  distinctions. 
He  observed  that  though  the  Motion  had 
no  party  attractions  and  little  public  in- 
terest, it  concerned  a  body  of  2,000  gen- 
tlemen engaged  in  the  service  of  their 
country.  His  object  was,  that  medical 
officers  should  be  placed  on  the  same  grade 
as  they  held  in  the  armies  of  the  con- 
tinental Powers.  It  might  be  said  they 
were  civil  officers  ;  but  this  was  no  ground 
for  depriving  them  of  the  distinction  now- 
sought.  Previous  to  the  last  war,  the 
naval  and  military  exertions  of  this  country 
were  only  transient  and  intermitted  ;  and 
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hence  it  had  probably  arisen  that  the 
claims  of  those  important  officers  had  been 
overlooked.  There  were  other  classes  of 
officers  who  might  equally  well  be  excluded 
from  the  distinction,  because  of  their  non- 
military  character.  The  engineers,  though 
employed  to  superintend  and  direct,  and 
even  to  lead  in  storming  parties,  were  not 
commonly  engaged  in  t>attle;  and  the  same 
remark  appUed  to  the  commissariat  depart- 
ment. He  would  refer  to  the  Baltic  expe- 
dition, to  former  wars  in  India,  and  to  the 
Peninsular  war,  to  point  out  the  benefits 
which  had  been  derived  from  the  services 
of  the  medical  officers.  He  asked  nothing 
special  or  peculiar  for  these  officers,  beyond 
the  rank  they  enjoyed  in  every  other 
European  army.  Napoleon  had  included 
the  medical  officers  in  his  decorations,  ob- 
serving that  it  was  impossible  for  their 
important  services  to  be  performed  with 
zeal  and  efficiency  unless  they  enjoyed  the 
same  honours  as  the  rest  of  the  Army. 
The  civil  officers  in  the  Army  had  a  greater 
ground  of  complaint  than  ever  against  the 
Government  in  consequence  of  some  recent 
alterations  which  had  been  made.  He 
thoi|ght  it  a  matter  of  reproach  to  the 
country  that  no  mihtary  distinctions  had 
been  conferred  on  such  men  as  Sir  James 
M*Grigor,  Dr.  Howell,  and  Mr.  Guthrie. 
He  trusted  the  Government  would  now  be 
disposed  to  give  a  favourable  consideration 
to  the  claims  of  medical  officers.  In  1847 
Sir  Howard  Douglas  bore  the  highest  tes- 
timony  to  their  eminent  services.  It  was 
true  they  did  not  go  to  fight  in  the  front 
rank,  but  they  were  often  called  there  in 
the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  on 
such  occasions  they  were  never  found  want- 
ing. Mr.  Guthrie  had  been  twice  wounded 
in  the  Peninsular  war.  If  his  resolution 
was  favourably  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment, he  hoped  that  the  services  of  emi- 
nent medical  men  who  were  now  living 
would  not  be  forgotten. 

Mb.  HUME  seconded  the  Motion  on  the 
principle  which  had  been  laid  down  by 
Napoleon,  that  every  man  who  served  his 
country,  and  who  served  in  the  army, 
ought  to  be  considered  all  equally  useful, 
and  entitled  to  the  same  rewards.  In  for- 
mer times  the  value  of  a  good  commis- 
sariat, or  of  a  good  medical  staff,  was 
scarcely  ever  considered,  and  instances  had 
occurred  of  whole  armies  being  destroyed 
for  want  of  a  good  commissariat  depart- 
ment. So,  on  the  other  hand,  in  earlier 
periods^of  our  history,  more  armies  were 
destroyed  by  disease  than  by  the  sword. 
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A  change  had  happily  taken  place,  though 
England  was  behind  other  countries  in 
these  matters.  Thus  France  was  the  first 
to  see  the  vast  importance  of  making  the 
two  departments  of  the  commissariat  and 
the  medical  perfect.  During  the  last 
twenty  years  our  army  abroad  had  been 
reduced  by  five-sixths.  >  Perhaps  it  would 
be  scarcely  believed  by  some  hon.  Members 
who  did  not  recollect  the  fact  (as  he  did), 
that  by  the  mortaUty  in  the  army  in  Ja- 
maica and  Ceylon  respectively,  it  was 
ascertained  there  was  a  loss  of  from  seven 
to  eight  men  out  of  every  ten  formerly. 
But  by  a  better  system  of  medical  super- 
intendence, British  troops  were  now  main- 
tained in  Jamaica  with  as  little  loss,  he 
believed,  as  the  Foot  Guards  in  Westmin- 
ster. This  blessing  was  owing  to  the 
science  of  medical  men,  and  the  erection 
of  barracks  in  elevated  and  healthy  situa- 
tions. He  thought  that  by  neglecting  the 
claims  of  the  medical  profession  a  stigma 
was  cast  upon  science  and  learning. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  efficiency  and  economy  in  respect  to 
Armies  in  the  field  considerably  depend  on  the 
ability,  energy^  and  zeal  of  the  Medical  Officers 
attached  to  them : 

"  That  the  history  of  every  war  proves  that 
this  class  of  Officers  while  so  employed  have  been 
killed,  wounded,  or  made  prisoners,  and  that  the 
nature  of  their  duties  unavoidably  exposes  them 
to  those  casualties : 

"  And  that  as  they  thus  share  in  the  dangers 
and  fatigues  of  war,  as  well  as  in  somerof  its  most 
essential  duties,  it  is  not  expedient  or  just. that 
they  should  be  excluded  from  a  share  of  honorary 
distinction  or  reward,  in  proportion  to  their  reli^ 
tive  rank  and  the  relative  importance  of  their 
respective  services." 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  at  War  was  more 
competent  than  he  was  to  enter  fully  into 
the  subject  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer.  But 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  not  present, 
he  would  beg  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
Motion.  In  the  first  place,  he  admitted 
most  fully  the  great  merits  of  the  medical 
officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy;  and  he 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Montrose  had  only  paid  a  just  tribute 
to  the  value  of  those  officers*  services.  He 
had  stated  most  truly  that  the  mortality 
among  our  troops  had  greatly  decreased; 
and  that  this  was  owing  chiefly  to  the  re- 
ports and  the  science  of  the  medical  men 
in  the  service  of  the  Army.  He  should 
be  sorry,  therefore,  if  anything  he  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  said  was  considered  as  doing 
away  with  or  taking  away  from  the  state- 
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menta  bj  his  hon.  Friend  with  regard  to 
the  value  of  those  services.     He  thought 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westminster,  in  making  this  Motion, 
had  better  have  placed  it  on  the  ground 
that  those  officers  were  non-combatants, 
who  performed  their  services  admirably, 
though  of  a  diflferent  nature,   rendering 
the  utmost  steadiness  of  nerve  indispen- 
sable ;    and,   therefore,  the  country  was 
deeply  indebted  to  them  for  the  saving  of 
many  lives  which  would  otherwise  be  lost 
in  consequence  of  wounds  received  on  the 
field  of  battle.     When  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer  said  that  the  officers  of  the 
Engineers  were  non-combatants,  and  that 
when  they  were  ordered  to  mount  the 
breach  they  had  not  to  fight,  he  must  say 
it  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  the  most 
dangerous  service  to  which  an  officer  could 
be  exposed.     With  regard  to  the  case  of 
medical  officers,   he  thought  the   House 
could  hardly  say  that  they  were  excluded 
from  all  rewards,  because  it  was  well  known 
that  when  medals  had  been  awarded  they 
had  been  awarded  to  medical  officers  as 
well  as  to  other  officers  who  were  present. 
Kdr  would  it  be  just  to  say  that  other  civil 
rewards  were  withheld  from  medical  gen- 
tlemen who  had  distinguished  themselves 
in  the  medical  department  of  the  service. 
Thus  Sir  James  M'Grigor  had  been  made 
a  Baronet;  Sir  Charles  Forbes  and  others, 
from  time  to  time,  had  received  the  honour 
of  knighthood.     But  he  quite  agreed  in 
thinking  that  as  the  Order  of  the  Bath  had 
been  established  with  regard  to  companions 
and  knights  to  apply  equally  to  military  as 
to  naval  services,  it  might  be  a  question 
whether  those  honours  might  not  be  con- 
ferred on  the  medical  officers  of  the  respec- 
tive services.     He  would  rather  take  an 
opportunity  of  conferring  with  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  and  the  Secre- 
tary at  War,  before  he  said  in  what  way 
this  could  be  done.     He  knew  that  there 
had  been  a  consideration  of  the  case  of 
distinguished  medical  officers,  and  it  was 
felt  that  something  might  be  done.     But 
he  thought  this  was  more  properly  a  sub- 
ject for  the  Executive  than  for  that  House 
to  deal  with.     Therefore  if  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  persisted  in  pressing  his 
Motion,  he  should  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  Question   having  been  again   put 
with  the  Amendment, 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  decision  of  the  hon.  and 


gallant  General  as  to  putting  the  question 
before  the  House,  he  thought  the  offers 
of  the  medical  service  wodd  feel  much  in- 
debted to  him  for  bringing  the  subject  for- 
ward^ and  he  was  sure  there  was  no  mili- 
tary man  who  would  not  join  the  hon.  and 
gallant  General  in  the  eulogy  which  he 
had  passed  upon  the  medical  officers.  A 
question  had  been  raised  as  to  whether 
these  officers  were  placed  in  the  same 
situations  of  danger  and  peril  as  other 
officers.  He,  as  a  military  man,  main-' 
tained  that  they  were.  He  honed  that 
the  claims  of  those  officers  who  had  seen 
a  great  deal  of  service,  although  they 
might  not  have  been  actively  engaged, 
and  who  had  not  hitherto  been  rewarded « 
would  be  considered  entitled  to  receive 
some  honorary  distinction  from  the  (ko^ 
vernment. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  was  not  die* 
posed  to  resist  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord ;  and  he  hoped  the  claims  of  the 
medical  officers  would  not  be  neglected  by 
the  Government.  Four  officers  in  India 
had  recently  been  made  Companions  of  the 
Bath,  for  specially  civil  services^  a  circotn- 
stance,  he  thought,  that  made  the  ease 
stronger  with  regard  to  the  medical 
officers. 

CoLOKEL  THOMPSON  said,  the  ansir^ 
of  the  noble  Lord  had  been  so  satisfactory 
to  every  Member  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  subject,  that  he  was  sure  they  would 
eadh  of  them  have  been  glad  if  the  cere- 
mony of  putting  the  previous  question 
could  have  been  dispensed  with.  Whethet 
the  forms  of  the  House  would  now  allow  it 
or  not,  he  was  glad  to  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  his  feeling. 

Sir  C.  M.  BURRELL  thought  the  ser- 
vices of  the  medical  officers  of  the  Navy^ 
especially  in  time  of  war,  entitled  them  to 
share  in  the  same  honorary  rewards  as  the 
other  officers  of  the  service  enjoyed. 

Captain  PECHELL  hoped  that  the 
claims  of  the  medical  officers  of  the  R<lyal 
Navy,  although  they  had  not  been  taken 
much  notice  of  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion, which  had  been  chiefly  confined  to  the 
medical  staff  in  the  Army,  would  not  be  al« 
lowed  to  be  prejudiced  by  that  circnm^ 
stance 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  certainly  never 
intended  to  slight  the  medical  officer*  of 
the  Navy,  whose  claims  he  had  no  doubt 
would  be  considered  by  the  Government 
conjointly  with  those  of  the  medical  staff  of 
the  Army.  After  the  assurance  he  bad  re^ 
ceived  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  bead  of 
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the  Government,  he  would  consent  to  with-^ 
draw  his  Motion. 

Whereupon  Preylous  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  that  Question  he  now  put.*' 

Previous  Question  and  Motion,  hj 
leave,  withdrawn. 

MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  INDIGENT  POOR. 
Lord  NUGENT  having  presented  a 
numher  of  petitions  in  favour  of  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  noticoi  said, 
that  he  was  aware  that  this  suhject  might 
not  he  considered  a  very  inviting  one,  espe- 
cially at  that  hour,  when  invitations  of  a 
more  agreeahle  and  convivial  character  at- 
tracted  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen. 
But  at  the  same  time  the  question  was  one 
of  no  small  national  importance;  and  he 
inust  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
whilst  he  endeavoured,  as  hrieflj  as  the 
nature  of  the  suhject  would  admit,  to  lay 
his  own  views  with  regard  to  it  hefore 
them.  Great  inequality  and  grievous  hard*" 
ship  to  the  ratepayers  and  all  classes  of 
the  community  resulted  from  the  present 
mode  of  levying  the  rate  collected  for  the 
nupport  of  the  poor;  hut  he  frankly  ad- 
mitted that  he  would  have  no  right  to  ask 
for  an  inquiry  unless  he  could  point  out  a 
means  hy  which  that  inequality  and  these 
hardships  could  he  removed.  His  ohject 
would  he,  first  to  point  out  the  hardships 
arising  under  the  existing  system;  and 
then  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  suggest- 
ing the  plan  by  which  he  believed  they 
could  be  redressed.  He  would  point  out 
first  the  grievance  in  the  present  mode  of 
rating,  and  he  believed  he  should  be  justi- 
fied in  dealing  with  it  as  an  acknowledged 
grievance.  Before  doing  so,  he  begged  to 
call  attention  to  the  principles  of  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Bill  of  1834;  but  he  was 
not  at  all  disposed  to  say,  that  any  of  the 
grievances  of  the  present  system  were  im- 
putable to  the  law  of  1834,  further  than 
must  always  follow  in  the  wake  of  any  law 
that  gives  to  the  contributions  for  the  poor 
a  local  instead  of  a  general  character. 
There  was  one  subject  on  which  he  feared 
he  would  be  found  holding  a  different  opin- 
ion, in  some  respect,  from  most  of  the  pe^ 
titioners  whose  petitions  he  had  had  the 
honour  to  lay  before  the  House,  most  of 
them  being  petitions  for  retaining  a  local 
supervision  and  control  over  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  funds.  The  guardians  of 
the  poor  were  considered,  whether  justly 
or  not,  by  the  poor  who  are  the  objects  of 
relief,  as  persons  actively  employed  in 
fanbghig  down  that  relief  to  the  lowest 


practical  minimum.     The  guardians  of  the 
poor    were    considered   by  the  poor,  he 
thought  not  without  reason,  and  he  did 
not  say  so  disrespectfully  or  invidiously,  to 
be  guardians  of  their  o#n  purses  as  well 
as  of  the  ratepayers*,  add  as  such  to  be 
jealous  scrutineers  of  the  demands  that 
were  made  Upon  them.     The  representa-^ 
tive  system  in  the  board  of  guardians  had 
been  likened  to  the  system  of  representa- 
tion of  that  House ;  but  nothing  could  be 
more  untrue,  nothing  could  be  more  oppo- 
site to  the  fact.     They  sat  in  that  House, 
or  were  supposed  to  sit  in  that  House,  de- 
legated by  a  class,   all   of   whom   were 
equally  interested;  btit  the  board  of  guar- 
dians represented  the  ratepayers  only,  and 
were  sent  by  the  ratepayers  to  act  between 
them  and  the  poor.     That  arose  because 
there  was  in  operation  a  system  of  local, 
parochial,  and  district  contribution,  instead 
of  a  system  of  general  contribution.     As 
long  as  they  had  a  system  of  settlement 
and  removal,  so  long  they  must  retain  their 
system  of  local  oontribution,  and  so  long 
must  they  have  a  system  of  local  govern* 
ment.     In  the  next  place,  he  would  refer 
to  the  difficulties  that  exist  in  generalising 
the  contributions  for  the  relief  of  the  poor; 
and,  thirdly,  he  would  suggest  the  means 
by  which  he  thought  those  difficulties  would 
be  removed.     With  regard  to  the  inequa- 
lity of  the  rates,  he  would  say  thai  the  rate 
of  assessment — the  per  centage  on  rateable 
property,  which  ought  undoubtedly,  sup- 
posing property  to  be  fairly  rated  to  be 
equal — varied  to  the  most  enormous  extent 
throughout  the   area  of  rateage  in    this 
country ;  it  varied  in  no  less  a  degree  than 
from  a  farthing  in  the  pound  to  lis*  in  the 
pound.     He  would  next  call  attention  to 
the  fact,  that  in  the  metropolitan  unions,  in 
1847,  the  indoor  maintenance  of  all  th6 
poor  of  all  the  unions  constituted  by  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  amounted  to  a 
sum  of  7694690^;    and  in  the  year  end- 
ing Lady-day,  1848,  it  had  increased  to 
955,700^     The  establishments  and  sala«> 
ries  in  1847  cost  672,420^;  and  in  the 
year  ending  1848,  970,988^.     The  estab* 
lishments  and  salaries  alone,  in  the  latter 
case,  then,  exceeded  by  15,000Z.  thewhde 
charge  for  the  indoor  maintenance  of  all 
the  poor,  under  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act.     He  would  next  call  attention  to  an-^ 
other  paper,  which  presented  a  still  more 
astounding  return.     He  found  by  it,  that 
the  rates  expended  in  England  and  Waled^ 
during  the  year  ending  12th  March,  1848, 
amounted  to  8,047,4891.;    of  this  sIudi 
Y  2 
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about  6,108,765?.  was  expended  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  and  the  residue  of  nearly 
2,000,000?.  was  applied  to  the  payment  of 
various  items*  This  was  one  of  these 
items  to  which  lie  begged  particularly  to 
call  attentimL  It  appeared  that  214,71  H, 
was  expended  under  the  head  of  "  money 
expended  fur  other  purposes/^  Tlic  poor 
parishes  were  more  heiivily  taxed  than  the 
rich  ones,  as  would  be  found  by  the  report 
of  Mr.  Hall,  then  one  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  in  the  sixth  report  of  the 
Committee  of  1847.  In  Bennondaey,  the 
rate  was  3s,  5d.  m  the  pound;  in  West 
London  Union,  ineluding  Saffron-hill,  Ate., 
2s.  9<f.;  in  East  London,  2^.  ^d.;  St.  Sa- 
viour's, 2s.  lOd.;  Bethnal'green,  2s.  3f(i,; 
but  in  the  parish  of  St.  James,  WesUnin- 
Bter,  tlio  rate  was  only  Is.  l\d.  in  the 
pound;  and  in  St.  George's,  Hanover- 
fiquare,  9d,  in  1847,  and  now  only  7f  J,  iu 
the  pound.  Less  than  one  quarter  of  the 
amount  in  one  of  the  four  parishes  speci- 
fied, nmch  less  than  one- third  of  the 
amount  in  two  others,  and  less  than  one- 
iifth  of  the  amount  in  Bermondsey.  More- 
over, the  rate  was  always  less  in  proportion 
to  tlie  value  of  the  property  rated.  lie 
would  not  pause  to  comment  on  the  subject 
of  royal  residences,  universities,  or  cathe* 
dral  preeinets;  nor  would  he  dwell  upoji 
the  fact  that  there  were  tu'o  pretty  large 
commercial  establishments — one  in  Lea- 
denhall-street,  the  other  in  T bread needle- 
Btreet— known  as  the  East  India  House 
and  the  Bank  of  England,  neither  of 
Tvhicli  contributed  to  the  iupport  of  the 
poor.  Why  was  this?  Because  those 
are  rich  parishes,  and  there  are  very  few 
poor  in  them.  He  had  obtained  a  return 
laid  before  the  Ilousc  last  Session,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  there  arc  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  1,650  paiislies  and  toun- 
ships  rated  between  a  farthing  and  6c?.  in 
the  pound  ;  3,327  rated  from  Gd.  to  Is,  ; 
8,380  from  1^,  to  4j.  ;  and  383  from  4^?. 
to  14if,  Here  was  a  difference  in  the 
rating  of  no  less  than  from  a  farthing  to 
14^.  in  the  pound,  and  that  not  taking 
into  account  the  extra-parochial  parishes, 
of  which,  when  the  census  of  1841  was 
taken,  there  were  536,  containing  17,585 
inhabited  houses,  all  rated  *"  nill,"  for  the 
support  of  the  poor.  In  the  country 
places,  as  in  the  metropolis,  the  same  ano- 
maly  existed- — the  heavier  contributions 
fell  proportionahly  upon  the  poorer  pa* 
rishes,  and  the  lighter  upon  the  richer, 
because  the  great  laudlord  delirered  him- 
»elf  from  a  greater  number  of  poor  in  his 


parish  by  quartering  them  upon  the  neigh* 
bourhood  that  was  less  wealthy ;  and  be- 
cause the  great  landlord,  he  would  not  say 
got  himself  rated,  but  at  least  saw  himself 
rated  very  much  lower  in  respect  to  the 
value  of  property  than  bis  poorer  neigh- 
bours. And  why  was  this  so,  both  in 
town  and  country?  Principally  and  mainly, 
he  heheved,  on  account  of  that  most  un- 
natural, pernicious  law — the  law  of  settle- 
men  t^a  law  that  prechuled  that  general 
circulation  of  labour  which,  above  all 
things,  was  most  desirable.  Of  course, 
the  repeal  of  the  law  of  settlement  must 
be  part  of  any  system  that  would  strike  at 
the  rout  of  the  evil  of  which  he  complained* 
It  was  said  that  the  boards  of  guardians 
would  be  but  had  economists  if  there  was 
a  general  tax ;  but  whether  that  was  a 
sufficient  objection  to  a  general  system  of 
supervision  they  should  leave  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee to  determine.  He  believed  that  it 
would  be  much  less  difficult  than  was  ge- 
nerally supposed,  to  place  the  whole 
amount  of  the  poor-rate  under  the  general 
supervision  of  the  Government.  The 
whole  of  tbo  present  machinery  might 
remain  as  at  present,  the  boards  of  guar* 
diauB  appointing  their  own  officers,  repre- 
senting the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  pa* 
rishionors,  and  enforcing  or  opposing  the 
claims  of  the  dilfercnt  persona  in  their 
parishes  ;  hut  the  whole  control  and  diB* 
tribution  of  the  funds  must  ho  loft  en* 
tirely  in  the  hands  of  Govemraent  officers* 
or  officers  appointed  by  that  House,  each 
of  whom  would  he  placed  at  the  head  of  a 
group  of  unions.  By  such  an  aiTange* 
ment,  he  firmly  believed  a  considerable 
saving  would  be  effected  in  the  expense 
attending  the  administration  of  the  poor* 
law.  Under  the  present  mode  of  admin- 
istering the  poor-law,  there  wore  em- 
ployed— 

8  impeotors,  at  700i.  per  aniiiim £6,6(^0 

ft        do.  nm         do,         2,500 

Trftvelling  expenses  for  inHi>e«t^)rs  ...  10, HO 
616  ckrks  at  120?.  per  annum 73,&20 

Making  a  total  of    ,  £92,100 

The  expense  of  the  establishment  which- 
he  proposed  would  be — 

77  inspectors,  at  000/.  per  annum...  £16,200 
151  t3lcrks,  at  100/.  do,        ...      15,400 


Total „ £61,6000 

Therehjcfiecting  a  total  saving  of  30,560L 
per  annum  in  the  machinery  of  the  poor- 
law  alone,  lu  addition,  however,  to  this^ 
a  great  saving  might  be  eflected  hy  the 
ahoUlion  of  the  laws  of  Bcttlcment  and  re- 
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'  moval ;  by  getting  rid  of  the  enormous 
costs  of  litigation  on  questions  arising  out 
of  those  Acts;  by  giving  a  free  circulation 
to  labour,  and  diminishing  by  so  much  the 
necessity  which  at  present  existed  of  sup- 
porting the  poor,  without  labour.  His  be- 
lief was,  that  it  would  be  possible,  under 
such  an  improved  system,  to  reduce  the 
whole  charges  of  the  poor-law  by  nearer 
one-half  than  one- third,  and  that  reduced 
charge  spread  equally  over  all  property. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  as  to 
the  great  benefits  to  be  derived  from  ap- 
plying the  labour  of  the  poor  to  the  culti- 
vation of  the  land.  He  had  seen  the  allot- 
ment system  carried  out  upon  a  large  scale 
upon  productive  land ;  but  it  was  not  to 
be  supposed  that,  without  the  advantage 
of  capital  and  skill,  and  the  facilities  of 
obtaining  manure,  that  the  poor  man  em- 
ployed in  cultivating  his  allotment  could 
be  expected  to  show  a  crop  as  against  the 
large  farmer  possessing  all  tl^pse  advan- 
tages of  which  he  was  deficient.  Another 
serious  evil  attending  the  operation  of  the 
present  poor-law  arose  from  the  mode 
adopted  of  affording  relief.  When  a  poor 
man  was  not  able  to  get  work,  he  went  to 
the  relieving  officer  and  applied  for  relief. 
The  first  question  put  to  him,  upon  his  so 
doing,  was,  had  he  applied  for  labour,  or  if 
he  had  got  any.  He  would  state,  in  pass- 
ing, that  labour  was  not  the  thing  which  the 
poor  man  required,  and  the  great  fallacy 
in  the  poor-law  lay  in  the  use  of  tho  word 
"labour."  It  was  not  "labour"  which  bene- 
fited the  poor  man,  but  the  wages  of  la- 
bour. That  was  a  question  very  much 
neglected  by  the  relieving  officers  and 
boards  of  guardians.  They  did  not  trouble 
themselves  to  inquire  as  to  the  rate  of 
wages  which  he  might  receive;  the  only 
object  with  them  was  to  get  the  poor  man 
work.  He  would  give  the  House  an  in- 
stance of  how  this  law  was  made  to  ope- 
rate in  an  agricultural  district.  A  poor  man 
who  applied  to  the  relieving  officer,  having 
been  refused  relief  and  directed  to  apply 
for  work,  went  to  a  farmer  in  tho  neigh- 
bourhood, and  stated  to  him  that  unless  he 
could  obtain  employment  ho  would  be 
compelled  to  apply  again  to  the  relieving 
officer  on  the  following  Wednesday.  The 
farmer,  upon  hearing  his  intention,  stated 
that  he  would  employ  him  at  the  rate  of 
78.  per  week — a  small  sum  for  the  support 
of  a  man,  especially  if  he  had  a  family  to 
support :  the  man,  however,  accepted  the 
offer  on  the  Friday,  the  board  met  on  the 
following  Wednesday,  and  on  Wednesday 


the  poor  man  was  discharged,  and  the 
board  would  not  meet  again  till  that  day 
fortnight,  so  that  he  had  no  opportunity  of 
again  applying  for  relief;  and  even^hen 
he  did  apply,  he  would  be  told  by  tho  re- 
lieving officer  that  he  had  been  employed 
by  such  and  such  a  farmer,  and  he  would 
be  told  to  go  and  seek  again  for  work. 
Thus  they  would  continue  to  act  for  a 
length  of  time,  the  poor  man  only  being 
able  to  get  three  or  four  days'  work  in  the 
fortnight.  The  effect  of  the  law,  with  re- 
spect to  removals,  was  also  most  injurious. 
The  poor  were  obliged  to  travel  about  from 
union  to  union,  and  were  constantly  told 
when  they  applied  for  relief  that  they  had 
no  claim  upon  that  union,  till  finally,  by 
breaking  windows,  or  doing  some  other 
mischief,  they  were  sent  for  a  fortnight  or 
so  to  the  gaol,  and  at  the  end  of  that  time 
the  poor  man  came  out  a  better  fed  and  a 
stronger  man,  only  to  go  through  again 
the  same  course  of  proceeding.  In  order 
to  remove  these  evils  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, his  impression  was  that  it  was  ne- 
ciessary,  not  only  to  have  a  more  equitable 
rating  of  property  in  parishes  and  in  unions 
than  at  present  existed,  but  to  have  a 
system  of  universal  chargeability  upon  all 
property  whatsoever.  The  43rd  of  Eliza- 
beth, and  the  other  early  Acts  upon  the 
subject  of  the  relief  of  the  poor,  recognised 
the  principle  of  an  equal  charge"*  upon  all 
property;  and  the  Bill  which  was  annually 
passed  by  the  Legislature,  exempting 
stock  in  trade  from  rating,  was  a  complete 
admission  of  the  existence  of  a  principle 
of  universal  rating.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  not  be  allowed  to  re- 
main another  year  doing  nothing  more  on 
the  subject  than  laying  upon  the  table  vo- 
luminous documents  and  bursting  blue 
books,  full  of  statistical  information  with 
respect  to  the  evils  of  a  system  which  were 
most  unjustly  and  rapidly  increasing  year 
by  year  upon  the  country,  and  which,  from 
the  very  nature  of  things,  would  continue 
to  increase.  He  would  leave  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  earnestly 
trusted  that  the  provision  for  the  destitute 
poor  of  the  country  would  be  made  upon  a 
principle  more  just,  economical,  and  bene- 
ficial in  every  respect  than  that  which  at 
present  existed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"  That  a  Select  Gommitteo  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  practicability  of  better  proTiding 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  indigent  Poor  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  by  an  equal  and  general  appor- 
tionment of  the  burthen  of  the  same." 


Maif^manee  of  {COMMONS} 

MiuAlpeema:*  SIDNEYseconded  the  Mo- 
tion, wbich  hp,  believed  to  be  recommcmlo4 
bj  every  consideratiou  of  justice,  humanity.  : 
and  sound  paliej.  It  was  a  solemn  duty  ! 
which  the  Uovernment  owed  to  the  eoun* 
try,  to  institute  an  itiqniry  iuto  this  most 
mouioiitous  tiueation.  The  feeling  was  be- 
coming every  day  more  widely  diffused, 
that  tho  pressure  of  the  poor-rate  was  iui- 
quitouiily  unequal,  and  that  something 
ought  at  once  to  he  done  to  remedy  the 
evil.  The  present  ay  stem  was  felt  to  be 
most  ficvcrc  in  its  operation,  not  only  in 
the  agrieultural  diatrictB,  but  alao  in  the 
great  raanufaeturing  towns.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  see  that  a  bur- 
den so  ruinous  as  that  which  was  entailed 
by  this  tax,  should  be  impofled  in  as  equal 
a  manner  as  possible  on  the  community. 
It  was  their  duty  to  see  that  it  was  levied 
in  strict  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
the  43ni  EHstabeth,  ti.  2.  By  that  statute 
it  was  ordained  that  certain  rates  for  the 
support  of  the  poor  should  be  raised  in 
each  parish.  They  were  to  be  a  burden 
upon  all  who,  within  the  provisions  of 
that  Act,  were  held  rateable  ;  but  it  was 
not  enjoined  that  the  amount  or  mode  of 
raising  a  rate  in  one  parish,  shouid  con- 
form with  that  in  another.  By  that  sta- 
tute the  overseers  of  a  parish  were  re- 
quired 
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— **  to  raise  weekly  or  otbDrwise  {by  taxation  of 
cvory  inhabitant,  paraon,  vicar,  and  other ,,  anJ  of 
every  (Hicupitr  of  land,  boutsea,  titbea,  impropriate, 
proprifltlon  of  iithes*  eoal  mkieB,  ni*  saleable  un- 
derwoods in  the  parlsht  in  iuch  competent  aunior 
sums  of  nionoiy  ai  they  ehall  thiiik  fit),  a  cotivo- 
niunt  itock,  Ac,  to  be  gatliared  out  of  tbe  fiurish 
according  to  the  ability  af  the  sunw  pariab. 

In  SLr*A,  Earley's  case*  2  Bulstrode,  354, 
it  was  held  by  Justices  Uutton  and  CooltCj 
that  amounts  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  were 
to  be  made  in  an  eqnal  manner  upon 
the  inhabitants^  according  to  their  visible 
estates  which  they  had  and  enjoyed,  real 
and  pei'sonal  ;  and  whenever  persona!  pro- 
perty was  rated,  an  ei^nal  mode  was 
adopted.  This  was  a  question,  not  of 
local  or  partial  interest,  but  of  national 
importance.  Equality  of  pressure  was  the 
main  principle  of  the  Act  of  EHisabeth  ; 
but  it  wns  a  theory  which  had  been 
eutirely  lost  sight  of  in  modern  times*  for 
he  found  that  whereas  aome  counties  paid 
from  2s,  2d,  to  3^,  in  the  pound,  others 
paid  only  from  1j.  \d.  to  Is.  2|d.  The 
twidve  couutiea  in  England  and  Wales 
paying  2a,  2d.  to  3«.  in  the  pound  were— 
Carnarvon,  Anglesea,  Meriouethj  Oxford, 


Buckingham,  Wilts,  Bucks,  Dorset,  South* 
ampton,  Norfolk,  SuH'olk,  Brecon.  Tha 
twelve  counties  paying  lowest,  from  1«,  ^d, 
to  Is.  2f^,,  were— Salop,  Chester,  Derby, 
Lancaster,  York  {North  Riding),  Stafford, 
Cumberland,  Westmorland,  Lincoln,  Nor- 
Ihinnborland,  York  (East  Hiding),  Mon- 
mouth, In  the  union  of  Htafford  there 
were  some  parishes  which  oidy  paid  ^^d. 
in  the  pound,  while  others  paid  2s,  and  3i, 
in  the  pound.  In  Leicestor,  Norwich, 
Warwick,  Nottingham,  and  other  towns, 
and  in  various  districtg  of  the  metropolis, 
the  ralQ  generally  fell  with  moat  severe 
pressure  on  the  very  persons  who  were 
least  able  to  bear  it*  It  frequently  hap- 
pened that  the  largest  ratepayers  were 
men  of  the  Bmalle.Ht  revenue*  In  this  there 
was  gross  inconsiBteuey.  Nor  could  ho 
understand  on  what  principle  buildinge 
erected  for  couimereiaJ  ptirposos  should  be 
exempted.  The  Bank  of  England  paid 
30,000/.  a  year  in  income  tax — -a  fact  whioli 
sufficiently  attested  how  enormous  must 
be  their  profits — and  20,000^  a  year  was 
paid  by  the  Gresham  Committeo  on  ac- 
count of  the  Royal  Eicliange;  and  yet 
neither  of  these  great  establishments 
contributed  one  farthing  to  the  poor* 
rates.  They  escaped  scot  free  on  the 
pica  that  they  had  no  poor  around 
them,  and  that  they  provided  for  the  sup- 
port of  their  own  servants,  Mr.  0.  H. 
Bracebridgc,  of  Athor&tono  Hall,  Warwick- 
shire, in  addressing  a  meeting  which  was 
held  a  short  time  since  on  this  auhjeet, 
mentioned  one  or  two  circumstancea  whioh 
curiously  illustrated  the  evil  of  unequal 
rating*  He  was  sorry  tlxat  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  tiie  Member  for  Tarn  worth  waa 
not  in  his  place,  as  a  portion  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mr,  Bracebridge — a  state- 
ment which  he  (Alderman  Sidney)  would 
take  leave  to  read  to  the  House — had  re- 
ference to  that  portion  of  the  country  with 
whieh  the  right  hoji.  Gentleman  was  con. 
nected. 

**  i  now  come  (sanl  Mr.  Bracebridgw)  to  the  in- 
pquality  in  the  rating  in  the  pnrish  in  which  I  re» 
side,  wldtsh  U  AtUerBtoiic,  in  Wnrwickshiro.  In  m 
draft  of  ft  petition  ready  to  bo  pi-esiented  to  Par-  \ 
li:inicnt,  and  adnptcd  bj  a  meotinej  held  the  other 
day,  it  h  stated  tlirifc  wo  in  our  parish  pay  8*.  (M. 
in  tho  pound,  tliat  the  next  hamlet  pays  0<i.,  thai 
another  pajh  li.,  and  th»t  an  adjoifiing  |Niri»h 
pavd  Hk£.  I  hnvo  Ibe  honour  to  reside  near  a 
union  which  is  known  to  most  of  you — the  far-? 
i'umad  Taniwiirth.  I  went  a  short  time  ainco  to 
my  fi-icnds  of  the  Tamworth  miion,  nnd  said,  •  I 
think  you  have  a  cnw  as  goad  ii«  ours  ;  give  it  to 
me,  tlwt  1  may  t«ll  it  to  the  Coinmittee  of  the 
liQuae  of  Commons/  And  this  ia  the  history  of 
Tamworth.    Some  thirty  years  ago  Sir  Robert 
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Peel,  then  Mr.  Peel,  came  from  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Manchester  to  that  of  Tamworth.  He 
came  to  my  father  and  to  other  people  for  water- 
power.  He  did  not  find  what  he  wanted,  and  he 
afterwards  went  to  Faseley,  an  adjacent  district, 
where  he  obtained  what  the  Americans  call 
*  water  privilege.'  He  bought  a  fine  park  in 
the'  neighbourhood,  cut  down  the  old  ancestral 
trees,  and  set  up  a  number  of  mills  and  factories — 
a  very  considerable  act,  and  one,  no  doubt,  by  which 
the  nation  has  benefited.  The  residt  was,  that 
in  process  of  time  a  great  amount  of  popula- 
tion arose  at  Tamworth.  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  time 
grew  rich,  and  left  the  &ctorie8,  and  the  wealth 
of  the  parish  has  never  grown  up  since.  At  the 
same  time.  Peel  ('the  father),  like  a  prudent  man, 
bought  a  tract  of  land  called  Castle  Liberty — ^the 
ancient  park  and  plaisance  of  the  castle — but  it 
was  not  thickly- inhabited  with  retainers  or  by 
paupers,  whose  presence  might  be  unpleasant  to 
the  eyes  of  nobility.  Sir  Robert  had  no  great  ad- 
miration for  rural  cottages  with  woodbine  and 
honeysuckle.  He  Raised,  at  least,  no  such  edi- 
fices. There  are  fields,  hedges,  water,  and  occa- 
sional floods  on  the  property;  but  no  habitation 
of  man.  To  come  to  figures,  the  result  is,  that 
in  the  township  of  Tamworth,  the  property,  whose 
rateable  value  is  5,0442.,  pays  1,3832.,  for  what 
is  called  the  poor-rate,  though  the  whole  of  it 
does  not  go  to  the  poor.  But  in  the  Castle 
Liberty — ^that  agreeable  pasturage — the  rateable 
value  of  which  is  8662.  per  annum,  a  rate  is  levied 
of  18«.  a  year.  Nor  do  the  18«.  go  to  the  poor, 
because  there  is  the  expense  of  union-house,  and, 
of  com*8e,  the  ofiBcials  who  attend,  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  rate.  There  is  another  old  gentleman  living 
in  a  township  in  the  neighbourhood,  the  property 
of  which  is  worth  about  1,0002.  a  year,  and  it  has 
been  so  managed — ^not  by  the  wisdom  of  Sir  Ro- 
bert Peel,  but  with,  that  degree  of  cunning  and 
acumen  which  belongs  to  some  of  the  gentlemen 
and  farming  proprietors  in  the  country — that 
upon  this  1,0002.  22.  12s.  is  paid  to  the  poor-rate. 
There  are  two  cottages  on  this  property.  A  poor 
man  in  one  of  them  was  sick,  and  applied  to  the 
union  for  relief.  A  discussion  arose  as  to  whether 
the  man  belonged  to  one  place  or  to  another, 
which  I  will  not  name,  when  the  relieving  officer 
went  to  the  chairman  and  whispered  to  him, 

'Don't  make  him  belong  to  8 ,  because,  if 

you  do,  the  oottage  will  be  pulled  down.'  I  could 
mention  many  cases  of  this  kind." 

If  Sir  Robert  Peel's  parish  had  been  as- 
sessed at  the  same  rate  as  the  adjoining 
parish  of  Tamworth,  Castle  Liberty,  in- 
stead of  paying  18^.  6df.  a  year,  would 
probably  have  paid  200/.  a  year.  It  might 
be  that  very  sound  and  potent  reasons 
might  be  assigned  why  Sir  R.  Peel  and 
others  equally  fortunate  should  be  exempted 
from  the  poor-rate;  but  it  was  at  least 
due  to  the  community,  and  indeed  he  would 
add  to  the  cause  of  justice,  that  there  should 
he  an  explanation  of  those  reasons.  In  the 
Agrionltural  districts  it  usually  happened 
that  a  parish  which  belonged  to  a  single 
indiyidual  was  subject  to  some  very  incon- 
siderable rate;  but  a  parish  divided  among 
peroral  proprietors  was  in  general  much 


less  fortunate.  He  would  not  undertake 
to  say  that  the  best  remedy  for  the  evils  of 
that  case  were  to  be  found  in  a  national 
rate.  For  his  part,  he  should  prefer  a 
county  rate^  which  he  thought  presented 
the  most  advantageous  plan  that  could  be 
adopted.  It  might  be  said  that  under  such 
an  arrangement  the  sense  of  individual 
interest  would  not  operate  so  powerfully  as 
at  present  among  the  guardians  in  pre* 
venting  unnecessary  expenditure.  But  it 
was  well  known  that  the  guardians  had, 
under  the  existing  law,  very  little  power, 
as  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  decided, 
he  believed,  who  were  the  parties  to  be 
admitted  into  each  workhouse,  and  what 
was  the  dietary  they  were  to  adopt.—* 
[Mr.  Baines  and  other  Hon.  Members: 
No,  no!]  However  that  might  be,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  in  large  unions 
in  which  the  poor-rate  amounted  to  several 
thousands  of  pounds  yearly,  the  guardians 
had  very  little  individual  interest  in  the 
mode  in  which  they  discharged  the  duties 
intrusted  to  them.  Another  source  of 
great  pressure  and  inconvenience  to  the 
ratepayers  of  this  country  was  to  be  &und 
in  the  present  law  of  settlement.  In  Nor» 
wich,  Leeds,  and  other  large  towns,  that 
law  had  operated  most  unfairly.  It  ap^ 
peared  to  him  that  to  compel  a  poor  man 
to  reside  in  a  locality,  the  trade  of  which 
was  on  the  wane,  was  a  most  injurious  ar^ 
rangement;  and  he  could  cite  a  case  in 
proof  of  that  statement.  In  the  city  of 
Norwich  the  camlet  trade  had  some  years 
ago  been  exceedingly  flourishing;  but  that 
trade  had  since  been  almost  annihilated, 
and  the  article  was  at  present  replaced  by 
others  manufactured  in  Manchester.  Under 
the  law  of  settlement,  however,  the  ope* 
ratives  of  Norwich  were  prevented  from 
following  the  trade  which  had  left  their 
city,  much  to  their  own  disadvantage  and 
that  of  their  fellow-townsmen.  The  poor«> 
rate  in  Norwich  at  present  amounted  to 
from  6f .  to  6«.  in  the  pound.  The  feeling 
of  dissatisfaction  at  the  imequal  mode  in 
which  the  rate  was  levied,  was  becoming 
every  day  more  widely  spread.  The  worst 
of  it  was  that  the  rich  were  the  gainers  by 
that  inequality.  It  was  the  poor  who  suf- 
fered. The  parish  of  St.  Bride  was  as- 
sessed to  3f .  in  the  pound,  while  that  of 
St.  George,  Hanover  Square,  was  assessed 
to  7f  <i.  Six  of  the  largest  and  most  opo- 
lent  parishes  in  the  metropolis  did  not  pay 
more  than  lid,  in  the  pound;  'While  six 
others,  the  poorest  and  most  destitute, 
paid  2$.  5|c{.    In  stating  these  faets  he 
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was  sure  he  had  said  enough  to  justify  an 
inquiry. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
nohle  Lord  who  had  brought  forward  the 
Motion,  and  the  hon.  Membar  who  had 
seconded  it,  would  not  think  that  he  was 
guilty  of  any  personal  disrespect  towards 
them  if  he  declined  to  follow  them  in  a 
large  portion  of  their  arguments.  The 
Motion  itself  was  in  its  terms  sufficiently 
large;  and  he  should  not  therefore  follow 
either  the  noble  Lord  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber into  any  discussion  with  respect  to  the 
law  of  settlement,  or  the  Poor  Removal 
Act  of  the  year  1846,  or  the  cost  of  the 
poor-law  establishment,  or  the  misconduct 
of  poor-law  officials.  Those  were  subjects 
which  had  no  immediate  connexion  with 
the  question  then  before  them;  and  he 
could  at  that  moment  only  say,  that  he 
should  be  prepared  to  discuss  such  subjects 
whenever  they  might  be  brought  separately 
under  the  notice  of  the  House.  The  propo- 
sition now  placed  before  the  House  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Aylesbury  was 
very  different  from  that  originally  put  upon 
the  Notice-paper  by  him.  Before  Easter, 
now  two  months  ago,  the  noble  Lord  gave 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  question  of  charging 
the  maintenance  of  the  destitute  poor  on 
the  general  revenue  of  the  country.  On 
the  10th  of  May,  he  believed  the  Motion 
stood  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
practicability  of  charging  the  maintenance 
of  the  destitute  on  the  general  income  of 
the  country.  On  the  7th  of  June,  a  fur- 
ther alteration  was  made,  and  the  Motion 
was  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
practicability  of  charging  the  legal  relief 
of  the  destitute  in  England  and  Wales  on 
the  general  revenue  of  the  country;  and 
then,  on  Monday  last,  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  assumed  the  shape  in  which  it 
now  stood  on  the  Paper.  It  was  perfectly 
clear,  not  only  from  the  noble  Lord's  notice 
on  the  Paper,  but  from  the  whole  tenor  of 
his  speech,  that  his  aim  was — no  doubt 
with  the  most  conscientious  and  benevolent, 
though,  in  his  opinion,  most  mistaken 
views — to  throw  the  whole  burden  of  re- 
lieving the  destitute  poor  upon  the  gene- 
ral revenue.  There  could  not  be  the  slight- 
est doubt  that  such  was  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord.  Anything  more  mischievous 
than  to  create  a  belief  in  the  public  mind 
that  any  doubt  existed  as  to  the  impolicy 
of  such  a  scheme,  could  not,  in  his  opin- 
ion, be  conceived.  And  yet  such  must  be 
the  result   of  granting   this    Committee. 


Independently  of  this,  he  believed  ihat 
even  if  granted,  the  Committee  would 
prove  utterly  abortive  for  the  object  in 
view.  The  noble  Lord  must  assuredly 
have  overlooked  the  fact  that  two  yearn 
ago  a  Committee  of  that  House  did^sit 
to  investigate  the  subject  of  settlement 
and  poor  removal,  and  in  the  course  of 
its  most  elaborate  inquiry  went  into  an 
investigation  of  those  very  subjects  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  been  discussing  that 
night.  The  noble  Lord  would  find  in  the 
very  complete  index  of  the  six  or  seven 
reports  on  the  subject  —  he  would  find 
under  the  heads  of  national  rate,  pay- 
ment out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  union 
rating,  parochial  rating,  and  rating  gene- 
rally, every  one  of  the  questions  discussed 
to  which  he  had  refenw  in  his  speech. 
Before  that  Committee  were  examined 
witnesses  most  competent  to  state  facts 
bearing  on  the  question,  and  pronounce 
opinions  as  to  probable  results.  That 
the  Members  of  that  Committee  were 
eminently  qualified  to  conduct  such  an 
investigation  would  be  admitted  by  aD, 
when  he  stated  that  it  was  presided  over 
by  his  late  lamented  predecessor  Mr.  C. 
Buller,  and  that  it  numbered  among  its 
Members  Sir  C.  Wood,  Sir  J.  Graham, 
Mr.  Bankes,  Mr.  E.  Denison,  Sir  G. 
Grey,  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  Sir  H.  Vane, 
Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  P.  Scrope,  Mr.  W. 
Miles,  and  others.  This  inquiry  vas 
gone  into  when  the  Committee  had  the 
whole  Session  before  them.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  believe  that  a  Conunittee  ap* 
pointed  on  the  23rd  June,  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  going  more  thoroughly  or 
satisfactorily  into  the  matter  ?  Upon  this 
ground,  therefore,  he  asked  the  House  to 
negative  the  Motion.  If  the  noble  Lord 
had  come  forward  with  any  specific  pro- 
position founded  on  the  facts  elicited  at 
that  time,  or  on  the  opinions  then  ex- 
pressed by  the  intelligent  witnesses  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee,  his  course 
would  have  been  more  satisfactory;  but 
instead  of  this,  he  asked  for  a  fresh  in- 
quiry into  the  same  facts  and  the  same 
questions.  As  to  the  propriety  of  char- 
ging the  relief  of  the  destitute  poor  on 
the  general  revenues  of  the  country,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  state  in  the  most 
distinct  terms  his  firm  belief  that  it  was 
a  proposition  which  it  would  be  mischie- 
vous and  dangerous  in  the  highest  degree 
to  adopt,  or  even  to  countenanoe  in  idea. 
His  lamented  predecessor,  whose  name 
could  never  be  mentioned  without  dieitiBg 
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marks  of  tbat  high  admiration  which  was 
due  to  his  character  and  talents,  during  his 
short  presidency,  had  submitted  to  him  by 
the  most  able  men  propositions  similar  to 
those  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  yet  they 
only  served  to  strengthen  his  conviction 
that  nothing  could  be  more  dangerous. 
The  noble  Lord,  as  he  understood  him,  ad- 
mitted that  the  natural  consequence  of  the 
adoption  of  his  plan  must  be  to  get  rid  of 
all  local  administration;  and  this,  in  his 
(Mr.  Baines')  opinion,  furnished  a  very 
strong,  nay,  an  absolutely  conclusive,  ar- 
gument against  the  project;  for  the  prin- 
ciple of  local  self-government  which  had  so 
long  prevailed  in  this  country,  whatever 
might  be  its  drawbacks  and  disadvantages, 
had  been  productive  of  the  most  salutary 
effect  on  the  national  character,  and  there 
was  no  part  of  our  institutions  with  which 
they  ought  to  be  more  loth  to  part.  If  the 
principle  of  charging  the  general  relief  of 
the  poor  on  the  general  revenue  were  car- 
ried into  effect,  one  of  two  consequences 
must  follow.  The  administration  of  this 
general  relief  must  either  be  confided 
to  local  boards  of  guardians,  or  local 
administration  must  be  got  rid  of  alto- 
gether. What  would  happen  in  case 
the  former  alternative  were  adopted  ? 
How  could  it  be  expected  that  under  such 
a  system  as  that  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  men  would  apply  themselves  in  the 
same  patient  and  industrious  manner  to 
the  discharge  of  their  duty  ?  What  mo- 
tive would  they  have  to  exercise  a  careful 
and  vigilant  control  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  undue  expenditure?  At  pre- 
sent the  expenditure  was  their  own,  which 
was  the  strongest  possible  spur  to  exer- 
tion; and  yet  even  now  it  was  difficult  in 
some  parts  of  the  country  to  secure  the 
steady  weekly  or  fortnightly  attendance 
necessary  for  the  proper  administration  of 
the  law.  How  would  it  be  under  the  state 
of  things  contemplated  by  the  noble  Lord  ? 
Would  it  not  have  a  tendency  to  make 
men  supine  as  to  a  national  rate,  of  which 
they  would  have  to  pay  so  small  a  portion, 
and  unwilling  to  act  in  its  administration, 
unless  tempted  by  the  hope  of  serving  the 
interest  of  some  friend?  and  the  result 
would  be  that  a  system  of  jobbing  and 
peculation  would  be  too  apt  to  start  up. 
It  would,  in  short,  tend  to  bring  back  part 
of  that  system  which  existed  previously  to 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of  1834 — 
a  state  of  things  clearly  not  to  be  tole- 
rated. What,  then,  was  the  alternative? 
That  which  the  noble  Lord  manifestly  con- 


templated as  the  consequence  which  must 
flow  from  his  measure — namely,  to  get  rid 
of  local  self-government  altogether.  When 
it  was  recollected  that  there  were  15,000 
places  maintaining  their  own  poor,  and 
that  officers  must  be  named  for  the  distri- 
bution of  relief  in  all  those  places,  some 
idea  might  be  formed  of  the  patronage 
which  such  a  change  would  confer  on  the 
Government.  And  if  it  were  understood 
that  the  Government  held  the  strings  of 
the  purse  out  of  which  relief  was  to  issue» 
he  should  like  to  know  whether,  in  times 
of  distress  and  general  difficulty,  there 
might  not  be  the  greatest  possible  pressure 
brought  to  bear  on  them  —  a  pressure 
which  it;  might  be  dangerous  for  any  Min« 
istry  to  resist.  From  the  time  of  Henry 
YIII.,  relief  had  always  been  given  out  of 
local  resources;  and  the  only  change  in  the 
system  was  one  of  recent  introduction,  by 
which  the  cost  of  relieving  certain  classes 
of  paupers  had  been  thrown  on  the  union. 
From  the  earliest  times  the  system  of  local 
self-government  had  been  regarded  as  an 
object  of  national  policy;  he  had  heard  no 
valid  reason  assigned  for  changing  ^t 
system,  and  therefore  felt  it  incumbent  on 
him  to  resist  the  Motion,  by  moving  a  di* 
rect  negative. 

Mr.  MACKINNON:  Sir,  after  listen- 
ing attentively  to  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  considering  his  Motion,  I 
must  be  allowed  to  say  that  I  form  an  en- 
tirely different  conclusion  from  the  one  he 
has  made.  If  he  will  give  me  a  few  mo- 
ments* attention,  I  think  I  can  show  him 
that  the  doctrine  he  has  laid  down  very 
much  resembles  that  of  the  socialists  in 
France,  and  that  it  will  prove  most  in- 
jurious to  the  best  interests  of  civilised 
society.  The  principle  of  the  poor-law,  as 
laid  down  by  the  43rd  Elizabeth,  which  is 
the  foundation  of  the  poor-law  in  this 
country — this  foundation  of  the  poor-law 
is,  that  every  person  shall  be  supported  by 
the  produce  of  the  land  where  he  first 
drew  his  breath.  Now,  if  you  go  beyond 
this  principle,  let  us,  before  so  doing,  just 
consider  where  it  will  lead  us.  I  will  only 
observe,  that  the  poor-law  in  England  has 
prevented  too  great  an  increase  of  popula- 
tion, as  every  individual  in  the  locality  or 
parish  where  a  birth  takes  place,  feels  an 
interest  in  keeping  down  the  poor-rate. 
There  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  the 
overabundant  population  in  France  and 
Ireland  would  not  be  so  great  as  it  now 
appears  to  be,  if  a  poor-law  had  been  es- 
tablished in  those  countries,  say  half  a 
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indulgent  manner.  Every  man,  I  think,  haa 
a  right  to  he  supported  hj  the  produee  of 
the  land  where  he  was  horn;  and  to  long  aa 
this  principle  is  adhered  to,  an  OTer-ahnn« 
dant  population,  and  the  misefj  that  ia  tho 
eonsequence,  may  he  ohriated.  Boi  if  hy 
any  extraordinary  means  you  create  or 
gi?e  encouragement  to  an  oreipopiilation, 
society  is  not  secure,  eiriliaa^n  ia  endan- 
gered, and  sooner  or  later  social  oohtqI- 
sions  may  arise,  canang  the  deatmetioii 
of  priTate  property,  and  mankind  to  retro- 
grade a  step  towards  harharism.  Sodi 
would  precisely  have  heen  the  reanh  in 
France,  if  the  late  attempts  at  inaorree* 
tion  had  not  heen  qudkd  in  time.  I  hope 
and  trust,  in  making  these  remarkaim  the 
In  England,  as  1 1  impcdicy  and  danger  arising  from  thia  pro- 
posed iJteratkm  in  the  poor4aw,  not  to  he 
misunderstood,  or  have  it  imagined  diat  I 
am  not  fully  sensihie  to  tiie  grievmneea 
and  wants  of  the  pauper  pepelttioo  of  thia 
country.  Quite  the  reverie :  tiwie  ia  not*  I 
hope,  any  man  amongit  the  hen.  Memhera 
I  see  hefore  me  who  ia  moie  anzioQa  to 


firom  this  time,  or  say,  100  3rear8 
hack.  My  nohle  Friend  is  aware,  that  hoth 
in  the  animal  and  T^;etahle  creation  there 
is  a  eonatant  and  invariahle  tendency  to 
increase  and  multiply.  Liot  us  look  at 
tiiia  tendency  in  mankind :  we  find  in  every 
portion  of  the  glohe  population  pressing 
en,  or  radier  going  heyond,  the  means  of 
and  how  is  this  increase  of 
,  heyond  the  means  of  support. 
It  is  only  prevented  hy  one  of 
linee  prerentives — moral  restraint,  viee,  or 
aiaerr.  To  exemphfr  my  position,  I 
ahedld  any  that  the  too  great  increase  of 
chewed  in  Scotland  hy 
;  in  larger  towns  hy  vice; 

Ireland  and  some  other  countries 
ef  Enrone,  hy  tmsery. 
have  saiSu  the  pieAsare  of  the  poor*s>rate, 
er  rather  the  apprehension  of  aa  increase 
of  the  peer'a-rate«  has  done  mndi  in  locali- 
tisa  to  prevent  the  evil.  Now,  admitting 
Ae  de^^rine  proposed  hy  the  noble  Lord  to 
heaifepted  here«  what  would  he  the  conae> 
The  salutary  die^  given  to  an 

ef  a  paaper  population  by  the  { aDeriate  the  distress  of  hia  hSJom  cra» 

woold  aicate 

a  |MMr4aw  gwardian,  or  a  parish  overseer,  \  ten  timea,  ay,  one  hnndrad  timsa,  the 
caaid  draw  en  i^  pehlie  purse,  the  natural  |  nusery  and  distress  ^at  ia  new  in  eiial> 
ftefii^  of  a  desire  to  reficTe  would  orer>  j  ence;  indeed,  withont  Ivther  eoaament, 
eaaae  hia  pnsdgntisl  considerations;  the  this  b  a  self-evideal  prepositiaa.  I  will« 
pdbfa  panewedU  yield  supply,  and  an  im>  \  therefore,  eQnchsde,  havii^  given  wsj  le^ 
mesne  incfease  of  pauper  popolation  would  .  son^  by  giving  a  decided  negatiie  to  tiM 
ha  the  natnral  and  inentaUe  result.  The  nroposal  ii  my  nohle  Friend,  and  §&A  eon- 
leads  gained  hy  the  toiL  i^  assiduity,  and  .  ndoit,  had  he' heen  aware  of  dm  real  eo»- 
Ae  Ishonr  of  the  indnslriovks  and  thrifty '  sequences  of  his  Motion,  he  would  net  have 
man.  wedU.  ia  that  case«  he  expended  on  hr^iught  it  under  i^  eonsidernlion  of  iSkm 
the  iAe,  the  thanghtWss,  and  the  needv; '  House. 

^le  nctifw  and  indutricws  would  c«ase  to !  Mn.  BROTHERTON  expresaed  hia 
exert  ^leaaseheis^  when  they  found  their  hearty  concmieme  in  Ae  view  taken  hy 
aadamj  and  khonr  onhr  vnMt  tK»  sunport  Uie  hesu  Gentkaaan  at  the  hand  of  the 
^he  iAe  and  thM^tleaa:  in  £sct.  the  funds  Poor  Law  Cemsmssion.  Sn^  i 
«f  the  c^mamunitT  would  W  taken  6^oca  as  the  one  proposed  wwnld  have 
theiip  wh#  had  «sv>^l  seuMthing,  and  pctnicions  adEett:  and  he  halitud  it ' 
diiiird  ■mieijrit  these  who  had  nodunr:  he  most  unwise  to  giie  any  4 
ia  <lMef«  peare  and  perfect  amaEsm  weti^  $neh  a  measure.  He  thsught  dbe  i 
W  the  rf«9th.  exacihr  the  $ame  d^vtrine  of  the  p^^isr^rataa  ous  ef  the  Cenaofidatod 


as  that  pff>ie«K:nd«d  hy  the  ttc^kihsts  in 
Fnsicew  aad^  thus  M.  Udnt  R<:^a  wvvld 
W  5«feve^>i.  and  M.  rrveMlhc«i^s  tnwa- 
wino»  ad^vvTS^iNL  hy  my  n^>hSe  Friifod: 
LMbt  K<CBn  asi  Pn-eidhdn  »WNrted  hy 
««)i^  w^  b  $c?ivtM^  ^AemcifndeJi  frnea  the 
risnaairnNt  krac^i^— Vy  »>  aeaKs  in  my 
weaTipn.  a  »£tikKie  asssmatidn  of  |»criesM>. 
da^iK^  c-^^vn  the  Mrubie  «»f  my  id^u^ 
1  need  c>  3^>  ^srdxr.  ;^ir«  Wraw>^  1  m 
d««ii  1  SDUst  e.xvttsas  ihat  I  N^  $t?ved;)T 
iir  the  sudlirdBir^  «t  the  mw.  aaid  ^^nk 
^ev  imcht  aa^  treaaai  ia    the 


Fund  wonki  i>fKffaie 

asmueh  as  if  would  destiey  timt  loesi  anif- 
j^^f^rnment  and  snperrisian  ef  i 
which  it  was  masi  eaawatisl  to 
If  the  expenses  ef  pieaetatiii 
<4iar^  on  the  OsnseUsaed  Fumd  aft  the 
dianretion  <^f  aaagistraaea  and  atlonMji, 
th«tf)^  e.Tpenwii  weuii  tipMj  ""Tim  If 
the  pMr^raa»  were  paid  ana  af  the  natiaBml 
fund.  w^sheuU  he  rimftlfd  aa  tnko  the 
Irish  iau't  ffcs7tnefahip^  and  this  would  oeeo- 
«»Mi  a  heaiy  pnft  en  the  Exahefoer.  Om 
th»»  gtaoniihei 
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to  gi^e  any  oountenance  to  such  a  system. 
At  the  same  time,  he  must  admit  that 
there  were  great  inequalities  in  the  present 
system.  In  the  township  in  whioh  he 
resided,  the  poor-rates  were  only  Is.  in  the 
pound,  while  in  the  adjoining  parish  they 
were  6«.  He  would  mention  one  faot 
which  would  illustrate  that  inequality,  and 
tend  to  show  the  necessity  of  having  a 
union  instead  of  a  parish  rating.  In  the 
township  in  which  lie  resided,  a  large  mill 
was  last  week  destroyed  hy  fire :  upwards 
of  1,000  hands  were  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, and,  as  they  were  not  permitted 
to  live  in  the  parish,  they  were  thrown  as 
a  hurden  on  the  adjoining  township.  He 
had  stated  in  that  House,  in  1834,  that  it 
wotdd  he  much  hotter  to  have  a  regular, 
uniform  rate  on  all  the  parishes  of  a  union. 
The  guardians  would  then  feel  it  their 
interest  to  watch  over  the  whole  union, 
instead  of  confining  their  attention  to  their 
own  particular  townships.  At  present  the 
poor  had  to  support  the  poor;  hut  under 
such  a  system  as  he  had  suggested,  the 
rich  would  have  to  contrihute  a  fair  pro- 
portion to  the  rates.  In  the  township  in 
whioh  he  resided,  no  cottages  were  per- 
mitted to  he  erected  under  351,  a  year. 
Of  the  12,500  assessments  in  Salford, 
9,000  were  under  lOl.  a  year.  Of  course 
that  township  was  much  hurdened,  and 
the  surrounding  townships  much  henefited. 
On  these  grounds  he  should  certainly  re- 
sist the  Motion  of  the  nohle  Lord  for  a 
national  rate. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  said,  although  he 
differed  from  some  of  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed hy  the  nohle  Lord,  he  would  vote 
for  his  proposition  on  this  ground  alone — 
in  the  novel  position  in  which  the  country 
was  placed  by  the  adoption  of  the  policy  of 
1846,  he  thought  that  a  revision  of  the 
public  burdens  was  absolutely  necessary. 
It  was  impossible  to  doubt  that  fact  if  they 
looked  over  the  mass  of  statistical  informa- 
tion which  had  been  placed  upon  the  table 
of  the  House  through  the  instrumentality 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  owing  tp  the 
energy  of  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Charles 
BuUer.  In  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
he  placed  upon  the  Order-book  of  the 
House  a  notice  of  a  Motion  in  which  he 
had  embodied  a  proposition  similar  to  that 
which  had  been  suggested  in  the  other 
House^— namely,  that  it  might  be  desirable 
to  charge  the  expense  attending  the  poor- 
law  administration  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  He  believed  that  the  subject  of 
medical  relief  was  in  a  most  nnsatisfaetory 


state.  He  thought  that  if  such  a  pro<r 
position  was  carried  out,  national  educa* 
tion,  whioh  was  now  entirely  at  .a  stand, 
might  be  promoted,  The  Government 
must  now  be  prepared  for  remonstrances 
in  every  shape.  He  had  had  this  day  a 
paper  put  into  his  hand  by  a  near  relative 
of  a  Gentleman  now  absent  from  this  House 
on  account  of  a  domestic  affliction.  By 
this  paper  it  appeared  that  a  Mr.  Tubb, 
who  was  chairman  of  a  union  in  Cam* 
bridgeshire,  applied  to  the  vice-chairman 
to  know  the  truth  of  a  certain  paragraph 
that  appeared  in  one  of  the  local  papers, 
in  respect  to  a  proposed  contract  with  a 
French  house.  The  answer  he  received 
was,  that  it  was  perfectly  true,  and  ap« 
pended  to  his  letter  a  note  whioh  had  been 
received  from  these  French  gentlemen  In 
Calais — Messrs.  Laroche,  Chaplie,  and 
Thompson.     It  was  to  this  effect  :-^ 

**Upon  receiving  a  &yourable  reply,  we  are 
prepared  to  make  a  diftinct  offer  on  the  articles 
named  before,  at  a  price  that  cannot  fail  to  be 
satisfactory,  as  no  English  house  can  compete 
with  us — the  articles  to  be  sent  by  Folkestone 
(being  the  most  convenient  route)  every  week." 

And  then  comes  the  enumeration  of  tho 
articles  referred  to,  which  they  are  pre- 
pared to  provide,  namely — 

**  Bread  (4  lb.  loaf),  flour,  biscuits,  groats,  can- 
dles, raisins,  brandy,  beef,  mutton,  &c" 

They  were  now  placed  in  a  novel  position, 
and  they  must  remonstrate  in  every  pos* 
sible  shape.  So  far  as  this  Session  waa 
concerned,  it  was  beyond  their  reach;  but 
in  the  next  they  must  take  every  oppor* 
tunity  to  prove  to  the  Ministers  how  se- 
riously the  country  had  been  affected  by 
their  recent  legislation.  Although  he  did 
not  mean  to  express  any  distrust  or  want 
of  confidence  in  the  board  over  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  presided,  be 
should  still  Yote  for  the  Motion  of  hi9 
noble  Friend,  if  he  pressed  it  to  a  division, 
under  the  conviction  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  revise  the  public  burdens,  if 
Parliament  had  the  slightest  desire  to  do 
justice  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
the  country  was  at  present  placed. 

Mr.  PETO  :  Sir,  I  feel  that  the  nobl 
Lord  the  Member  for  Aylesbury  would 
have  done  well  to  have  confined  his  Mo^ 
tion  to  a  Committee  of  inquiry  into  the  in- 
equality of  the  rating  throughout  the 
country,  to  the  desirableness  of  abolishing 
the  law  of  settlement,  and  the  repeal  of 
the  Poor  Removal  Act  of  1846.  The  city 
and  county  of  Norwich  were  formed  into  a 
union  in  the  reiga  of  Queoa  Anne,  and 
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comprise  the  city  within  the  walls  and  the 
parishes  immediately  around  it.  When 
the  Poor  Removal  Act  was  proposed  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House  in  1846,  a 
deputation  from  the  city  protested  that  its 
working  would  he  most  injurious  to  its  inter- 
ests, and  gave  such  facts  as,  in  my  opinion, 
warranted  the  suspension  of  the  measure 
until  further  inquiry  was  made.  They  stated 
their  helief  that  it  would  add  5,0001.  per 
annum  to  the  rates.  Now,  what  has  hecn 
the  working  ?  In  the  year  1846,  was  paid : 
Non-settled  poor,  permanent,  2Sl.  lOs. ; 
non-settled  casual  poor,  751.  2s.:  total, 
103^.  12«.  In  1847:  Non-settled  poor,  per- 
manent, 3,2662. 128. 6d. ;  non-settled  casual 
poor,  6512. 6«.:  total  3,9i7l.Ss.6d.  There 
were  inhahiting  the  city,  in  houses  of  the 
value  of  61.  and  under,  22,052  persons; 
of  these  13,546  did  not  helong  to  the  city. 
In  the  fourteen  parishes  around  the  walls, 
8,003  belonged  to  Norwich;  7,371  did 
not.  And  here  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
consider  that  the  city  is  now  paying  one- 
third  of  its  entire  rental  in  poor's-rates ; 
and  are  they  paying  it  to  those  who  may 
be  considered  its  own  poor  ?  Far  from  it. 
In  the  agricultural  parishes  around,  very 
many  cottages  have  been  pulled  down. 
The  inhabitants,  forced  to  come  into  the 
city  to  reside,  if  they  become  chargeable 
and  are  removed,  are  brought  back  al- 
most as  soon  as  the  parties  return  who 
have  taken  them  to  their  legal  parish. 
The  city  has,  within  a  short  space,  re- 
moved 351  paupers,  and  found  upwards 
of  320  immediately  return.  Can  they 
continue  this  class  of  contest  ?  What  will 
be  the  result?  Certainly,  that  my  con- 
stituents will  eventually  have  to  support 
them;  and  if  the  rates  are  now  6s.  8a.  in 
the  pound,  what.  Sir,  may  they  be  when 
the  five  years  of  the  Poor  Removal  Act 
are  expired  ?  I  may  mention  to  the  House 
one  circumstance  illustrative  of  the  feeling 
prompting  this  class  of  action.  One  land- 
owner in  an  agricultural  county  has  seven- 
teen acres  of  land  in  an  adjoining  parish  ; 
he  has  pulled  down  every  cottage  in  the 
parish,  which  belongs  entirely  to  himself, 
and  settled  his  poor  where  they  may  have 
a  legal,  but  can  never  have  a  moral,  claim 
to  support.  And  I  feel.  Sir,  that  the 
poor  themselves,  as  well  as  the  ratepayers, 
have  grievous  reasons  to  complain  of  all 
this  experimental  legislation  and  its  fruits. 
It  can  be  proved  in  Committee  that  very 
many  labourers  have  to  walk  four  to  five 
miles  to  their  daily  labour.  What  would 
hon.  Members  say  of  the  agriculturist  who 


allowed  his  horses  to  walk  some  nine  or  ten 
miles  per  day  in  reaching  and  leaving  their 
daily  work  ?  and  shall  the  peasant  be 
denied  the  care  that  the  brute  beast,  in  the 
economy  of  labour,  is  insured  ?  I  might, 
too,  ask  hon.  Members  if  the  courts,  the 
narrow  alleys  and  lanes  of  a  city — ^house 
abutting  on  house,  absence  of  ventilation, 
imperfect  drainage  and  scanty  space — are 
calculated  to  add  to  the  health,  the  hapfu- 
ness,  the  well-being  of  the  poor  ?  Where 
is  the  local  government,  the  patenud  care, 
of  which  we  hear  so  much  from  the  adv(v- 
cates  of  the  present  state  of  things  ?  Is 
the  proximity  of  vice  calculated  to  promote 
the  virtue  of  the  poor  man's  family?  Can 
such  a  want  of  the  comforts  of  home  do  other 
than  render  him  indifferent  to  all  those 
things  which  must  in  their  exercise  make 
him  a  useful  man  ?  The  law  of  settlement 
is  a  curse  to  the  poor  man.  It  was  intended 
kindly  by  its  original  framers,  and  might 
have  been  useful  then;  hut  now  it  limits 
the  field  of  his  exertion,  confines  and 
cramps  his  energies,  and  makes  his  mas- 
ter anxious  to  place  the  burden  of  his  sup- 
port on  other  parishes  than  the  one  in 
which  he  has  all  his  life  long  laboured 
and  lived  as  an  honest  man.  I  could 
mention,  Sir,  the  case  of  two  men  who 
brought  up  large  families — who  received 
in  two  successive  years  prizes  for 
bringing  up  the  largest  families  without 
parochial  aid.  The  Poor  Removal  Act 
was  mentioned  to  their  master :  thej  did 
not  belong  to  his  parish — their  large  fami- 
lies were  now  an  object  of  fear— they  were 
both  discharged;  the  one  became  the  in- 
mate of  a  gaol,  the  other  of  a  lunatic 
asylum.  I  trust  I  have  shown  enough. 
Sir,  to  prove  there  is  not  only  ground  for 
inquiry,  but  immediate  inquiry.  The  pre- 
sent Session  is  too  far  advanced  to  permit 
a  Committee  to  be  appointed  with  advan- 
tage ;  but  I  feel.  Sir,  the  interests  of  my 
constituents  will  not  aUow  me  to  let  the 
subject  sleep.  Unless  the  Government 
take  it  up,  or  any  hon.  Member  do  so,  I 
shall,  at  the  commencement  of  the  ensuing 
Session — and  I  trust  the  sympathy  and 
anxiety  of  the  House  for  the  welfare  of 
their  country  will  not  allow  that  Session 
to  pass  without  these  crying  evils  being 
thoroughly  corrected. 

Mr.  ELLIS  said,  the  rates  in  Leicester 
had  risen  within  the  last  eight  years  from 
12,000^.  to  37,000Z.  The  rental  was 
about  105,0002.,  and  last  year  the  rates 
were  37,0002.  In  one  parish  in  thai 
town,  the  rates  for  the  last  quarter  ^ 
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28.  Sd.  in  the  pound,  while  in  another 
parish  they  were  only  6c?.,  and  in  one  por- 
tion of  the  town  there  was  no  rate  at  all. 
He  was  a  partner  in  a  factory  that  was 
situated  in  that  district,  where  they  did 
not  pay  a  siugle  penny  to  the  poor.  There 
was  a  vast  deal  of  extra-parochial  land  in 
his  neighbourhood  that  did  not  pay  a  shil- 
ling ;  and  it  was  quite  time  that  it  should 
bear  a  share  of  the  burden  in  some  way 
or  other.  This  was  a  great  question,  and 
should  be  considered  in  the  most  de- 
liberate manner.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  suggest  any  measure  now,  but  he  be- 
lieved the  Government  were  anxious  to 
look  into  the  question.  He  believed  that 
a  Committee,  at  this  time  of  the  Session, 
would  be  of  very  little  use;  and,  deeply  as 
he  felt  the  importance  of  this  subject,  he 
could  not  vote  with  the  noble  Lord  for  •*  a 
pull  at  the  Exchequer  '*  to  remedy  the 
evils  of  the  existing  system. 

Ma.  ROBINSON  observed,  that  the 
evils  of  the  present  system  were  not  only 
great,  but  were  growing  and  increasing 
every  day.  Fully  admitting  the  objections 
against  a  national  rate  which  had  been  so 
forcibly  urged  in  the  debate,  he  yet 
thought  that  the  evils  of  such  a  system 
could  not  be  greater  than  those  which  pre- 
vailed at  present.  He  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  devise  some  genera] 
remedy  by  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  brown  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  question 
before  the  House,  but  merely  to  prevent 
an  opinion  going  abroad  that  the  result  of 
free  trade  had  been  to  throw  operatives  in 
the  glass  trade  out  of  employment.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  stated,  that  in 
the  discharge  of  his  magisterial  duties, 
a  woman  had  called  on  him  that  morn- 
ing, who  stated  she  was  in  distress  from 
her  sons,  who  were  glasscutters,  being 
thrown  out  of  employment  in  consequence 
of  the  reduction  of  import  duty  on  glass. 
No  doubt  such  a  representation  was  made 
to  the  hon.  Member,  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  was  the  cause  of  their  being  in  want 
of  work;  they  might  be  indiflferent  work- 
men; the  times  we  were  passing  through 
might  account  for  their  being  out  of  labour; 
and  this  statement  was  quite  at  variance 
with  one  he  (Mr.  Brown)  had  received 
from  a  highly  respectable  glass  manufac- 
turer in  Essex — Mr.  Howard,  of  Plaistow 
— showing  that  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
moval of  the  import  duties,  the  number 
ef  hands  employed  in  his  branch  of  the 


trade  had  increased  from  1,200  to  3,000.  . 
He  (Mr.  Brown)  spoke  from  memory, 
having  given  Mr.  Howard's  statement  to 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Perth,  and  might 
not  be  quite  accurate  in  the  number;  but 
it  was  very  considerable,  and  surprised 
him.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  the  complaint 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Nor- 
folk, that  La  Roche  and  Co.,  of  Calais, 
could  supply  us  with  many  articles  from 
thence  cheaper  than  they  could  be  obtained 
in  England.  He  (Mr.  Brown)  really  re- 
joiced to  hear  this,  for  it  put  within  the 
reach  of  the  poor  many  of  the  luxuries 
and  necessaries  of  life,  which  otherwise 
they  might  not  be  able  to  obtain;  and  it 
gave  employment  to  them  to  make  re- 
turns. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  thought, 
that  Government  had  acted  wisely  in  re- 
fusing this  Committee;  but  he  must  say 
that  the  result  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  a  few  years  ago  went 
to  this  fact,  that  the  time  for  inquiry  was 
passed,  and  that  the  time  for  legislation 
was  commencing.  Having  served  on  that 
Committee,  he  fully  agreed  in  the  propo- 
sition assented  to  by  the  majority  of  that 
Committee,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  matter  into  their 
own  hands,  and  at  as  early  a  period  as  pos- 
sible produce  a  general  measure  which 
should  satisfy  public  opinion.  The  effects 
arising  from  the  inequality  of  rating  in 
different  parishes,  were  so  notorious  that  it 
could  not  be  allowed  to  continue.  It  had 
led  to  labourers  being  forced  to  reside  in 
other  parishes  to  which  the  owners  em- 
ploying the  men  did  not  contribute.  Sound 
principles  would  lead  them  to  extend  the 
rate  to  a  union  rate.  The  Legislature 
having  within  the  last  ten  years  taken  the 
management  of  the  poor  from  the  parishes 
and  given  it  to  boards  of  guardians  of  the 
union,  it  followed  naturally  that  they 
should  take  the  taxation  from  the  parishes 
and  put  it  on  the  union.  That  would 
remove  all  the  objections  to  parochial  tax- 
ation; it  would  remove  the  tendency  to 
clearances;  it  would  create  an  equality  in 
the  taxation  of  parishes,  and  save  the 
removal  of  the  poor  between  parish  and 
parish.  If  the  unions  relieved  their  own 
poor,  it  would  be  no  longer  necessary  to 
have  removals  or  any  law  of  settlement. 
It  had  been  objected  that  it  would  not  be 
fair  suddenly  to  equalise  the  rates;  and  he 
proposed  that  year  by  year  they  should 
be  made  gradually  to  approximate.  He 
thought  the  whole  of  the  medical  relief 
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and  the  Tmgrant  duurges  might  he  taken 
ont  of  the  Consolidated  Fond,  and  in  that 
way  the  local  taxation  of  parishes  might 
he  materiallj  lessened,  and  the  hurdens  on 
land  greatlj  redneed.  Both  the  schemes 
«f  the  equalising  the  hurden  of  the  rate, 
and  the  rdieiing  real  propertr  irom  the 
unequal  and  un^  pressure  which  it  now 
aoflmd,  might  he  adopted  without  inter- 
ference with  local  responsihilitj  or  local 
management. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  discussion  now  raised  upon  this  suh- 
jeet  would  gire  satisfaction  to  the  House 
«f  Commons  and  to  the  conntrr.     If  he 
collected  rightlj  the  sense  of  the  House 
from  the  speakers,  and  from  the  manner 
in  which  their  speeches  had  heen  recei?ed, 
it  ^ypmred  prohahle  that  this  Motion  would 
not  be  pressed  to  a  dirision.     At  this  pe- 
riod of  the  Session  it  was  manifestly  im- 
possible that  a  Committee  could  meet  and 
oscuss  all  the  complicated  questions  that 
must  arise  upon  the  subject  now  before  the 
House,  and  present  anv  report  worthy  of 
them.     But,  on  the  other  hand,  there  had 
been  a  tot  full  dtseussion  in  the  House  of 
waukj  of  those  gnetaoces  which  Members 
lefnijenting  Isrge  constituencies  wdl  knew 
were  pressing  hearilj  upon  th«n.      He 
tiiottght  that  that  was'a  satisfactorr  resuh. 
Then,  if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hull  would  allow  him  to  saj 
ao,   he  thought  a  great  adrantage  had 
trisoi.  upon  which  be  might  congratulate 
the  House,  from  the  opportunity  bayinir 
be<ai  thus  giren  of  hearing  the  hon.  toA 
learned  Gentleman  on  the  subject.     When 
he  (Mr.  Cardwelli  first  heard  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  liis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
U>  his  present  office,  he  at  once  estimated 
the  adyantagvs  that  must  arise  from  that 
appmntment:  and  he  was  glad  that  the 
House  and  the  country  had  now  had  the 
opportunity    of   hearing   his    sentiments. 
Those  who  complained  of  undue  pressure 
of  taxation,  who  brou^t  forward  cases  of 
grieT<i«s   inequality,   and   who  desired   a 
practical   remedy,   would   feel    that   they 
were  more  likely  to  attain  their  object*  if 
his  hon.  and  loomed  Friend,  taking  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  which  fairly  be- 
lotig\?d  to  him  —  that  responsibility  from 
whxh  he  was  not  the  man  to  shrink — pnv 
■ised  to  direct  bis  attention  and  bestow 
Itts  ficuhifs  upon  the  details  of  this  ques- 
tioD,  and  to  remore  all  the  erils  which  by 
tlMir  nature   wer?  capable  of  being  r^ 
»«T«d«  thttn  ther  wx^i]d  be  likely  to  attain 
Ij  taniu^  the  q«:!StkMi  hN>se  ustomg  the 


fifteen  Members  of  a  Select  Committee, 
who  would,  probably,  after  the  lapae  of 
time,  produce  a  report  equal  in  aijie  to  the 
last  upon  the  subject,  hut  which  would, 
perhaps,  end  in  much  discusaioii,  hut  little 
practical  result.     He  did  not,   therefon, 
rise  to  prolong  the  general  diMnaaion;  hot 
there  was  one  part  of  it  which  he  was  sure 
his  hon.  and  learned  Fnead  would   not 
think  irreleyant  to  bring  imder  his  noliec. 
He  wished  to  point  out  the  manner  in 
which  this  feeling  of  injustice  in  the  increase 
of  the  poor-rates  operated  in  particular  is* 
calities — those  localities  haying  deri?ed  so 
adyantage,  but,  on  the  contrary,  Biistsi»> 
ing,  in  their  moral  and  social  eoBditiaB« 
the  greatest  possible  incooyeaicBce  and 
disadyantage  from  the  increase  of  popular 
tion  which  they  hsd  inyoluntarilj  aestaiiiedt 
Those  Members  who  were  connected  with  the 
west  of  England,  the  prineipalitj  of  Walcs« 
and  the  western  parts  of  Scotland,  would  all 
feel  the  justice  of  the  remarks  he  was  about 
to  make.    And  if  there  was  one  place  whiA 
more  than  another  fell  within  the  eategorjr 
of  this  grieyance,  it  was  the  town  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  (lircrpoQl).    Bj 
the  official  return,  it  appeared  diat 
than  29,600  immigrants — tmhappj, 
erable  inmiigrants  —  from  the  i ' 
try  had  Isnded  in  Liyerpool  within  a  giiea 
period.    He  would  presently  reed  horn  tiie 
official  record  itself.      It  was  wsnifeatly 
no  blame  to  the  sister  coimtrj  that  ihmB 
immigrants  should  come  to  those  partiadar 
parts  of  this  country  which  were  nost  ac« 
ccssible  to  them:  but  what  he  said  waif 
that  this  immigrauon  afleetcd  parliemlar 
places  with  local  taxation,  wbich  bdouged 
not  to  those  places,  but  to  the  < 
at  large:   that  a  sense  of  injestaci 
thereby  created ;  and  whenefcr  that  i 
existed,  it  immeasurably  increased  the  dif> 
ficulties  of  an  taxation.  The  retm  showed 
that  within  twelye  months  300,000  immi* 
grants  had  landed  at  the  port  of  liyerpool 
from  Ireland — that  of  this  numbo'  120,000 
were  positirely  destitute  —  an  ayenige  «f 
10.000  a  month  thrown  from  the  Mtcr 
country  upon  the  paroclual  rales.     What 
had  been  the  consequence  ^     To  hear  that 
the  poor-rates  had  been  doubled  eoeld  BOi 
cause  surprise.     But  the  pcreaiafT  herdes 
was  not  all.     The  wretchednev  and  kna 
of  life  among  these  miserable  creatnes 
was  most   appalling:   hundreds  of  theoi 
perished,  and  the  hyes  of  many  who  9A* 
tended   upon  them  had   bee 
The  return  suted  that — 
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olergyman,  many  parochial  offlcdrs,  and  many 
medical  men,  who  deyoted  themselves  to  the  task 
of  alleyiating  the  sufferings  of  the  wretched,  died 
in  the  discharge  of  their  high  daties." 

The  evil  that  all  this  produced  to  our  own 
labouring  population  it  was  impossible  to 
describe.  What  could  these  120,000  des- 
titute immigrants  become  when  they  were 
landed  ?  It  was  in  no  spirit  of  blame  to 
them  that  he  used  language  which  might 
be  construed  into  reproach :  their  lot  was 
forced  upon  them.  But  what>  he  asked, 
could  they  become?  The  House  would 
obserye  that  he  was  speaking  from  an  offi- 
cial document,  and  not  detailing  his  own 
impression's.  They  might  become  three 
things  s  they  might  become  paupers ;  they 
might  become  vagrants;  or  they  might  be- 
come thieves.  They  had  discovered  the 
provisions  of  the  law  by  which  they  might 
be  retransported  to  Ireland,  and  they  would 
not  put  themselves  within  the  power  of 
that  law.  Then,  they  must  become  va- 
grants of  thieves.  The  return  showed 
that  th^y  swelled  the  annals  of  crime  to 
an  unprecedented  extent.  It  would  be 
hard  to  throw  an  imputation  against  Ire- 
land upon  that  account;  but  it  was  one 
of  the  miserable  circumstances  of  this 
miserable  case  which  he  felt  hound  to 
bring  before  the  House,  and  one  of  those 
circumstances  which  he  thought  the  House 
and  the  Government  were  bound  to  enter- 
tain. He  hoped  none  would  think  he  used 
unkind  language,  but  he  deemed  it  his 
duty  to  state  these  facts*  In  the  year  1846, 
it  appeared,  from  this  return,  that  18,171 
prisoners  had  been  brought  before  the  ma- 
gistrates in  Liverpool;  that  in  1848  the 
number  had  risen  to  22,036.  In  1845  the 
number  of  persons  committed  for  trial  and 
summarily  convicted  for  felony  amounted 
to  3,889;  and  in  1848  the  number  had 
risen  to  7,714.  It  also  appeared  that  the 
Irish  formed  only  one-fourth  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  yet  they  gave  very  nearly  half 
the  criminals.  The  gaols,  calculated  to 
hold  no  more  than  500  prisoners,  con- 
tained, when  the  return  was  made  from 
which  he  was  quoting,  1,100  within  its 
walls.  Imagine  the  misery  that  this  in- 
flicted upon  the  whole  community.  The 
industrious  classes  could  not  obtain  em- 
ployment, by  reason  of  the  competition  in 
the  labour  maket.  The  manner  in  which 
the  Irish  immigrants  were  crowded  in  the 
steamers  which  brought  them  over,  was 

Eeatly  to  be  deprecated.     He  held  in  his 
nd  the  report  of  Captain  Denham,  who 
bnd  been  sent  by  thft  Qovemment  to  in* 


quire  into  the  circumitances,  and  therer 
fore  he  was  reading  no  exaggerated  state^ 
ment,  but  the  grave,  calm,  and  most  sor^ 
rowful  report  of  a  gentleman  in  an  official 
position  as  to  the  actual  condition  of  these 
poor  Irish  people;  and  he  urged  the  House 
to  listen  to  the  extracts  he  was  about  to  read, 
for  both  the  House  of  Oonunons  and  the 
coimtry  at  large  ought  to  be  in  possession 
of  the  facts.     Mr.  Coppen  stated  that-^ 

"  He  had  carried  as  many  as  300  deck  passen- 
gers at  a  time  on  passages  of  twenty-foUr  hours-^ 
kept  a  space  below  for  about  100,  bat  reserved  no 
space  on  deck  if  cattle  offered.  Such  passengers 
then  disposed  of  themselves  as  they  best  could, 
but  at  last  were  necessitated  to  herd  with  the  cftt^ 
tie  and  their  mire." 

Captain  Denham  himself  said — 

"  1  measured  the  actual  deck-space  which  t 
fotind  between  the  cattle  pens  at  dlfliN*ent  parts  Of 
the  decki  where  the  deck  passengers  of  both  sexes 
had  endured  the  previous  night,  and  which  spaoe 
did  not  yield  an  area  of  more  than  one  square 
yard  to  two  persons,  with  not  enough  tarpaulins 
to  cover  more  than  a  fourth  part,  whilst  the  whole 
deck  was  afloat  with  animal  mire.'* 

One  commander  of  vessels  of  this  kind 
said — 

"  We  have  been  this  winter  as  long  as  twenty- 
eight  hours  crossing  from  Dublin  ;  the  only  por>> 
tion  of  the  deck  open  to  nearly  400  passengers 
measures  28  feet  by  13  ;  but  in  case  of  emergency, 
from  weather,  the  fore  part  of  the  poop-deck  ii 
given  up  to  them,  28  feet  by  19  ;  but  they  have 
no  rieht  there,  and  such  tarpaulins  as  can  be 
spared  are  given  to  them.  The  general  deek*> 
layer  for  such  passengers  to  rest  upon  is  oommon 
to  the  cattle,  pigs,  Ac.  It  is  true  they  are  penned 
off,  but  the  drift  of  the  cattle-soil  causes  them  to 
be  in  filth.*' 

Another  commander  exclaims-^ 

"  If  it  would  make  the  heart  aohe  at  the  tight 
of  the  state  of  deck  passengers  in  paddle  steamers, 
what  would  it  do  when  beholding  them  on  the  deck 
of  a  screw  vessel,  where  the  leeward  portion  of 
them  are  washing  about  the  lee  scuppers,  night 
and  day,  as  Hhe  heels  over  under  canvass  ?  *' 

Another  says — 

"  There  is  no  space  below  to  which  a  decker 
has  a  right  to  go,  but  in  oases  of  exigency,  such 
as** — 

and  let  the  House  remark  this — 

**  such  as  women  in  labour,  they  are  admitted 

to  the  engine-room  ;  and  when  horses  are  not  on 

board,  the  stables  on  deck  are  opened  to  the  poor 

people." 

He  had  marked  other  passages  describing 
a  state  of  things  even  more  deplorable  and 
wretched.  There  were  accounts  of  the 
people  crowding  between  the  cattle,  for  the 
sake  of  the  animal  warmth,  amidst  a  floats 
ing  mass  of  salt  water  and  animal  excre« 
ment.  In  a  word,  these  poor  people  came 
over  here  subject  to  every  conceivable  hor» 
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ror  and  misarr  m  tte  passa^.  The  House  \ 
vas  fimiluur  with  ^  case  of  the  Lomdom- 
dtrry  steamer,  and  it  would  he  well  if  it , 
vore.     Bat  this  report  spoke  of  dead  ho- 
lies fird^poMBthr  Wooght  on  shore,  and  of 
w^waen  hiw^t  to  hed  oa  the  passage.. 
FoKce  coBimMet  staled  that  thejhad  seen 
parwm&  fiuiCB  to  the  deck,  and 
— ^  alMfMlMT  w  Br^>er  ■liwiiiind  hvBui  beings 
't  jnttie#f  ■ihi^iJm.hi  £naM  qoMcs  «id> 


SwL  thea«  was  the  state  of  the  case. 
TW  itdit  hoB.  Ge&tkman  opposite  had 
Btwer,  Vr  the  Act  of  last  jear,  in  some 
MpK«e  te»  itetfaew  and  had  promised  that 
that  vi»w>er  should  he  t«>  a  certain  extent 
ejMTCisieii.  He  ^Mr.  Caidwell'i  commended 
^le  «ase  t»  hb  c^a^deratXHi  and  that  of 
his  ncki  kML  FiMdsw  Of  this  he  was 
aywuiL  ikat  wixhtHn  pressing  anjostlr 
afiHi  «r  iacfvaai^  the  sadeiings  of  thetse 
pMT  Ixish  iKB^:Taats«  the  Goremment 
lit  W  fcvfiuvd  to  deal  with  this  case. 
An  avvnfeCe  ef  li\CV%)  dc$titnte  pers<His  a 
laiiA  mbU  bm  Ve  ethhcred:  he  said  nt- 
^kIt  ^(siamte  i^ttkas.  for  in  the  %ures 
lie  had  giivtt  he  had  excjvdcd  the  emi- 
|l!taafts  a»  Amerink  astd  persons  c^xning 
Imi^  mi  their  own  Vcianess!^  and  pajing 
ahar  war,  aiad  had  Emzted  h2ai$«elf  to  thc«se 
HwifhmK  ^esMcte.  Thas.  ^»en«  an  av^n^ 
a|^^  ef  1^^*X0  de%sdccte  pectins  per  month 
haid  ViBJui  widoa  a  TMir  at  ose  port  akoe. 
Bat  1^  evfl  was  k<  ciNi&aed  to  Lityr|yx4: 
llie  s«me  ^asg  was  gvxi^  oa  at  Glas^^w 
aoid  ^le  w^Miie  cf  uie  wv»$«n  cv>ast^  and  the 
tpc£  was  saciMi£Kg  c^yv  die  iiefij:hV>cnsig 
'  This  w:fcs  the  sawe  ^  iacts  li' 
L  MeoaWrs  wiie  3>r^fOK«HLted  laige  coes 
n JiatfiHW  t>  hai  t^  take  cv^i^bxsuk^^:  and  he 
MOtM  die  <ias«r  x^*ffi  ^;ise  wh^isie  <d&(^ 
waes  VetsQ  ei&uu<%i  tiicaa  tv^  mu  wix^  ti>e 
w^Mue  stutAoe^  He  ac^K^  ^  ^  Kv«e>KT 
<t  lus  hkfli;.  aaic.  jt»rMs:  Ftxmj  ass^souiu: 
die  rt^^oisaabrr^  431c  W  ^emv^^^e^  the 
fvontsaoft  aa»&  «<4ikX^  «*€  a  C,*aui;:uee. 
Wblif  Itf  rfcvini3T^nx»d)f*c  tie  AfC&^  .>c  tii» 
^sasir  t/  d»f  <*.nit>«Aenajki«K  ^"^  ):::js  ikiok  asii 
JMCIM  Frko^  W  afixtnict^  tJ**ik^  xevul  v  «>c 
d»f  ai&niR3^  wj«m;^!<   ;it$:x?%fra>af:  a3}i 

<waian»:a  Ui&:  W  Yi.^o;  ai^^  jE^anscc  VrnrovE 
wvbii  sa:aiS  ibi»i»f  ^-bu-  w^csr  :i>r  ^xSkvcs 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher  for  larerpod 
had  taken  this  opportonitT  of  eallin^  tiie  at- 
tention <^  the  House  to  the  statements  con- 
tained in  the  report  of  Captain  Denliam  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  eoadition  of  the 
passengers  on  hoard  of  these  Irish  stesmers, 
the  House  would  excose  him  (Mr.  Labon^ 
chere>  for  offnii^  a  few  obserratioiis.  It 
was  tme,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated, 
that  in  conseqnenee  of  reprasentstions 
whidi  had  been  made  from  hu  diitriet,  he 
(Mr.  Lahondioe^  had  tho^fat  it  right  to 
request  Captain  Denham  to  Tiait  Lireqiool 
and  examine  into  the  ^eta,  in  order  that 
such  steps  might  he  taken  in  ihe 
as  might  ^>pear  hest.  He  had 
not  with  the  desire  or  intention  of  limiting 
the  transmisaon  of  pawpiige 
grants  from  Irrfand:  for  ^ 
that  if  this  inftu  of  panpers  was  sn  mijnst 
burthen,  other  means  shoald  he  taken  to 
cheek  it;  but  he  wooU  not  tonwt,  hj  ar- 
tifictaUr  raising  the  pnee  of  thb] 
in£reei2T  to  check  the  pi  wage  of  I 
migrants  into  this  coantzr.  He  held  die 
<i^itxuon  that  the  Irish  poor,  great 
of  whom  came  ow  here  not  I 
in  onier  to  work,  had  a  light  ta  ha  < 
edin  the  cheapest  manner  posBhle,  ao  Ant 
it  was  cmpftsibie  with  a  dne  legmd  to 
humamtx  and  to  the  pdbfie  goad.  In  his 
iasimnxtts  to  Captaia  Dcnhna  ke  had 
nei^nested  hia  n^c  to  kiek  at  tke  iteteats 
of  Liv^K^'^  aj^ne^  er  that  of  anr  oAer 
^oct.  bet  t«^  die  c<c— men  cendienBliMs  of 
de^NncT  and  knmanhr;  and  he  agimjd  wilk 
the  hon.  GentioDan — indeed*  eveiw  one 
who  had  T«ad  Ca^cain  IWahaai^a  "iiprnt 
nin$t  agre^e — thsx  a  cme  had  been  mnie 
<SDt  f <x  the  xxterMpencie  ti  ike  ~ 
wid  lytsMct  t»  the  •miimiT  la  wttek 
^lassieQ^yrs  were  cvrnmed.  In  Ae 
and  ii!<ieitt  <^  dsat  nmrt.  he«  an  the  p 
d>e  G*c^yr£s>eQA«  wwid  ^ail  wiA  Am 
txQL  There  wyre  Sousadims 
Gv-^rrraxoeifct  had  the  >Fver  <;€ 
r,^  die  vmcWr  <c  ybssegget^ 
ii]:.>Kta3}t  ^  sihraiMi  W  caesHy 
t>k4U  d)>^$<  imStatsxiKv  wkaae««r  ikt 
>y^  "«  Wk  W  isMsnib.  nta  iir  Ae 
^f  <r>>yv^^  die  3>mnWr  «t  Iimh  i 
Vas  ^v^  a  x>f  V  T>  die  luerBaa  «f 
izmn^craaMs-  dxanxcwrgw  ami  fi 


ttof  '•hAv    jojj.^iv*;   :ja>/a;«;.   fc*^^   1*^  xue  :^^v■«r^r!D^t  «  ««^Rles  it 

<nncsu   ,'VQ:§^«ofr%^«Ar — rhsM   .f  iv^  nnrMOr  maacTv .     The  ^aes^^a  wn&.  mdeA  one  a£ 

w«tre  7rvov>KM^ i^-^fo:  rarhux»f7<:  a^>in:  n^^^  ^tt^mj  ^^tn^T — 9S  w:as  a  Wianrif  a£  ^Mk 

9t  wn$^  /mS  ^^.-%fcJc:^  iW   ^^  j.  ^^fe^  ns^otTvo  o^T^ft^     ^^^iiiik  "he  wwii  nn  camaeBS  ta 

aihiiv  hnt  dua  a  tstsm^x  ^^bs  Tcv^-Mei^  7«t  ai^  airx  lnfttsa?>m.  4^  thos  ksA.  wilk  n 


673 


Maintenance  of  the 


{June  21} 


Indigent  Poor, 


674 


proper  regulations  should  be  made  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  people  were 
brought  over,  as,  for  instance,  to  secure  at 
least  a  proper  separation  between  the  pas- 
sengers and  cattle.  He  assured  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  his  best  attention  should 
be  given  to  the  subject.  He  agreed  with 
the  spirit  and  intent  of  Captain  Denham's 
report,  and  he  should  be  prepared,  when 
the  proper  time  came,  to  impose  such  limi- 
tations and  restrictibns  as  would  prevent 
the  evils  upon  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  commented. 

Mr.  SPOONER,  agreeing  in  everything 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Chief  Commissioner,  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  prolonging  the  debate,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  entreating  the  noble  Lord 
not  to  divide  the  House,  for  in  its  present 
temper  it  was  clear  that  he  would  be  in  a 
minority.  He  had  gained  his  object  by 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  the  Motion  of  his 
noble  Friend  was  no  doubt  conceived  with 
the  humanity  he  always  exhibited  on  other 
subjects;  but  he  thought  the  arguments 
with  which  he  had  supported  it  had  been 
answered  so  distinctly  and  clearly  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Chief  Commissioner,  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  add  to  the  refuta- 
tion. But  it  appeared  to  him  that  while 
the  attempt  on  the  one  hand  was  to  shift 
the  burden  from  one  shoulder  to  the  other, 
and  upon  the  other  hand  to  shift  it  off  alto- 
gether upon  a  third  party,  no  one  had  asked 
him  how  it  was  that  while  the  upper  classes 
of  this  country  were  advancing  in  their 
comforts  and  enjoyments,  and  while  the 
middle  classes  were  also  rising,  the  labour- 
ing classes  were  actually  in  a  more  depress- 
ed condition.  The  reason  of  this  depres- 
sion was,  that  they  had  not  given  to  them 
the  advantages  which  the  other  classes 
seemed  to  enjoy.  He  asked  the  House  to 
consider  that  subject  with  a  view  to  a  re- 
medy, for  he  believed  that  the  evil  which 
all  admitted  to  exist  might  be  remedied  by 
measures  calmly  conceived,  which,  without 
injuring  property,  would  increase  the  com- 
forts of  the  poor,  and  add  to  the  benefits 
and  the  security  of  the  classes  above  them. 
The  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion stated  that  the  strongest  grounds  for 
bringing  it  forward  were  because  property 
was  so  unequally  rated;  but  he  (Mr.  Slaney) 
thought  the  reason  of  that  unequal  taxa- 
tion was,  that  in  one  part  the  rate  was  bet- 
ter and  more  economically  managed  than 
in  another.  He  asked,  therefore,  whether 
counties  which  were  guilty  of  a  malad- 
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ministration  of  the  law  Bad  a  right  to  throw 
the  consequences  of  that  upon  other  coun- 
ties by  a  rate  in  aid  ?  He  thought  they 
would  not  sanction  any  such  injustice.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Norwich  had  complained 
that  parties  were  in  the  habit  of  taking 
down  the  cottages  on  their  estates,  and  so 
driving  the  poor  into  the  workhouse,  that 
they  might  get  the  advantage  of  their  la- 
bour; but  he  (Mr.  Slaney)  thought  it  was 
bad  policy,  inasmuch  as  a  man  who  had  to 
walk  four  miles  could  not  do  so  good  a 
day's  work  as  the  man  who  lived  only  half 
a  mile  off.  He  said  that,  having  heard 
(he  statements  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
and  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  Liverpool,  he  must  advise  his 
noble  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  as 
the  numbers  that  would  divide  with  him  on 
it  would  not  bo  worthy  of  his  object. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  discussion  to  close  without  thank- 
ing his  noble  Friend  for  having  intro- 
duced it.  The  debate  which  had  occurred 
would  benefit  the  Irish  no  less  than  the 
English  poor,  with  this  additional  advan- 
tage, that  the  question  had  been  dis- 
cussed entirely  on  English  grounds.  He 
confessed,  however,  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  arguments  of  noble  Lords  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  against  the  propriety  of  a 
national  rate  for  England,  who  had  but 
lately  given  their  vote  for  imposing  just 
such  a  rate  upon  Ireland.  And  he  would 
only  remark,  that  what  was  unjust  for 
England,  could  not  be  justice  to  Ireland, 
where  all  local  administration  of  the  rate 
was  entirely  taken  away.  He  said,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had  alluded  to 
the  great  increase  occasioned  in  the  rates 
of  that  town,  for  the  purposes  of  emigra- 
tion to  America  among  the  Irish  poor,  he 
only  desired  to  remind  him  that  the  mer- 
chants of  Liverpool  had  been  in  the  receipt 
of  20  and  30  per  cent  on  the  food  imported 
for  the  Irish  poor  during  the  years  of 
famine. 

Lord  NUGENT  then  replied.  He  said 
his  Motion  had  been  totally  misunderstood 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  Hull,  Norwich, 
and  Liverpool,  who  had  assumed  that  his 
object  was  to  carry  out  certain  opinions, 
which,  in  all  frankness,  he  felt  bound  to 
state  were  his  own,  and  to  which  the  Com- 
mittee, if  the  House  proceeded  to  a  Com- 
mittee, would  in  no  way  stand  pledged. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hull 
said  his  objections  were  twofold.  He  ob- 
jected, first,  to  a  general  equalisation  of 
the  rate  being  cast  upon  property ;  and, 
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lecondlj,  he  objected,  on  tbe  ground  of  the 
miechieTous  effects,  as  he  called  them,  of 
in  anj  way  interfering  with  the  power  of 
local  administration.  He  (Liord  Nogent) 
must  beg  the  House  to  take  his  Motion  in 
the  words  in  which  he  had  proposed  it. 
He  said  he  was  not  opposed  to  local  ad- 
ministration, but  he  had  merely  stated 
that,  in  taking  up  the  grounds  on  which  he 
supported  his  Motion,  his  proposal  must 
necessanlj  be  inconsistent  with  local  ad- 
ministration. He  hoped,  then,  the  House 
would  consider  the  words  of  the  Motion 
without  anv  reference  to  questionable 
opinions  as  to  details  in  the  application  of 
the  principle. 

Question  put  and  negatired. 

EDUCATIOX  (IRELAXDV 
Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  that,  in 
discharging  what  he  felt  to  be  his  dutv. 
in  bringing  before  the  House  the  im- 
portant subject  of  education  in  Ireland, 
as  regards  the  clergy  and  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  he  was  glad  to  be 
able  to  state  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him,  on  the  present  occasion,  to  go 
at  any  great  length  into  the  subject.  He 
had  last  year  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  with  a  tctt  detailed  statement — 
and  he  would  now  do  little  more  than 
recapitulate  some  of  the  arguments  which 
he  had  used  then.  He  was.  however, 
desirous  of  assuring  the  House,  in  the  first 
instance,  that  on  this,  as.  indeed,  on  all 
occasions,  he  was  most  anxious  to  aroid 
any  language  calculated,  in  the  most  re- 
mote degree,  to  rerire  any  of  those  party 
or  religious  differences  or  animosities 
which  happily  had  so  much  subsided  of 
late :  and  he  begged  to  assure  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  that  he  brought  the 
subject  forward  w:ih  the  most  earnest  de- 
sire— and  in  saying  this,  he  spoke  not  his 
own  sentiments  alone,  but  the  sentiments 
of  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland — to  promote,  if  possible, 
such  an  adjustTnent  of  this  difficult  and 
most  unpleasant  subject  as  might  be  felt  to 
be  reasktnable  and  fair  by  all  panies.  In 
adverting  last  year  to  the  state  of  the  edu- 
cation question  in  England,  he  bad  com- 
plained that  the  toleration  with  regard  to 
education,  which  is  extended  to  every  de- 
nomination of  Dissenter,  and  which,  as  re- 
gards Roman  Catholics,  has  been  carriod 
to  the  extent  of  sanctioning  even  a  de- 
j  ore  from  a  scriptural  basis,  in  defer- 
<       »  to  r     nous  scruples — and  the 
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I  the  only  practical  ones  for  the  edoeatioD  of 
'  the  lower  classes,  are  not  extended  to  the 
clergy  and  laity  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland.  He  had  endeaToared  to  show, 
,  what  he  firmly  belieTed  to  be  the  case,  that 
-  erery  denomination  of  Christiana,  however 
differing  from  each  other  in  essential  and 
fundamental  doctrines,  were  agreed  in 
this  country,  that  no  system  of  edneation 
could  be  tolerated  that  was  not  baaed  on 
religion.  He  had  shown,  on  high  Roman 
Catholic  authority,  that  the  Roman  Cltho- 
lics  entertained  just  as  strong  opinioDS  aa 
Protestants  on  this  anbjeet;  and  he  had 
then  adverted  to  the  hti  that  the  State, 
after  having  freqaentlj  attempted,  and 
I  always  in  rain,  to  establish  in  En^^uid  a 
united  system  of  education,  comprising 
children  of  different  denominations,  and 
sinking  and  superseding  all  religiotti 
distinctiAus.  had  arrived  at  the  cooelnaion, 
which,  in  truth,  had  been  foreod  npon 
them,  that  it  was  better  to  acknowledge 
the  principle  in  which  all  denominationi 
were  agreed,  that  religion  most  be 
made  the  basis  of  edneation;  and,  takbg 
security  that  each  denomination  would 
fully  carry  out  that  principle  practi- 
cally, had  consented  to  affud  tlw  ut- 
most toleration  to  the  conscientious 
scruples  and  opinions  of  all,  and  to  assist 
all  in  promoting  the  secular  patt  of  edu- 
cation, requiring,  however,  that  in  all 
Protestant  schools  the  Scriptores  ahoold 
be  read  daily  by  every  child,  and  going 
the  length  of  permitting,  in  deference  to 
the  feelings  and  opinions  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics, that  even  the  Roman  Catholic  rdigion 
might  be  made  the  basis  of  education  in 
Roman  Catholic  schoob.  He  (Mr.  Hamil- 
ton^ was  not  giving  any  opiiuon  of  hii  own 

■  on  the  propriety  of  this:  he  was  onlj  stat- 
ing the  fact,  and  adducing  it  as  a  proof  of 
the  extent  of  which  toleration,  in  matters 
of  education,  were  carried  in  England. 
Now.  while  this  was  the  state  of  thiim 
as  regarded  education  in  England— -whue 
the  State,  dealing  only  with  the  seeolar 
ponion  of  education,  accommodates  itself 
to  the  views,  r.nd  scruples,  and  coasdai- 
tious  opinions  of  every  denominatioB  as  re- 

'  gards  religious  instruction,  a  principle  is 
rigidly  maintained,  as  a  condition  of  all  aid 
from  the  State  to  edneation  in  Iralaad, 
which  has  always  been  thought  so  djee- 
tionable  by  the  great  majority  of  the  dogj 
and  laiiyof  the  Established  Chnreli — io 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  the  Refbima- 
tion.  and  so  much  at  variance  with  the 

■  construction  which  most  defgroMi  pvt 
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upon  their  ordination  vows,  that  they  had 
found  it  impossible  to  take  any  share  in 
education  under  the  national  system.  This 
was  to  be  found  in  the  rule  which  places 
the  Bible  on  precisely  the  same  footing 
with  all  other  books,  and  which  compels  all 
patrons  of  national  schools  in  Ireland, 
either  to  exclude  the  Bible  from  the  school, 
or  the  children  from  the  Bible,  unless  their 
parents  or  guardians  should  permit  them 
to  use  it.  It  had  always  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Hamilton)  so  clear,  that  the  uure- 
stricted  right  of  access  to  the  word  of  God, 
at  all  times  and  in  all  places,  was  so  pecu- 
liarly and  pre-eminently  the  fundamental 
principle  of  the  Reformation, and  one  which 
every  Protestant  must  feel  it  so  peculiarly 
incumbent  on  him  to  maintain  in  Ireland, 
that  he  had  often  wondered  how  it  could  be 
expected  or  supposed  that  the  Protestants 
generally,  or  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church,  especially,  could  sanction  the  sys- 
tem. The  House  would  observe,  he  was 
not  now  encumbering  the  subject  with  any 
matters  of  detail  or  management,  or  mak- 
ing any  charges  against  the  National  Board 
-**he  was  not  even  saying  that  there 
might  not  be,  in  point  of  fact,  many 
schools  in  Ireland,  under  the  National 
Board,  in  which  the  Scriptures,  or  scrip- 
ture extracts,  were  used — he  was  simply 
placing  before  the  House  the  grounds,  on 
principle,  which  created,  in  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
clergy  and  laity  of  the  Established  Church, 
a  conscientious  objection  to  the  system. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  plain  sense  of  every 
Protestant  who  heard  him,  would  a  clergy- 
man of  the  Established  Church,  in  Eng- 
land, or  the  minister  of  any  Protestant 
Dissenting  congregation,  consent  to  be- 
come the  patron  of  a  school,  if  the  use 
of  the  Bible  in  that  school,  by  any  or  all  of 
the  children,  was  to  be  made  contingent 
upon  the  caprice  or  opinion  of  the  parent 
or  guardian  of  any  child  who  might  attend 
it  ?  and  the  argument  which  he  founded 
upon  it  was  this,  that,  while  in  England 
you  tolerate  conscientious  objections,  in 
which  many  of  you  cannot  concur,  and  mo- 
dify your  system  so  as  to  meet  them,  in 
Ireland  you  refuse  to  tolerate  the  consci- 
entious objections  of  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  though  as  Protestants 
you  cannot  deny  their  force.  If  it  was 
necessary  for  him  (Mr.  Hamilton)  to  sus- 
tain the  validity  and  reasonableness  of  the 
objections  to  the  national  system,  he  could 
stmport  them  on  very  high  authority.  The 
BiAAop  of  London  had  declared  recently, 


in  another  place,  that  if  he  was  a  clergy- 
man in  Ireland,  he  would  be  unable  to  give 
any  sanction  to  the  national  system ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Hamilton)  thought  it  was  impossible 
for  any  one  who  read  the  speech  recently 
made  at  the  meeting  of  the  Church  Edu- 
cation Society,  by  the  Bishop  of  Ossory,  in 
which  most  able  speech  that  distinguished 
prelate  had  brought  his  powerful  intellect 
to  bear  upon  the  difficulties  on  both  sides 
of  the  question,  and  not  feel  convinced  that 
there  were  strong  and  reasonable  objec- 
tions which  might  operate  upon  any  con- 
scientious mind,  and  render  adhesion  to  the 
national  system  impossible.  The  next  ob- 
jection which  was  entertained  to  the  na-. 
tional  system  was  one  in  which  he  believed 
he  was  joined  by  a  considerable  number  of 
Roman  Catholics — namely,  the  tendency 
which  that  system  had,  supposing  its  rules 
to  be  fully  and  fairly  carried  out,  to  se- 
cularise education — to  make  education 
merely  secular,  and  deprive  it  of  all 
religious  character.  For  his  (Mr.  Ha- 
milton's) own  part,  he  believed  it  to  be 
impossible  that  any  system,  founded  and 
carried  on  upon  the  principle  of  united 
secular  and  separate  religious  instruction, 
could  be  otherwise  than  secular  in  its 
character.  In  fact,  such  a  system  sup- 
posed secular  instruction  to  be  the  main 
point  of  education;  and  although  in  a 
model  school,  perhaps,  you  might  exhibit 
children  engaged  in  a  common  school  room 
in  secular  instruction,  and  then  retiring  to 
their  separate  rooms  for  religious  instruc- 
tion, he  believed  it  to  be  impossible  to 
carry  out  such  a  system  generally.  It  was 
a  very  true  saying  that  the  master  makes 
the  school;  and  if  the  business  and  object 
of  the  master  is  to  instruct  in  secular 
matters,  the  school  will  inevitably  be 
secular  in  itf  character.  Now,  it  was  his 
(Mr.  Hamilton's)  opinion  and  firm  convic- 
tion, that  a  system  of  that  kind,  a  mere 
secular  system,  could  not,  and  ought  not, 
to  succeed  either  in  this  country  or  in 
Ireland.  Such  a  system  might  perhaps 
succeed  in  a  country  where  no  strong 
religious  convictions  or  feelings  existed; 
but  he  thought  in  these  countries  it 
would  be  equally  repugnant  to  the  feelings 
and  principles  of  Protestants  and  Roman 
Catholics.  He  would  take  the  case  of 
England  first,  and  would  quote  the  opinions 
of  Roman  Catholics  on  this  subject.  Last 
year  he  had  read  out  some  remarks  in 
which  he  fully  concurred,  made  on  this 
subject  by  Dr.  Briggs,  one  of  the  Roman 
CathoUc  bishops,  at  a  meeting  at  York, 
Z2 
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Mach  ]md  occurred  since  which  confirmee] 
the  argument  he  had  then  founded  ou  Dr. 
Bripiga*  fitateraent,  namely,  tliat  Roman 
CatlioUes  will  not  sanction  anything  in 
education  which  coii) promises  its  religious 
character.  Since  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had 
laat  addressed  the  Ilonse,  all  the  arrange- 
ments in  reference  to  the  education  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  this  country  had  cmne 
out;  and  if  the  House  would  hear  with 
him  he  would  he  able  to  show  that  in  the 
cone e,^ si 0 US  made  by  Govcnnnent  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  and  the  requirements  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  as  the  condition  of 
their  receiving  aid  from  Governuictit^  there 
was  much  which  bore  directly  u]>on  the 
Irish  question.  The  whole  would  be  found 
in  the  first  report  of  the  Catholic  scliool 
committee  for  the  year  1S4S.  This  Catholic 
poor-school  committee  is  appointed  by  the 
vicara  apostolic;  aud  when  be  (Mr.  Hamil- 
ton) stated  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Member 
for  Arundel  was  one  of  the  trustees,  he 
would  say  nothiag  stronger  to  entitle  its 
proceedings  to  respect  and  consideration. 
The  committee  state,  in  page  7  of  their 
proceedings,  what  had  taken  place  in  rela- 
tion to  Government  and  the  Farliamcntarj 
grant  for  education,  and  they  state  as 
follows  :^ 

*'Tn  relation  to  Government,  tbe  committee  are 
happy  ta  be  able  to  report  progress.  On  tb«  ISth 
]>e<"€uiber,  1847,  the  Conimilti*e  of  Cuuncil  [Kisfli'd 
jv  Minnto  defining  tbe  coiiilitinns  of  aid  to  Roman 
Catluilie  aehotpls.  Thcae  cuntlitions  are  as  fol- 
low : — 1.  That  the  Roman  Catholic  poor-acbool 
committee  be  tbe  ordinary  ebanncl  uf  inquiries. 
2.  That  Roman  C-ntbolic  schools  receiving  aid 
from  tbe  Farliamen^ary  grant  be  o|^n  to  in- 
spection, but  that  the  in&pector»  ftluill  refiort 
respecting  the  accalfir  mstruetton  alone.  3.  That 
inspectors  be  not  apiwinttMl  without  the  previous 
coiicnrrencij  of  tbo  Roman  Catholic  poor-scliool 
committee/' 

The  committee  then  proceed  to  state  for 
themselves— 

**  Nothing  can  bo  more  straightforward  and 
intelligible  thnii  these  tc'rma  of  Government  aid 
to  Catholio  sjcbools.  Tho  Catholic  scbotvl  com- 
mittee appointed  by  tho  bibhopa  for  this  veiy  pnr- 
poiR\  with  others*  ia  rei^ognised  m  tho  ofticinl 
or^ran  of  comaimiieation,  and  am?h  of  our  i^choola 
as  receive  aid  will  be  open  to  inspection,  like  the 
Bchoob  of  id!  other  religiomi  ;  bnt  tho  iniipoctorH 
cannot  be  appointed  without  tht?  eoncurreoco  of 
tho  poorschonl  committee,  neither  do  they  report 
upon  the  roligioui  inatmction*  Priests  teaching 
schools  cannot  recL^ve  aid  from  the  Parliamentary 
grant,  l>einji^  in  this  roapcct  in  the  juime  aituation 
afl  Protestant  minist<!ra  of  all  persuasions  ;  but  art 
exception  may  be  made  in  favour  of  the  superior 
at  a  oormal  echool." 

It  ia  not  unimportant  to  remark  that  tho 
exclusion  from  jiarticipation  in  the  advan- 


tnges  of  the  grant,  extendi  to  schoolmasters  ^ 
and  assistant  teachers  who  are  in  holj 
orders,  and  to  tbem  alone.  There  is  not 
a  word  in  the  ilinnte  against  religious 
teachers  not  in  holy  orders.  The  com- 
mittee proceed  to  state — 

"  Shortly  afior  the  Catholic  Mi n ate  bad  been 
sanctionrd  in  the  way  recorded,  Mr.  Kay  Shuttle- 
worth,  the  secretary  to  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education,  rcqui?stod  Mr.  Langdale,  the  chair^ 
man  of  the  Catholic  poor-sehool  committee,  to 
meet  him  at  tho  Council  office.  Thig  interview 
iivas  hdd  at  the  desire  of  the  Lord  President  of 
tho  Connoil :  aad  the  general  principles  of  the 
f Government  grant-  were  then  communicated  to 
tho  ehairiiian,  wlio  at  the  time  took  a  written 
menioi-.anduin  of  them.  The  third  of  tlicHo  rules 
or  pririciplea  are  as  ibUows  * — Loeal  managemeott 
of  the  school  to  be  in  a  committee  composed 
partly  of  ulerieal  and  partly  of  h\v  members.  , 
who-se  authority  will  be  limited  to  strictly  sc^uhir  I 
education-  lieligions  instruetion,  or  where  pjirtly 
of  a  religious  eliaiacter,  as  in  questions  of  hia*  I 
torieal  erm£roverHj%  tho  cleric.il  member*  to  bo 
the  aole  authority.  In  cnscs  of  questions  arising 
of  a  religious  cbariwjter,  an  appeal  to  be  made  to 
the  Oatbolic  bishop  of  the  diocese.  In  que*]tions 
purely  secular,  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
will  appoint  as  Ida  arbitrator  an  inapector  of  Ca- 
tholic schortts,  and  tho  Catholic  biJihop  of  the  f 
di&trict  will  affpoint  his  arbitrator,  and  these  will 
appoint  a  thirtl." 

Aud  it  is  ohaerved,  in  a  note,  that  all 
the  arhitrators  must  he  Catholics.  Now, 
ho  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had  read  tliese  extracts 
for  the  purpose  of  feliowing  the  great  and, 
as  be  thouglit,  most  commendahle  jealousy 
which  the  Roman  Catholic  body  had  shown, 
in  their  dealings  with  Government^  for  the 
preservation  of  tho  religious  character  and 
principloft  of  their  schools  in  England,  and 
of  the  length  which  Goveniinont  had  gone 
in  making  concessions  to  their  scruples  in 
this  respect.  But  the  committee  wni3  not 
satisfied  to  let  tho  matter  rest  even  here  ;  i 
they  lake  further  steps  to  secure  the  dis* 
tinetive  character  of  their  schools  ;  they 
state,  in  page  1 5  of  their  report,  the  gene- 
ral regulations  under  which  grants  have 
heen  made  are  as  follows  ;  and  the  lOlh 
regulation  runs  thus  : — 

"  Every  sehool  reeei vide;  aid  from  the  eommifc*  i 
tee,  if  placed  by  its  managers  under  tho   speciAl  f 
piitronage  of  our  Itlesj^et]    Lady,  may,  by  applica- 
tion to  the  SL'C rotary,  obtain    the    present  of  a 
Iwautiful  image,  prt*pared  expressly  for  this  pur- 
[Knse. " 

And,  in  reference  to  thia,  tho  comniittee 
remark — 

**In  addition  to  ^ants  of  money,  the  committer  j 
have  undertaken   to  present  every  school,  aided] 
by  them,  and  placed  by  its  managers   under  tho 
patronage  of  our  blessed  Lady,  with  a  beautiful 
image  of  the  Madonna.    ThiB  imago  has  beea  uni- 
versally adinired,  and  will,  it  i&  hoped,  inc 
the  devotional  element  in  tlie  schools  which  hvkf 
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applied  for  it.  At  a  time  when  our  schools  are 
newly  admitted  to  privileges,  shared  alike  by  pro- 
fessors of  various  religions,  it  is  right  openly  to 
avow  that  Catholics,  while  they  cherish  love  to- 
wards all  men,  yet  can  never,  in  the  education  of 
their  children,  abandon  or  conceal  the  distinctive 
truths  of  the  faith.  Of  this  determination  the 
committee's  Madonna  is  a  very  appropriate  sym- 
bol." 

There  were  only  two  other  very  short  ex- 
tracts, which  he  would  read  to  the  House. 
The  first  was  from  the  address  of  the 
vicars  apostolic  to  the  committee,  and  it 
is  as  follows  : — 

"  We,  the  undersigned,  the  Catholic  bishops  in 
England  and  Wales,  respectfully  address  the 
chairman  and  members  of  the  acting  com- 
mittee of  the  Catholic  mstitution,  on  the  im- 
portant subject  of  religious  education  of  the 
children  of  the  poor.  We  have  sought,  and 
still  seek,  our  due  share  of  aid  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  to  assist  us  in  this  holy 
work  ;  but  to  obtain  this  aid  we  cannot  compro- 
mise in  any  way,  or  to  the  smallest  extent,  either 
our  most  precious  faith  or  that  salutary  discipline 
which  surrounds  and  protects  our  religion  :  while 
we  study  and  desire  to  have  peace  with  all  men, 
we  do  not  forget  that  we  are  watdhmen  on  the 
towers  of  the  city  of  God." 

And  the  last  quotation  is  from  the  letter 
of  the  Catholic  hishops  in  England  and 
Wales,  to  the  chairman  of  the  Catholic 
school  committee — 

"We  recognise  your  committee  as  the  organ 
sanctioned  by  us  of  communication  with  the  Go- 
vernment, and  we  have  every  confidence  that 
your  committee,  in  your  communications  and  ne- 
gotiations with  Government  for  any  Government 
grants,  will  be  fully  aware  of  our  determination 
not  to  yield  to  the  Ministers  of  the  day  any  por- 
tion, however  small,  either  of  our  ecclesiastical 
liberty,  or  of  our  episcopal  control  over  the  reli- 
gious education  of  the  children  of  the  poorer 
members  of  our  flock." 

He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  had  read  these  extracts 
for  a  twofold  object :  the  first  was  this — 
he  put  it  to  the  House  whether,  when  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  England  evince  such  a 
commendable  jealousy  as  regards  the  prin- 
ciples of  their  religion,  and  as  regards  re- 
ligious education,  and  for  the  distinctive 
characteristics  of  their  schools  ;  and  when 
their  scruples  had  been  so  fully  conceded 
to — is  it  just  or  right  to  find  fault  with  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  place  them  under  a  ban  of 
exclusion,  hecause  they  are  equally  jealous 
with  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
great  principles  of  the  Reformation  ?  And 
his  second  object  was  this.  He  would  ask 
the  House  whether  it  was  likely,  consider- 
ing the  boldness  with  which  the  principles 
of  religious  education,  and  of  clerical  con- 
trol, had  been  put  forward  by  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  England,  whether,  he  would 


say,  it  was  likely  that  a  system  differing 
so  essentially  in  principle  as  the  national 
system  could  be  really  carried  out  in  Ire- 
land by  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  ?  Last 
year  he  examined  the  list  of  schools  under 
the  national  system,  and  compared  the  list 
of  patrons  with  the  names  of  the  clergy  of 
different  denominations  in  Ireland,  and  the 
result  was  then  as  follows  : — There  were, 
in  the  whole,  4,088  schools  in  Ireland 
under  the  national  system  ;  of  these,  no 
fewer  than  2,505  were  under  the  patron- 
age of  clergymen  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  384  under  Presbyterian  clergy- 
men, and  96  under  clergymen  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church.  Now,  after  what  he  had 
quoted  from  the  committee  of  the  Catholic 
poor  schools  as  the  opinion  of  the  highest 
Roman  Catholic  authority,  can  any  reason- 
able man  hesitate  to  believe,  that  in  the 
2,505  schools  under  the  patronage  of  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergymen,  and  many,  of 
them  in  connexion  with  Roman  Catholic 
chapels  and  religious  establishments,  the 
pecuHar  tenets  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  are  made  the  hasis  of  educa- 
tion, and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  those 
schools  are  Roman  Catholic  schools 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  ?  On  the  other 
hand,  take  the  384  schools  under  Presby- 
terian clergymen — can  any  one  doubt  but 
that  scriptural  instruction  is  made  the  basis 
of  education  in  these  schools  ?  So  that 
in  point  of  fact,  instead  of  a  united  system, 
which  the  national  system  purports  to  he, 
you  have  two  classes  of  schools  in  Ireland 
— the  one  scriptural,  by  straining  the  rules 
of  the  board;  the  other  Roman  Catholic, 
by  also  straining  the  rules  of  the  board; 
and  you  have  at  the  same  time  the  clergy 
and  laity  of  the  Established  Church  ex- 
cluded from  all  share  of  State  education 
by  reason  of  their  conscientious  convic- 
tions. He  would  ask  the  House  was  that 
a  right  or  a  sound  state  of  things  ?  He 
(Mr.  Hamilton)  would  now  state  very 
shortly  what  the  nature  of  the  society  was 
which  was  excluded  from  all  share  of  State 
favour.  The  second  of  the  fundamental 
rules  of  the  Church  Education  Society 
states,  that  its  object  is  to  afford  to  the 
children  of  the  Church  instructions  in  the 
holy  Scriptures,  and  in  the  Catechism, 
and  other  formularies  of  the  Church,  under 
the  direction  of  the  hishops  and  parochial 
clergy,  and  under  the  tuition  of  teachers 
who  are  members  of  the  United  Churches 
of  England  and  Ireland.  The  holy  Scrip- 
tures shall  be  used  in  the  daily  instruction 
of  every  child  iu  attendance  who  is  capahle 
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of  reading.  The  schools  of  tbe  society 
slioll  be  open  to  all  children  whntaoever 
belonging  to  the  parish  iti  which  the  school 
may  be  situate,  and^  having  tlio  |KU*ochial 
minister*©  apjirobation  for  ftttending  itj 
and  no  child  aliall  ho  excluded  on  account 
of  the  inability  of  its  parents  to  pay  for  its 
instruction.  This  was  his  (Mr.  Iinmikon*a) 
case,  tlo  wanted  to  know  ou  what  prin- 
ciplo  it  waa  tliat^  wliilo  Government  in 
England  Mipport  and  assist  Iloaian  Catholic 
gchools,  who  gloried  in  tliolr  distinctive 
marks,  and  who  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving their  peculiar  distinctive  rcligioua 
character,  used  symbols  which  rendered 
them  inaccessible  to  Protestants,  all  aid  ia 
refused  to  schools  in  connexion  with  the 
Established  Cliurch  in  Ireland?  He  wanted 
to  know  on  what  principle  it  is  that,  wliilo 
in  England  you  have  sucii  regard  to  the 
conscientious  opinions  of  Roman  Catholics, 
that  you  assist  their  schools  notwithstand- 
ing  those  distinctive  characteristics  of 
which,  as  Protestants,  yon  must  disap- 
prove; in  Ireland  you  make  no  allowance 
for  the  conscientious  convictions  of  Protes- 
tants on  a  matter  infolving,  ae  they  think, 
a  fundamental  principle  of  the  ReforTiia- 
tion,  and  rcfnso  to  assist  schools  the  rules 
of  which  require  that  the  formularies  of 
the  Church  should  l>e  taught  to  the  children 
of  the  Church,  and  scriptural  instruction 
given  to  all.  He  (Air.  Hamilton)  earnestly 
Loped  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
take  these  matters  into  their  consideration. 
It  ought  to  be  an  object  with  all  parties  in 
the  House  to  place  a  subject  so  important 
as  education  in  Ireland  on  a  satisfactory 
footing.  He  did  not  believe  there  would 
bo  aa  much  difficulty  in  effecting  this  as 
was  generally  supposed,  if  the  noble  Lord 
at  tbe  bend  of  the  Government  would  take 
up  the  subject  with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory 
adjustment.  The  Established  Church  only 
clainjed  for  thcmselvca  the  freedom  which 
was  allowed  to  others.  The  system  was 
such  as  to  enable  all  other  denominations 
in  Ireland  to  establish  schools  without 
ot!ence  to  their  con.^cientious  convictions. 
Enable  the  clergy  of  the  Establishc«l  Church 
to  do  the  same.  Where  parties  are  de- 
flirous  of  establishing  scriptural  schools, 
enable  them  to  establish  them,  and  let 
childron  attend  them  or  not,  as  tliey  or 
their  parents  miglit  think  proper.  There 
was  one  argument  used  in  support  of  the 
national  system,  wlilcb  probably  he  should 
not  have  noticed,  if  it  Imd  not  come  from 
a  very  high  authority.  The  national  sys- 
tem was  defended  upon  the  grounds  of  an 


analogy  supposed  to  exist  betvv^een  ihttf 
system  and  tbe  plan  of  education  adopted 
in  tbe  Univertiity  which  ho  (Mr,  Hamilton) 
had  the  honour  to  reprasent.  But  surely 
an  analogy  could  scarcely  be  sustained 
between  a  university  for  the  completion  of 
the  education  of  young  men,  and  schools 
for  the  educatiou  of  the  poor.  In  the 
former  case  it  must  be  prcisumod  that  the 
Christian  religion,  or  at  least  its  leading 
principles^  had  been  taught  to  each  stu- 
dent before  bo  entered  the  university.  la 
tbe  latter  it  must  be  obvious  that,  inas- 
much as  the  children  of  the  poor,  if  thej 
go  to  school  at  alb  they  must  go  at  an 
early  age — they  must  be  taught  religion 
in  school,  and  must  depend  upon  their 
masters  for  religious  instruction  ;  and  that 
consideration  alone,  bo  thonglit,  was  suf- 
ficient to  overthrow  the  analogy.  But,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  system  of  Dublin  reaem* 
bled  much  moro  nearly  the  system  of  the 
Church  Education  Society  than  that  of 
tho  National  Board*  At  tbe  preliminary 
examination  on  entrance,  all  the  students 
were  obliged  to  pass  an  examination  iu 
portions  of  the  New  Tentament,  with  tho 
view  of  ascertaining  their  knowledge  of 
the  Scriptures.  So  far  you  have 
tbe  scriptural  principle ;  and  several 
hooka  of  a  religious  character  consti- 
tuted also  a  part  of  tbo  undergraduato 
course  for  every  student;  Roman  Catho- 
lics, it  is  true,  are  not  compelled  to  at- 
tend cbapel,  or  to  learn  any  of  the  formu- 
laries of  the  Church.  In  this  respect  alsa 
it  resembled  the  system  of  the  Church 
Education  Society.  But  there  was  no 
prohibition  with  regard  to  any  student 
socking  or  obtaining  religious  instruction 
from  bis  tutor ;  on  the  contrary^  if  ha 
sought  it»  his  tutor  would  he  bound  to  givA 
it.  Very  different  from  that  was  the  system 
of  the  National  Board,  which  subjected  tbo 
master  to  dismissal  if  ho  instructed  chiN 
dren  in  the  Bible  contrary  to  the  rule«  of 
the  board.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  would  uow 
conclude.  He  bad  that  day  presented  a 
petition,  signed  by  t>4,0(Xl  of  Her  Majesty**  , 
suhjecta  hi  Ireland;  be  had  also  presented 
a  petition,  signed  by  1,587  of  the  clergy 
of  tbe  Estahlibbed  Church  in  Ireland;  tho 
petitioners  in  both  state  their  conscientious 
objections  to  the  national  system ;  they* 
pray  for  toleration — they  pray  that  tho 
principles  which  you  apply  to  educatiou  in 
England  may  bo  applied  in  Ireland — they 
complain  that,  heeanse  of  a  conacientiouii 
conviction,  which,  through  evil  report  and 
good  report,  they  hold,  and  must  continuo 
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to  hold,  they  are  debarred  from  all  advan- 
tages in  the  educational  grants  in  Ireland, 
while  they  see  all  other  denominations  in 
both  countries  freely  admitted  to  it.  It  is 
strange,  in  these  times,  that  such  a  peti- 
tion should  be  necessary  on  the  part  of  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church.  It  is 
stranger  still  that  the  prayer  of  it  should 
be  opposed  by  those  who  set  up  so  pre- 
eminently as  the  advocates  of  the  princi- 
ples of  education  and  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty.  Whatever  might  be  the  result  of 
his  Motion  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
however  it  might  suffer  from  the  feeble 
advocacy  of  the  individual  who  was  then 
addressing  the  House,  he  felt  the  strongest 
confidence  that  the  question  only  required 
to  be  understood  by  the  people  of  England, 
in  order  to  induce  them,  by  the  force  of 
public  opinion,  to  compel  Government  to 
do  justice  to  the  conscientious  feelings  of 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  a  love  of  justice,  toleration,  and  fair 
play,  were  pre-eminently  the  characteristics 
of  Englishmen.  He  believed  further  that 
a  regard  for  the  fundamental  principles  of 
the  Reformation  was  deeply  rooted  in  the 
English  mind,  and  that  they  would  be  dis- 
posed to  sympathise  with  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  in  the  anxious  and  zealous  re^ 
gard  with  which  they  held  those  principles, 
from  the  maintenance  and  advancement  of 
which,  in  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  con- 
scientiously believed  the  moral,  social,  and 
physical  improvement  of  Ireland,  more 
than  upon  any  other  cause,  depended. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  direct  that  such  a  modification  of  the 
system  of  National  Education  in  Ireland  may  be 
made  as  may  remove  the  conscientious  objections 
which  a  large  proportion  of  the  Clergy  and  Laity 
of  the  Established  Church  entertain  to  that 
system  as  at  present  carried  into  operation ;  or 
otherwise  that  means  may  bo  taken  to  enable 
those  of  the  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the  Established 
Church,  who  entertain  such  conscientious  objec- 
tions,  to  extend  the  blessings  of  Scriptural  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland." 

Mr.  HEALD  seconded  the  Motion. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  kept  the  word  of  promise  with 
which  he  opened  his  speech,  namely,  that 
he  Would  indulge  in  no  observations  or 
remarks  calculated  to  give  offence  to  any 
Gentleman  who  might  hold  different  opinions 
from  himself.  If  he  (Sir  W.  Somerville) 
were  inclined  to  take  exception  to  any  part 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  speech,  it  would  be  to 
the  part  wherein  he  intimated  that  upon 
tbia  question  he  was  giving  expression  to 


the  feelings  and  convictions  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland.  His  hon.  Friend  forgot 
that  the  Protestants  who  differed  from  his 
views  were  equally  conscientious  with  hun- 
self,  and  that  they  did  not  agree  with  him. 
He  denied  that  a  majority  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland  was  opposed  to  this  system. 
The  great  objection,  however,  which  he 
had  to  the  Motion  was,  that,  let  it  be  pro- 
posed under  what  aspect  it  might,  it  went 
to  the  abolition  of  the  national  system  of 
education.  The  moment  that  system  was 
divested  of  its  character  of  universal  opera- 
tion— the  moment  its  distinctive  character 
was  banished — it  would  become  a  system 
which  would  recognise  only  a  sect.  It 
would  not  be  national  education,  and  there 
must  be  a  grant  for  the  education  of  every 
religious  denomination.  For  these  reasons 
he  did  not  think  the  Motion  would  be  con- 
ducive to  the  interests  of  Ireland,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  consent  to  it.  The 
question  was  one  of  extreme  difficulty  and 
of  extreme  importance.  He  need  go  no 
further  back,  to  show  the  difficulty  of  the 
question,  than  to  the  year  1832,  when 
Lord  Stanley  founded  the  present  system^ 
and  when  the  educational  progress  of  the 
people  was  very  limited.  Let  the  House 
remember  the  number  of  commissions 
issued  in  progress  of  the  inquiry;  and  that 
in  one  of  them  several  prelates  of  the 
Established  Church  recommended  to  Par- 
liament the  adoption  of  the  present  system. 
Jhe  system  had  been  in  operation  now  for 
sixteen  years,  and  it  had  been  eminently 
successful.  They  had  upheld  their  course 
through  good  report  and  through  evil  re- 
port, and  their  efforts  had  been  crowned 
with  success  ;  and  he  believed  the  system 
was  daily  recommending  itself  more  and 
more  to  the  people  of  Ireland  of  every 
class  and  creed.  It  was  a  system  that  was 
free  to  all — that  coerced  the  consciences 
of  none — and  that  held  out  the  blessings  of 
education  equally  to  every  part  of  the 
community.  His  hon.  Friend  stated,  that 
no  system  of  education  was  tolerable  that 
was  not  based  on  religion.  If  the  phrase 
had  any  meaning,  it  was,  that  no  system 
of  education  should  exist  which  did  not 
require  from  those  who  took  advantage  of 
it,  submission  to  the  religious  education 
established  in  the  schools.  Was  that  the 
case  in  England?  Did  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  that  the  students  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  were  allowed  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  education  which  it  afforded, 
without  attending  a  particular  form  of 
worship?     The  hou.  Geutlemau  said,  that 
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the  Roman  Catholics  were  ready  to  sup- 
port bis  view  of  this  question.  He  believed 
his  bon.  Friend  must  be  under  a  mistake; 
or,  if  not,  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
bad  very  materially  altered  the  views  for- 
merly entertained  by  their  body.  He  found 
in    Plowdens   History  of  Ireland ^  that 
in  the  year  1795,  while  the  Catholic  Col- 
lege  Bill   was    under   consideration,    Mr. 
Grattan    presented    a    petition   from   the 
Roman   Catholics  of  Ireland  against  two 
provisions  contained  in  the  Bill,  the  second 
of  which  was,  that  by  which  no  Protestant, 
or  child  of  a  Protestant  father,  should  be 
permitted  to  receive  education  in  that  col- 
lege; and  the  ground  of  their  opposition 
was,  that  it  tended  to  prevent  that  har- 
mony,   union,    and    friendly    intercourse 
through    life  which    might    be   extended 
through    different    persuasions     receiving 
their  education  together,   and   the  happy 
effects  of  which  had  been  felt  from  the 
permission  that  had  been  given  to  have  Ro- 
man Catholic  youths  educated  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin.     He   thought  he  was 
right,  therefore,  in  stating  that  the  Roman 
Catholics   of   Ireland   must  have   altered 
their  opinions  very  much,  if  they  were  now 
opposed  to  a  -united  system  of  education  ; 
for  this  petition,  it  should  be  observed,  was 
described  as  being  from  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics of  Ireland  generally.    His  hon.  Friend 
had   stated,  what  he  was  sure  he   would 
hereafter  regret  having  said,  that  any  sup- 
port to  the  national  system  of  educatiofi 
was  contrary  to  the  ordination  vows  of  the 
clergy.      He  believed  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  greatly  underrated  the  support  which 
the  national  system  received  from  the  Pro- 
testant  clergy   in   Ireland.     He   believed 
that  he  did  not  overstate  the  number  at 
500  of  that  body,  as  being  in  favour  of 
the  national  system;  and,  as  regarded  the 
laity,  a  much  larger  proportion  entertained 
similar   views.     It  was  well   known   that 
the  Presbyterian  clergy  were,  almost  to  a 
man,   or  at  least  considerably  the  larger 
portion  of   them,    in   favour   of  the   sys- 
tem; so  that,  taking  the  whole  Protestant 
population  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  found 
that  a  majority  of  them  was  in  favour  of 
the  national   system   of  education.     Cou- 
pling that  fact  with  the  circumstance  that 
the  system  was  supported  and  taken  ad- 
vantage of  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  population,  it  was  not  too 
much  to  say  that  the  system  of  education 
as  now  carried  on  in  Ireland  had  a  fair 
right   to   be   declared   and  received  as  a 
national  system,  and  as  receiving  the  sup- 


port of  the  great  majority  of  the  Irisk 
people.  If  hon.  Members  had  read  the 
fifteenth  report  of  the  CommisBionera  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland,  they  would 
sec  that  the  system  was  extending  itself. 
On  the  31st  of  December,  1847,  there 
were  3,825  schools,  having  402,632  pniMls, 
under  the  board.  At  the  close  of  1848, 
the  number  of  schools  was  4,109,  and  of 
pupils  507,469,  showing  a  total  increase  in 
the  schools  of  284,  and  in  the  enrolled 
pupils  for  the  year  ending  the  3l8t  of 
December,  1848,  of  104.837.  Now,  look- 
ing to  the  condition  of  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment — looking  to  the  amount  of 
misery  and  distress  that  had  OTCrtaken 
that  unfortunate  country — it  was,  he  would 
say,  an  extraordinary  fact  that  there  should 
be  at  this  moment  500,000  children  at- 
tending the  schools  of  the  National  Board. 
And  he  would  caution  tho  House  not  to 
be  hasty  in  disturbing  a  system  which 
must  eventually  bring  forward  good  fruits, 
and  be  the  means  of  regenerating  the 
social  system  of  that  country.  He  dUd  not 
complain  of  this  Motion  being  hrougfat  for- 
ward. He  was  convinced  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  actuated  by  the  most  con- 
scientious motives  in  bringing  the  qnestkm 
before  the  House,  and  he  was  also  satis- 
fied that  the  large  proportion  of  the  Pro- 
testaut  clergy  of  Ireland  were  likewise 
influenced  by  tho  most  conscientious  mo- 
tives in  their  hostility  to  the  system;  hut 
at  the  same  time  he  believed  that  that 
opposition  of  the  Protestant  clergy  was 
diminishing,  and  had  materially  decreased 
since  the  first  introduction  of  the  system. 
Ho  believed  it  was  every  year  hecoming 
less,  and  he  therefore  regretted  the  more 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  reopen  the  question  on  the 
present  occasion.  Ho  hoped  they  should 
never  forget  the  services  of  those  who  had 
been  instrumental  in  establishing  this  sys- 
tem. While  they  had  been  engaged  in 
that  House  in  the  more  exciting  pursoita 
of  politics,  others  in  Ireland,  under  much 
obloquy,  had  been  instrumental  in  forwaid- 
ing  this  system.  He  thought  that  Ireland 
owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  Lord 
Stanley  and  the  Government  hy  whom 
the  system  had  been  introduced;  hut  there 
was  one  individual  whoso  motives  had  been 
impugned,  and  made  the  subject  of  ohloqiiy 
and  reproach — he  meant  his  friend  Dr, 
i  Whateley,  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin*  to 
I  whom,  from  his  steadiness  in  upholding 
j  this  system,  they  owed  a  debt  of  gratitiide 
they  could  never  repay,   or  nerer      ^ 
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ciently  acknowledge.  In  the  last  para- 
graph hut  one  of  the  last  report  of  the 
commissioners,  he  perceived  an  allusion  to 
the  death  of  a  dear  and  regretted  friend  of 
his,  who  was  equally  entitled  to  the  grati- 
tude of  the  Irish  people.  He  meant  his 
lamented  friend  the  late  Anthony  Ilichard 
Blake,  who  had  marked  his  devotion  to  the 
system  hy  the  munificent  gift  of  1,000Z., 
to  be  expended  in  forwarding  the  system 
of  national  education.  He  would  not  enter 
more  in  detail  into  this  suhject.  The 
House  would  see  that  the  system  was  esta- 
blished throughout  the  country,  that  the 
number  of  schools  was  increasing,  and  that 
they  had  every  reason  to  hope  that  as  the 
system  progressed  the  education  and  well- 
being  of  the  people  would  increase.  He 
sincerely  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House 
would  pause  before  it  did  anything  to  shake 
the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  perma- 
nence of  the  system ;  and,  entertaining 
that  view,  while  he  gave  every  credit  to 
the  motives  of  his  hon.  Friend  in  bringing 
the  subject  forward,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  in  rejecting  the  pro- 
position that  had  been  made. 

Viscount  BERNARD  said,  that,  as  re- 
presenting the  opinions  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the  south 
of  Ireland,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  express 
his  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  should  have  been 
led  away  by  the  mistaken  assertions  of  the 
commissioners,  with  regard  to  the  progress 
and  increasing  popularity  of  the  national 
system  of  education.  It  was  only  this 
very  day  that  he  had  presented  a  petition 
signed  by  ninety-one  Roman  Catholic  heads 
of  families  in  the  west  of  the  county  of 
Cork,  describing  the  benefits  which  they 
enjoy  from  the  scriptural  education  af- 
forded to  their  children  by  the  Church  Ed- 
ucation Society,  and  praying  for  an  exten- 
sion of  that  system.  He  objected  to  the 
national  system  of  education,  because  he 
believed  it  to  be  wrong  in  principle,  and 
dishonest  in  practice.  He  objected  to  it, 
because  it  had  utterly  failed  in  its  objects, 
and  because  its  promoters  had  never 
adopted  any  honest  mode  by  which  the 
united  system  of  education  could  be  effec- 
tual. An  analogy  had  been  drawn  between 
the  workhouse  schools  and  the  national 
schools,  though  in  the  former  a  neutral 
board  of  the  laity  was  present  to  settle  any 
disputes  that  might  arise;  while  in  the 
latter  there  was  no  appeal  except  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  schoolmaster  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  priest  by  whom  he  had  been  ap- 


pointed. Upwards  of  100  years  ago.  Arch- 
bishop Boulter,  in  writing  to  the  Duke  of 
Dorset,  in  1734,  said — 

"  I  have  no  doubt  the  King  would  grant  an  an- 
nuity to  us  for  education,  but  it  would  cause  a 
clamour  in  tho  House  of  Commons." 

And  the  very  same  objection  to  a  grant 
appeared  to  exist  at  the  present  day.  He 
believed  that  a  more  determined  advocate 
of  scriptural  education  never  existed  than 
the  distinguished  prelate  who  now  presided 
over  the  Church  of  Ireland.  He  considered 
that  the  national  system  had  utterly  failed 
in  the  attainment  of  the  objects  which  were 
sought  for,  and  in  proof  of  it  he  would  read 
the  following  opinion  of  the  pious  Bishop 
Jebb,  Bishop  of  Limerick,  who  said — 

"  Plans  have  been  submitted  of  generalised  ed- 
ucation ;  with  these,*  the  clergy  have  manifestly 
nothing  to  do  ;  of  such  plans  the  fate  is  to  be  de- 
cided by  parliamentary  wisdom  and  discretion; 
but  specific  church-in-Ireland  education  is  a  sub. 
ject  in  which  the  clergy  feel  the  deepest  concern  : 
and  feeling  this  concern,  they  naturally  wish  that 
it  should  at  once  engage  the  attention  and  elicit 
the  bounty  of  Parliament." 

In  the  year  ending  December,  1847,  the 
increase  in  the  number  of  schools  in  con- 
nexion with  the  National  Board  in  the 
county  of  Cork  was  sixteen,  while  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  scriptural  schools 
for  the  same  period  was  nineteen.  In  the 
national  schools  there  was  a  decrease  in 
the  number  of  pupils  of  12,339,  while  in 
the  schools  of  the  Church  Education  So- 
dety  there  was  an  increase  of  5,835.  The 
average  expense  for  each  scholar  under 
the  national  system  was  151,  10«.,  while 
under  the  Church  Education  Society  it  was 
3/.  lOs.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  al- 
luded to  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
scholars  in  a  time  of  distress  and  famine; 
but  he  ought  to  have  added  that  this  in- 
crease was  owing  to  the  workhouse  schools, 
and  to  the  nimiber  of  children  who  had 
been  forced  to  become  inmates  of  tho 
workhouses.  In  the  year  1847,  there  had 
been  a  decrease  of  53,788  pupils  in  the 
national  schools,  while,  for  the  same  pe- 
riod, there  had  been  an  increase  of  20,000 
in  the  schools  of  the  Church  Education  So- 
ciety. How  was  it  that  in  that  report  they 
heard  of  agricultural  schools  about  to  be 
opened,  the  rules  for  the  regulation  of 
which  schools  were  to  be  laid  upon  tho 
table  of  the  House  next  year  ?  How  was  it 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  pro- 
mise to  have  the  rules  ready  before  next 
year  ?  But,  in  fact,  he  (Viscount  Bernard) 
thought  that  the  national  school  system 
could   not   last   in  Ireland  much  longer. 
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of  readiDg.  The  schools  of  tho  society 
shall  be  open  to  all  children  whatsoever 
belonging  to  the  parish  in  which  the  school 
may  be  situate,  and/  having  tho  parochial 
minister's  approbation  for  attending  it; 
and  no  child  shall  be  excluded  on  account 
of  the  inability  of  its  parents  to  pay  for  its 
instruction.  This  was  his  (Mr.  Hamilton's) 
case.  He  wanted  to  know  on  what  prin- 
ciple it  was  that,  while  Government  in 
England  support  and  assist  Roman  Catholic 
schools,  who  gloried  in  their  distinctive 
marks,  and  who  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving their  peculiar  distinctive  religious 
character,  used  symbols  which  rendered 
them  inaccessible  to  Protestants,  all  aid  is 
refused  to  schools  in  connexion  with  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland?  He  wanted 
to  know  on  what  principle  it  is  that,  while 
in  England  you  have  such  regard  to  the 
conscientious  opinions  of  Roman  Catholics, 
that  you  assist  their  schools  notwithstand- 
ing those  distinctive  characteristics  of 
which,  as  Protestants,  you  must  disap- 
prove; in  Ireland  you  make  no  allowance 
for  the  conscientious  convictions  of  Protes- 
tants on  a  matter  involving,  as  they  think, 
a  fundamental  principle  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, and  refuse  to  assist  schools  the  rules 
of  which  require  that  the  formularies  of 
the  Church  should  be  taught  to  the  children 
of  the  Church,  and  scriptural  instruction 
given  to  all.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  earnestly 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
take  these  matters  into  their  consideration. 
It  ought  to  be  an  object  with  all  parties  in 
the  House  to  place  a  subject  so  important 
as  education  in  Ireland  on  a  satisfactory 
footing.  He  did  not  believe  there  would 
bo  as  much  difficulty  in  effecting  this  as 
was  generally  supposed,  if  the  noble  Lord 
at  tho  head  of  the  Government  would  take 
up  the  subject  with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory 
adjustment.  The  Established  Church  only 
claimed  for  themselves  the  freedom  which 
was  allowed  to  others.  The  system  was 
such  as  to  enable  all  other  denominations 
in  Ireland  to  establish  schools  without 
offence  to  their  conscientious  convictions. 
Enable  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church 
to  do  the  same.  Where  parties  are  de- 
sirous of  establishing  scriptural  schools, 
enable  them  to  establish  them,  and  let 
children  attend  them  or  not,  as  they  or 
their  parents  might  think  proper.  There 
was  one  argument  used  in  support  of  the 
national  system,  which  probably  he  should 
not  have  noticed,  if  it  had  not  come  from 
a  very  high  authority.  The  national  sys- 
tem was  defended  upon  tho  grounds  of  an 


analogy  supposed  to  exist  between  that 
system  and  the  plan  of  education  adopted 
in  the  University  which  he  (Mr.  HamiltOD) 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  But  sorely 
an  analogy  could  scarcely  bo  siutained 
between  a  university  for  tno  completion  of 
the  education  of  young  men,  and  schoolB 
for  the  education  of  tho  poor.  In  the 
former  case  it  must  bo  presumed  that  the 
Christian  religion,  or  at  least  its  Icadiog 
principles,  had  been  taught  to  each  stu- 
dent before  he  entered  the  university.  In 
the  latter  it  must  be  obvious  that,  inas- 
much as  the  children  of  the  poor,  if  thej 
go  to  school  at  all,  they  must  go  at  an 
early  age — they  must  be  taught  religion 
in  school,  and  must  depend  upon  their 
masters  for  religious  instruction  ;  and  that 
consideration  alone,  he  thought,  was  snf- 
iicient  to  overthrow  the  analogy.  But,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  system  of  Dublin  resem- 
bled much  more  nearly  tho  system  of  the 
Church  Education  Society  than  that  of 
the  National  Board.  At  the  preliminaTy 
examination  on  entrance,  all  the  stodents 
were  obliged  to  pass  an  examination  in 
portions  of  the  New  Testament,  with  the 
view  of  ascertaining  their  knowledge  of 
the  Scriptures.  So  far  jou  have 
the  scriptural  principle ;  and  several 
books  of  a  religious  character  consti- 
tuted also  a  part  of  the  undergraduate 
course  for  every  student;  Roman  Catho^ 
lies,  it  is  true,  are  not  compelled  to  at* 
tend  chapel,  or  to  learn  any  of  the  forma* 
laries  of  the  Church.  In  Uiis  respect  aho 
it  resembled  the  system  of  the  Chnrdi 
Education  Society.  But  there  was  no 
prohibition  with  regard  to  any  student 
seeking  or  obtaining  religious  instruction 
from  his  tutor;  on  the  contrary,  if  he 
sought  it,  his  tutor  would  be  bound  to  girt 
it.  Very  different  from  that  was  the  system 
of  the  National  Board,  which  subjected  the 
master  to  dismissal  if  he  instructed  chil* 
dren  in  the  Bible  contrary  to  the  ndes  ef 
the  board.  He  (Mr.  Hamilton)  would  uam 
conclude.  He  had  that  day  preaeoted  t 
petition,  signed  by  64,000  of  Her  liajesty*i 
subjects  in  Ireland ;  he  had  also  presented 
a  petition,  signed  by  1,587  of  the  clenj 
of  tho  Established  Church  in  Ireland;  we 
petitioners  in  both  state  their  conscientioai 
objections  to  tho  national  system;  dMJ 
pray  for  toleration — they  pray  that  tbe 
principles  which  you  apply  to  education  in 
England  may  be  applied  in  Ireland — thej 
complain  that,  because  of  a  conBoientiooi 
conviction,  which,  through  otU  report  an! 
good  report,  they  hold,  and  moat 
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to  bold,  they  are  debarred  from  all  advan- 
tages in  the  educational  grants  in  Ireland, 
while  they  see  all  other  denominations  in 
both  countries  freely  admitted  to  it.  It  is 
strange,  in  these  times,  that  such  a  peti- 
tion should  be  necessary  on  the  part  of  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church.  It  is 
stranger  still  that  the  prayer  of  it  should 
be  opposed  by  those  who  set  up  so  pre- 
eminently as  the  advocates  of  the  princi- 
ples of  education  and  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty.  Whatever  might  be  the  result  of 
his  Motion  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
however  it  might  suffer  from  the  feeble 
advocacy  of  the  individual  who  was  then 
addressing  the  House,  he  felt  the  strongest 
confidence  that  the  question  only  required 
to  be  understood  by  the  people  of  England, 
in  order  to  induce  them,  by  the  force  of 
public  opinion,  to  compel  Government  to 
do  justice  to  the  conscientious  feelings  of 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  a  love  of  justice,  toleration,  and  fair 
play,  were  pre-eminently  the  characteristics 
of  Englishmen.  He  believed  further  that 
a  regard  for  tho  fundamental  principles  of 
the  Reformation  was  deeply  rooted  in  the 
English  mind,  and  that  they  would  be  dis- 
posed to  sympathise  with  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  in  the  anxious  and  zealous  re- 
gard  with  which  they  held  those  principles, 
from  the  maintenance  and  advancement  of 
which,  in  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  con- 
scientiously believed  the  moral,  social,  and 
physical  improvement  of  Ireland,  more 
than  upon  any  other  cause,  depended. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  direct  that  such  a  modification  of  the 
system  of  National  Education  in  Ireland  may  be 
made  as  may  remove  the  conscientious  objections 
which  a  large  proportion  of  the  Clergy  and  Laity 
of  the  Established  Church  entertain  to  that 
system  as  at  present  carried  into  operation ;  or 
otherwise  that  means  may  bo  taken  to  enable 
those  of  the  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the  Established 
Church,  who  entertain  such  conscientious  objec- 
tions, to  extend  the  blessings  of  Scriptural  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland." 

Mr.  HEALD  seconded  the  Motion. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  kept  the  word  of  promise  with 
which  he  opened  his  speech,  namely,  that 
he  would  indulge  in  no  observations  or 
remarks  calculated  to  give  offence  to  any 
Gentleman  who  might  hold  different  opinions 
from  himself.  If  he  (Sir  W.  Somerville) 
were  inclined  to  take  exception  to  any  part 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  speech,  it  would  be  to 
the  part  wherein  he  intimated  that  upon 
tUfl  question  he  was  giving  expression  to 


the  feelings  and  convictions  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland.  His  hon.  Friend  forgot 
that  the  Protestants  who  differed  from  his 
views  were  equally  conscientious  with  him- 
self, and  that  they  did  not  agree  with  him. 
He  denied  that  a  majority  of  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland  was  opposed  to  this  system. 
The  great  objection,  however,  which  he 
had  to  the  Motion  was,  that,  let  it  be  pro- 
posed under  what  aspect  it  might,  it  went 
to  the  aboHtion  of  the  national  system  of 
education.  The  moment  that  system  was 
divested  of  its  character  of  universal  opera- 
tion— the  moment  its  distinctive  character 
was  banished — it  would  become  a  system 
which  would  recognise  only  a  sect.  It 
would  not  be  national  education,  and  there 
must  be  a  grant  for  the  education  of  every 
religious  denomination.  For  these  reasons 
he  did  not  think  the  Motion  would  be  con- 
ducive to  the  interests  of  Ireland,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  consent  to  it.  The 
question  was  one  of  extreme  difficulty  and 
of  extreme  importance.  He  need  go  no 
further  back,  to  show  the  difficulty  of  the 
question,  than  to  the  year  1832,  when 
Lord  Stanley  founded  the  present  system^ 
and  when  the  educational  progress  of  the 
people  was  very  limited.  Let  the  House 
remember  the  number  of  commissions 
issued  in  progress  of  the  inquiry;  and  that 
in  one  of  them  several  prelates  of  the 
Established  Church  recommended  to  Par- 
liament the  adoption  of  the  present  system. 
Jhe  system  had  been  in  operation  now  for 
sixteen  years,  and  it  had  been  eminently 
successful.  They  had  upheld  their  course 
through  good  report  and  through  evil  re- 
port, and  their  efforts  had  been  crowned 
with  success  ;  and  he  believed  the  system 
was  daily  recommending  itself  more  and 
more  to  the  people  of  Ireland  of  every 
class  and  creed.  It  was  a  system  that  was 
free  to  all — that  coerced  the  consciences 
of  none — and  that  held  out  the  blessings  of 
education  equally  to  every  part  of  the 
community.  His  hon.  Friend  stated,  that 
no  system  of  education  was  tolerable  that 
was  not  based  on  religion.  If  the  phrase 
had  any  meaning,  it  was,  that  no  system 
of  education  should  exist  which  did  not 
require  from  those  who  took  advantage  of 
it,  submission  to  the  religious  education 
established  in  the  schools.  Was  that  the 
case  in  England?  Did  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  that  the  students  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  were  allowed  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  education  which  it  afforded, 
without  attending  a  particular  form  of 
worship?     The  hon.  Geutleman  said,  that 
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in  fact,  no  other  system  Iq  Ireland  ex- 
hibited so  great  a  want  of  unity.  The 
14th  report  of  the  Commissioners  on  Na- 
tional Education,  Ireland,  would  show  that 
the  contrary  was  the  fact.  It  would  ap- 
pear that  there  were  423  Presbyterian 
ministers  who  were  acting  as  patrons  of 
national  schools;  but  then  all  these  schools 
were  not  under  the  control  of  the  board. 
Of  the  423  schools,  only  28  were  vested, 
and  under  the  control  of  the  board.  lie 
challenged  contradiction  to  those  facts; 
if  they  were  disputed,  he  would  substan- 
tiato  them  by  documentary  evidence.  So 
that  there  were  395  patrons  of  non-vested 
schools.  Now,  the  number  of  non->restcd 
schools  as  compared  with  vested  schools  is 
as  two  to  one — but  the  number  of  Pres- 
byterian ministers  acting  as  patrons  in  the 
respective  schools  is,  fourteen  in  the  non- 
vested  to  one  in  the  vested  schools.  This 
exhibits  clearly  that  the  Presbyterian  clergy 
as  a  body  have  not,  as  it  has  been  sought 
to  prove,  at  all  modified  their  views  on 
scriptural  education,  and  have  only  joined 
the  board  in  a  manner  that  enables  them 
to  exercise  their  own  discretion.  If  any 
thought  that  the  Presbytenan  body  would 
give  in  their  adhesion,  without  stipulating 
that  they  should  have  free  action  with 
respect  to  their  scholars,  they  very  much 
mistook  the  pertinacy  of  that  body.  The 
Presbyterian  body  certainly  availed  them- 
selves of  the  privilege  of  obtaining  books 
at  a  reduced  price:  but  they  would  admit 
of  no  interference  with  respect  to  the  re- 
ligious instruction  which  they  conscien- 
tiously thought  should  be  administered  to 
their  pupils.  With  respect  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  it  had  been  said  that  out 
of  2aXX>  of  the  clergymen  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  5«X>  had  given  in  their 
adhesion  to  this  system:  but  after  a  rigid 
examination  of  the  number  of  patrons,  it 
would  ap[*ear  that  there  were  only  127 
dorgymeu  of  the  Established  Church  pa- 
trons of  non-vested,  as  a^jLinst  4S  patrons 
of  vesteil  school?.  To  that  small  minority 
the  course  of  patronage  had  been  mainly 
divertevl.  For  years  it  l;ad  been  felt  that 
it  was  a  tar  to  a  man's  advancement  in 
that  prvtVssion  if  he  had  not  given  in  his 
adhesion  to  the  National  Board.  The  drst 
tjuestivU  addressed  by  Government  to  an 
applicant  was  as  to  his  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  the  Boarxl  of  National  Edu- 
cation. He  would  now  shortly  state  the 
grounds  upt>n  which  he  was  opposed,  not 
altogether,  but  to  a  great  extent,  to  the 
wav  in  which  the  National  Board  carried 


out  the  duties  they  had  undertsken.  He 
must,  however,  first  state  that  he  thought 
their  training  schools  worthy  of  all  praise, 
and  their  b^ks  most  excellent;  in  fact, 
the  latter  were  most  extensivelj  used  m 
the  Church  education  schools.  But  what 
he  did  complain  of  was,  that  the  board 
wholly  failed  to  establish  a  united  system 
of  education,  embracing  the  children  of  all 
denominations,  and  that  it  did  permit  scrip- 
tural knowledge  to  be  excluded  mitiray 
from  hundreds  of  schools.  No  donbt  tho 
system  had  been  undertaken  with  good 
intentions;  but  what  he  insisted  upon 
was,  that  the  board  had  not  fulfilled  the 
pledges  held  out  to  the  public,  and  that  it 
never  could  do  so  until  the  system  was 
based  on  a  principle  of  scriptimd  edueatioii. 
By  a  return  partly  moved  for  in  1843,  and 
to  which  an  addition  had  been  made  in  his 
Motion  in  the  hist  Session,  it  woold  appear 
that  in  spite  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  commissioners  more  than  one  quarter 
of  the  whole  number  rejected  and  repa- 
diated  the  scriptural  extracts — ^that  they 
would  not  admit  them  within  the  walls  of 
the  schools,  or  aUow  them  to  be  read. 
Perhaps  the  House  was  not  aware  that  a 
work  was  compiled  caUed  Scriptural  Ex- 
tracts, which  received  the  sanction  of  high 
dignitaries  in  each  Church,  namely.  Arch- 
bishops Whately  and  Murray,  and  the  ap- 
proval of  distinguished  laymen  of  bofii 
creeds.  This  work  was  repeatedly  and 
earnestly  recommended  to  be  used  as  a 
class  book — it  was  allowed  to  be  read  in 
school-houses — not  only  on  its  own  merits, 
but  as  a  preface  to  the  reading  of  the  hoLj 
Scriptures,  which  the  commismners  of  thd 
board  profess  to  believe  to  be  the  only  true 
basis  of  all  sound  knowledge.  Tet  with 
these  recommendations,  they  allow  it  to 
be  wholly  excluded  from  more  than  a 
quarter  of  the  whole  number  of  scbods. 
Now  if  that  were  the  case,  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  him,  that  there 
must  be  some  fault  in  a  system  which  al- 
lowed the  recommendations  of  such  influ- 
ential men  to  be  set  at  nought.  He  found 
it  stated  in  the  public  papers  that  Lord 
Clarendon  had  paid  a  visit  to  the  tnuning 
schools.  He  expressed  his  lugh  gratifica- 
tion at  the  vi^t,  but  also  expressed  lus 
regret  that  so  large  a  number  of  persons 
were  carrying  on  a  crusade  against  the 
system.  His  Excellency  aUuded  to  the 
charge  that  bibles  were  not  given  to  be 
read  in  the  national  schools,  and  said  that 
if  there  were  any  such  rule  laid  down  by 
the  board,  or  if  no  time  was  gnea  to  rdi- 
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gious  instruction,  there  would  not  be  found 
a  more  uncompromising  opponent  of  the 
system  than  himself.  He  said  also  that 
the  class  books  and  scripture  extracts 
were,  to  his  own  knowledge,  used  in  the 
schools  in  Dublin  ;  but  would  Lord  Claren- 
don have  expressed  this  opinion  if  he  had 
known  that  in  no  fewer  than  1,250  of  the 
schools  under  the  board,  or  more  than  a 
quarter  of  the  entire  number,  all  religious 
instruction  was  utterly  excluded,  and  the 
class  books  and  scripture  extracts  com- 
pletely rejected  ?  How  were  these  things 
to  be  explained  ?  He  knew  that,  in  his 
own  neighbourhood,  these  extracts  were 
excluded  ;  and  how,  then,  could  it  be  said 
that  this  system  was  based  upon  religious 
instruction?  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  writing 
to  the  Primate  of  Ireland  a  few  years  ago, 
said  that  the  national  system  ought  to  have 
a  religious  basis  ;  and  the  supporters  of 
the  system  treated  as  a  libel  upon  the  Edu- 
cation Board  the  allegation  that  they  ex- 
cluded religious  education.  What,  then, 
must  be  said  to  the  fact,  that  1,250  of  the 
schools  excluded  even  the  scripture  extracts? 
and  as  the  average  number  of  scholars  in 
each  school  was  104,  there  must  be  about 
130,000  children  who  were  being  educated 
in  these  schools  in  total  and  entire  igno- 
rance of  anything  in  the  shape  of  scrip- 
tural knowledge.  Was  that  not  a  most 
monstrous  state  of  things  for  a  Christian 
country?  He  did  not  want  to  force  upon 
the  children  of  Roman  Catholic  parents 
any  doctrine  unpalatable  to  that  Church; 
but  he  would  appeal  to  the  authority  of 
Archbishop  Murray,  who  had  all  along  said 
that  the  scripture  extracts  ought  to  be 
made  a  class-book.  It  was  neither  politic 
nor  economic  to  bring  up  the  Catholic 
youth  in  this  state  of  darkness;  and  it 
would  be  a  wiser  policy  to  adopt  a  more 
expensive  system  of  education,  which  should 
introduce  religion,  but  in  no  sectarian  or 
exclusive  spirit.  Such  a  thing  could  not 
be  contrary  to  true  liberty  of  conscience. 
They  might  trace  the  progress  of  crime  to 
be  in  the  direct  ratio  in  which  the  Scrip- 
tures were  excluded  from  the  schools.  In 
Ulster,  crime  was,  with  respect  to  the  total 
number  of  the  population,  represented  by 
one  offence  to  every  1,629  persons  ;  in 
Munster,  the  proportion  was  one  in  745  ; 
and  in  Connaught,  one  in  360.  And  these 
numbers  represented,  with  sufficient  accu- 
racy, the  proportion  of  schools  in  those 
provinces  in  which  the  Scriptures  were 
excluded.  And  did  not  that  show  how 
dangerous  it  was  to  leave  the  people  with- 


out the  benefits  of  scriptural  training.  It 
had  been  entirely  assumed  for  the  last  few 
years  that  the  present  system  was  the  only 
system  that  would  answer  and  accord  with 
the  feelings  of  the  people  ;  but  this  as- 
sumption was  altogether  unwarranted  by 
the  fact.  There  was  another  society  in 
Ireland  which  really  did  give  a  united  and 
a  scriptural  education  ;  and  the  success  it 
had  met  with  proved  how  popular  it  was 
with  the  parents  of  all  denominations.  But 
every  attempt  had  been  made  to  crush  the 
system  of  the  Church  Education  Society; 
but  this  was  in  reality  the  only  united 
system  in  existence  in  Ireland,  and  it  would 
be  more  fitly  named  the  Scriptural  Educa- 
tion Society  of  Ireland,  for  the  present 
name  led  many  to  suppose  that  all  the 
children  were  instructed  in  the  catechism 
and  formularies  of  the  Established  Church. 
Such  was  not  the  case.  The  House  might 
be  surprised  to  learn  that  in  numbers  of 
cases  the  system  of  education  pursued  in 
these  schools  was  infinitely  preferred  even 
by  Roman  Catholics.  He  knew  of  cases 
where  the  children  of  Catholic  parents 
travelled  miles,  and  passed  the  door  of  the 
national  school  on  their  way  to  attend  the 
school  of  the  Church  Education  Society. 
The  total  number  of  children  educated  in 
the  schools  of  this  society  was  about 
120.000,  of  whom  about  62,000,  or  the 
majority  of  the  whole  number,  did  not  be- 
long to  the  Church,  and  of  whom  there 
were  46,000  Roman  Catholics  and  15,000 
Presbyterians.  Now,  in  great  numbers  of 
the  schools  under  the  National  Board,  the 
children  were  either  all  Roman  Catholics, 
or  all  Presbyterians;  while  the  schools  of 
the  Church  Education  Society  exhibited  a 
combination  of  children  of  all  creeds.  The 
Church  Education  Society  invited  the 
strictest  investigation,  and  it  would  be 
found  on  inquiry  whether  the  system  they 
practised  was  not  the  one  recommended  in 
the  blue  books — namely,  that  of  a  really 
national  system.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  suspend  their  judgment,  and  not 
believe,  when  they  supported  the  National 
Board,  that  it  was  the  only  system  under 
which  the  children  in  Ireland  were  at  pre- 
sent being  educated.  They  did  not  ask 
for  Government  influence  in  favour  of  their 
schools  ;  they  merely  wished  to  receive  a 
share  of  the  public  support,  and  consider- 
ing that  there  were  120,000  children  edu- 
cated in  these  schools,  and  46,000  of  them 
Roman  Catholics,  he  thought  the  Church 
Education  Society  might  fairly  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  participate  in  that  grant  which 
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was  gi?eil  by  the  British  public  avowedly 
for  a  national  and  religious  system  of  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  At  present  it  was  en- 
tirely supported  by  voluntary  contributions 
— and  he  appealed  to  the  House  whether 
the  best  test  of  merit  was  not  that  of  com- 
petition. Let  the  parents  of  Ireland  decide 
which  system  they  prefer;  but  do  not  allow 
any  set  of  men  to  assert  that  the  parents 
of  Ireland  do  not  wish  their  children  to 
read  the  Scriptures,  but  let  the  parents 
speak  for  themselves,  by  giving  them  a 
choice,  which  could  only  be  done  by 
Btrengthening  the  hands  of  the  Church 
Education  Society. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  having 
heard  the  objections  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
must  still  say  that  this  system — having 
been  adopted  in  1831  and  1832,  and 
having  been  pursued  from  that  time  under 
different  Governments — having  now  arrived 
at  that  point  at  which,  by  tho  last  official 
report,  it  had  4,000  schools  established 
under  it,  and  educated  upwards  of  500,000 
children — he  thought  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  strong  case  made  out  to  induce  the 
House  to  say,  •*  Wo  will  put  an  end  to 
this  system — we  will  adopt  another  which 
may  be  better,  but  which  shall  uproot  that 
which  has  continued  for  seventeen  years, 
and  given  education  to  so  many  children 
who  never  had  an  opportunity  of  receiving 
it  before."  The  noble  Lord  was,  he 
thought,  most  inconsistent  in  his  objections 
to  the  system.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  this  was  a  completely 
perfect  system  of  education,  or  the  very 
oest  which,  were  circumstances  other  than 
they  were,  might  be  adopted.  What  the 
original  authors  and  promoters  of  these 
schools  —  established  first  under  Lord 
Stanley — said,  was,  that  various  attempts 
had  been  made  to  diffuse  the  benefits  of 
education,  nil  of  which  had  failed,  from 
tho  impossibility  of  overcoming  tho  ob- 
stacles which  appeared  in  the  way,  so  that 
it  became  necessary  to  suit  the  mode  of 
conveying  it  to  the  capacities  of  those  who 
were  to  receive  it.  Now,  one  of  the  first 
objections  made  to  the  proniotion  of  a 
scheme  of  education  was,  that  Roman 
Catholic  parents  would  not  agree  to  the 
instruction  of  their  cliildren  in  tho  Pro- 
testant Scriptures.  He  said  Protestant, 
meaning  the  version  authorised  and  adopted 
by  Protestants,  but  not  the  version  which 
the  Roman  Catliolic  priests  or  laity  be- 
lieved to  be  the  true  version.  Now,  it 
was  not  giving  them  religious  instruction 
according  to  their  belief,  if  you  say  you 


make  it  compubiory  that  they  ahotild  re- 
ceive education  in  a  verBion  of  the  Scrip- 
tures which  they  do  not  believe  to  be  a 
true  and  complete  one.      But   then  the 
noble  Lord  said  that,  after  all^  there  wu 
a  great  number  of  theae   scbools  which 
were  non-vested,  which  were  not  complete- 
ly in  union  with  the  National  Board,  and 
which  did  not  adopt  its  regulations.    Now, 
he  would  have  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  have   approved  of  schools  of  that 
kind,   for  they  did  not  adopt   in   manr 
respects  the  scheme  which  he  advocated. 
It  was   not,   however,   true   to   say  that 
these  schools  did  comply  with  the  regula- 
tions of  the  board.     In  some  particnlars 
only  they  were  not  subject  to  these  regu- 
lations, and  the  patrons  of  the  schoob  in 
question  were  allowed  to  take  their  own 
course.      A    patron  connected   with    the 
Established  Church  might  say,  that  from 
ten  o'clock  till  eleven  o  clock  instruction 
should  be  given  in  the   Scriptures,   the 
Catechism,  and  the  peculiar  doctrines  of 
the  Church  of  England;    but  from  the 
latter  hour  to  that  at  which  the  schod 
rose  there  should  be  no  instruction  which 
could  not  be  given  to  Roman  Catholics  as 
well  as  to  Presbyterians  and  Episcopalians; 
and  therefore  the  Roman  Catholic  scholars 
were  not  obliged  to  attend  the  religions 
instruction  during  the  first  hour  of  school. 
But  tho  patron  could  say,  beyond  that, 
that    no    religious   instruction   would   be 
allowed  except  that  of  the  Choreh  of  Eng* 
land ;  that  power,  he  should  have  thought, 
would  have  rather  diminished  the  objections 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  than  have  in- 
creased them,  because  it  showed  a  rerj 
considerable  latitude  in  the  plan  of  the 
National  Board.     It  showed  that  it  had  no 
objection  to  such  schools  being  connected 
with  it.     But  then  the  noble  Lord  took 
another  objection,  and  one  which  seemed 
to  him  (Lord  J.   Russell)  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent kind  from  the  others.     It  was,  that 
the  scripture  extracts  were  not  read  in  a 
great  number  of  the  schools;  and  he  esti- 
mated that  out  of  4,000  schools  there 
were  1,200  in  which  they  were  not  read* 
leaving  about  2,800  schools  in  which  the 
extracts  were  read.     But  then  the  noble 
Lord  here  showed  that  there  were  a  great 
number  of  schools  in  which  the  extracts 
were  read.     Now,  the  objections  made  on 
that  head  by  the  Church  Education  Com- 
mittee were  two.      The    one   was,   that 
these  scripture  extracts  wore  very  partial 
— that  they  showed  a  bias  towards  Roman 
Catholic  tenets;  and  the  neitj  singular  to 
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say,  was,  tbat  the  National  Board  did  not 
insist  on  the  compulsory  reading  of  those 
extracts  in  every  school  under  its  direction. 
The  first  objection  was,  in  fact,  that  the 
extracts  never  ought  to  be  read  at  all,  and 
the  second  was,  that  they  were  not  read 
everywhere.  Now,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  board  had  taken  a  veiy  judicious 
view  as  to  those  extracts.  He  owned  that 
when  they  were  first  set  on  foot,  in  the 
year  1831  and  1832,  it  seemed  to  him  im- 
possible that  a  Roman  Catholic  archbishop 
could  agree  to  extracts  of  which  a  Pro- 
testant archbishop  was  the  chief  author 
and  compiler.  But,  however,  with  regard 
to  2,800  schools,  that  difficulty  had  been 
got  over,  although  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
general  conceived  that  the  extracts  had  a 
Protestant  bias,  just  as  the  Protestants 
were  of  opinion  that  they  had  a  Catholic 
bias.  But  the  noble  Lord  was  wrong  in 
saying  that  it  followed  that  because  scrip- 
ture extracts  were  not  read  during  school 
hours,  that  there  must  be  a  necessary  ab- 
sence of  religious  instruction.  The  prin- 
ciple first  adopted — having  in  view  the 
strong  objections  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
to  the  reading  of  the  authorised  version  of 
the  Scriptures — was  founded  upon  a  desire 
to  give  as  much  secular  instruction  as 
possible  during  school  hours,  and  to  leave 
to  the  religious  teachers  of  the  several 
religious  bodies  the  duty  of  imparting 
religious  instruction  to  the  children  belong- 
ing to  these  bodies.  He  might  add,  that 
he  believed  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  were  most  anxious  that  the  children 
of  their  persuasion  should  receive  religious 
instruction.  It  was  not,  therefore,  true  to 
say  that  these  children  received  no  religious 
instruction.  But  the  question  was,  what 
was  the  alternative  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  of  the  University 
of  Dublin,  who  made  the  Motion  before 
the  House.  He  proposes  the  adoption  of 
a  modification  of  the  system.  He  said, 
**  Let  us  have  a  modification  in  which 
everybody  can  agree.'*  Modification  was 
a  very  gentle  term;  but  as  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  understood  the  word,  it  meant 
the  institution  of  a  compulsory  reading  of 
the  Scriptures  by  Roman  Catholic  children. 
To  this  their  parents  would  object;  and 
the  result  would  be,  that  of  the  half  million 
of  scholars,  a  great  proportion  would  be 
•t  once  driven  from  the  schools.  They 
would  not  succeed  in  teaching  the  children 
the  Scriptures,  and  they  would  fail  in 
givinff  them  secular  education.  They 
would  take  away  one  part  of  the  instruc- 


tion, and  not  leave  the  children  the  other. 
Now,  he,  for  one,  would  be  very  unwilling 
to    do    this.       They  had    heard    of    th^ 
benefits  which  Ulster  had  received  from  a 
widely-difi*used   system  of   education;    of 
that  system  Connaught  was  deprived,  or 
at  all  events  it  was  only  making  very  slow 
progress  there.   He  entreated  them,  there- 
fore, not  to  come  and  plant  an  additional 
obstacle   in  the  way — not  to  establish  a 
system  of  education  from  the  benefit  of 
which  every  Roman  Catholic  bishop  and 
priest  would  think  that  they  were  in  con- 
science bound  to   debar  the   children  of 
their  persuasion.     But  the  last  alternative 
mentioned   was,   that  there  ought  to  be 
some    grant    made    to    the    Established 
Church,  in  order  to  enable  it  to  instruct 
its  children  according  to  its  own  doctrine. 
Now,  to  this  there  were  two  objections. 
The  first  was,  that  the  House  could  hardly 
adopt  it  without  consenting  to  extend  a 
similar    beneficence  towards   the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.     The  House  had  heard 
the  terms  on  which  the  Committee  of  the  * 
Privy   Council  extended   aid  out   of  the 
national    fund    to    the    Boman    Catholic 
schools.  These  terms,  in  fact,  gave  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  the  complete  edu- 
cation of  the  children,  making  the  schools 
religious  ones,  and  only  providing  for  the 
inspection  of  the  secular  department.   But 
then,  if  they  were  to  make  education  ex- 
clusively  Roman   Catholic,   he  was  sure 
that  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite,  who  sup- 
ported   the    modification    now    proposed, 
would  be  the  first  to  assail  us  with  the 
charge   of   teaching  religious   error,  and 
would  object  at  least,  as  strongly  to  educa- 
tion being  entrusted  to  Roman  Catholics, 
as  they  did  now  to  a  system  of  general 
education.     The  other  objection  was,  that 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  funds  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  ought,  with- 
out any  grant,  to  be  sufficient  for  such 
purposes.     The  noble  Lord  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House,  had  spoken  of  the 
schools   to  which  he  was  attached,  and 
which  he  favoured,  as  if  they  were  under 
some   degree  of  persecution — as  if  they 
were  hardly  allowed  to  teach  the  catechism 
according  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England,  so  sorely  were  they  oppressed. 
Now  the  party  of  the  noble  Lord  had  per- 
fect liberty  to  establish  such  schools  as  they 
thought  proper.     If  Roman  Catholics  were 
eager  to  partake  of  the  benefit  of  scripture 
instruction    in   the    Church    of    England 
schools,  the  latter  might  be  established  by 
individuals.     The  Church  of  England,  as 
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establlsbed  in  Ireland,  was  a  rich  Churcli. 
The  laity  of  that  Chwrch,  as  iniii?idual5. 
were  in  possession  of  a  great  part  of  the 
property  of  Ireland,  and  vere  therefore 
not  the  persons  who  ought  to  complain 
that  they  had  not  the  full  means  of  esta- 
blishing educational  institutions  if  they 
thought  proper.  lie  was  reminded  by  all 
this  of  a  saying  of  a  Protestant  bi>hr'p 
of  the  last  century,  who,  when  he  was 
accused  of  distributing  Roman  Catholio 
bo«ks — books  of  religion  and  raoraliiy — 
amongst  the  people  of  his  diooeso.  and 
disseminating  error,  said,  he  shouid  be 
very  glad  if  all  the  people  of  his  dii »coso 
were  good  Protestants;  but  as  ho  could  Lot 
make  them  good  Protestants,  he  wr.s  glad 
to  have  good  Roman  Catholics  and  jtvXkI 
Christians,  and  therefore  it  was  that  he 
circulated  Iwoks  of  religion  and  Tnfrall'.y 
amongst  them.  That  was  a  most  chari- 
table and  most  wise  sentiment.  Tliis  law 
had  been   adopted   for   nearly    seven tt-t-n 


years,  and  he   trustetl  the  House 
not  consent  to  its  abrogation. 

Mr.  XAPIER  said,  as  a  sincere  r^-d 
conscientious  Protestant,  he  should  o\pross 
his  disapprobation  of  any  member  of  that 
Chnreh  who  would  seek  to  undermine  iV.i? 
relipon  to  which  he  l»elc.r.p?d  ;  but  he  dii 
not  entertain  th*^  same  sentiment  towards 
a  conscientious  Roman  Cn:hc:ie.  There 
was  one  sentiment  of  the  r.obie  Lord  which 
he  would  proceed  to  grappie  with.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  Pn..testain 
clergymen  of  Ire  land  wi-re  wealthy  on  ouch 
10  support  their  ow:^.  sj^hcMls.  [••  Divido. 
divide  !"]  At  that  iato  hour  a  quarter  to 
one'-  he  would  r.o:  trespass  loni:  on  the  at- 
tention and  T^aiior^cc-  cf   the  House  :  hu: 
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those  on  whose  behalf  he  appealed  ?  It  wai 
said  that  Presbyterian  schools,  that  Roman 
Catholic  schi>ols.  that  Protestant  schools 
were  to  be  established.  Before  the  year 
lSr>l  there  was  an  cxclnsire  srstem  ia 
o]>eration :  that  system  had  been  enlarged; 
what  they  now  asked  was  to  enable  those 
who  thought  scriptural  education  ongfat  to 
be  encouraged,  to  carry  out  that  system 
which  was  in  accordance  with  their  coDsd- 
oniious  views.  Surely  tbey  did  not  mesa 
to  exclude  those  from  the  benefit  of  the 
grant,  who  thought  the  present  system 
was  a  wror.g  one.  Lord  Stanley  bad 
written  a  Lnter  on  the  subject  of  the  scrip- 
t;:ral  extracts  used  in  the  schools;  but 
although  that  letter  was  published  in  the 
ar.nual  repc^ns,  a  certain  passage  in  it  ad- 
Ti  .eating  the  necessity  of  script ural  edoei- 
tii  n  was  omitted  since  the  years  1 836  and 
1  S>^>7.  TLe  extracts  which  bad  been  made 
wore  objected  to  by  some  because  tbey 
were  considered  favourable  to  the  doc- 
Id  trli.es  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Cburcb,  but 
yet  they  were  put  into  the  same  eale- 
::d  gory  with  tl;e  Bible  itself.  It  was  con- 
tended that  liecause  sc*me  of  tbose  extracts 
were  read  in  certain  schools  wbicb  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  visited,  that,  tbere- 


he  would  jus: 
clcTizyTnen  .-f 
IreJand.  that  :: 
were  divided. 


I'iiserre  wiih  respect  to  the    ti 
the    rrou-->ian:    Church   in 
'  the  T-rwrtV  tV.oy  pcissessed 
it  wj.Uiil  leave  them   c  r.  r»r. 


cf  l'*ub::n.  that  he  intended  to 
:.<2:iication  of  the  system;  bm 


averaire  an  mcor-v:-  o:  tr-.u*  I, 
and  dec-uetin^  pcnr-rau-s  r.:^ii 
]>enses  fro::i  ihit,  wc.ii.u  '-isv:- 
little  for  tii'O  s/.TOi-'r:  it  o^.jcl 
^uc^ti^^n  before  :he  li:  j>c  wi>  s 
There  was  a  kr-re  r.zr.:":»:r  of 
Ireland.  eoT^i'.jcte.^  .•:.  :.r'. :.»:•::".. 
spcct  to  whirh  n  e::isiic:ri.:'.;'  s-.-r 
commnnity  say  iliey  e:c"i  r,:: 
OQshr  avail  lijomse'ves  vf  tr.-:-  ^i 
asked  for  a  pan  c:  ;>:•:  i:r:.-..:. 
TCnsod  thcim,  l:rJi•^^  *::-:y  >^' 
eSD^tiAiis  which  wore  in  ct  :•:>>; 
anons  view>.  I:  n  \r£ 
t  to  £:ire  a  cT.'.T.t  vif  J'Sik^c 
pcrT»jses.  wi 


'.'/.  a  vc-ar 


.V  T.C'l  CTi-  i:c  to 


''-.'Tc.  there  was  no  exclusion  of  the  BiUe. 
He  should  conclude,  by  obserrin^  that  the 
preser.:  system  practically  excluded  the 
Protestants  fr«.'m  parncijtaxing  in  its  bene- 
fiis.  All  they  wanted  was  common  jus- 
tice: and  the  Hvuse  might  be  assured  that 
:ht  y  TT-.-j'^u  T^ot  cease  their  efforts  till  they 
LLii  :■":  :i":ied  it. 

Mr..  REYNOLPS  thouirbt,  when  he 
n-id  '].xr  DM  ice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Universiiy 
rircp.-^se  a  :i-..«J 

ho  fouTii.  t:  the  tail-<end  of  the  notice, 
another  fesiurc-.  which  he  might  construe 
thus — "  1  f  y  c  u  c  on 't  modify  the  system* 
pvc  us  a  si-r«arBt.^  graiii,  give  ns  a  pull  at 
the  KxcheccvT-."*  The  noble  Loni  the 
\ier.-;*:.cr  ::r  Tyrv-ne  had  attacked  the  en- 
tire >ysT.:n:;  Lz.i  it  ippeared  to  bim  (Mr. 
r*  ■:  y  n :  *  J  s  t ': .  a  t  L  e  o^.:  j-ht  t-o  have  delivered 
":.:>  f.-L'?:'::  i^ her.  the  irrant  was  nnder  con- 
>  \ ■ :  rr* : ; : : . ,  H  c  Mr.  Revn oids  thought  it 
v-a?  .'-.  r^iivaT'ce  to  the  pec-ple  of  Eng- 
.:.:..';.  S.-..i'.f.r..^,  md  Ireland,  to  vote  a 
7'.  r.r.v  c.-j;  c:  the  Exchequer  fc^r  edneatioii 
:  .;:•;. •:is;'f  .r.  Ireland.  t*ecause  he  tboogbt 
Thf*:  L..  II :  f:::.i?  ri-:u:red  for  odneation 
Tv.r: •.>:*•>  .-.i-iit  tv-  tie  takein  ont  of  the 
fu-.i.is  of  ;hi  ?r:.:e>t&3it  Church,  The  bon. 
i^urc'r.oi  t'::-:  Member  for  Fennanagb  had 
sr.:'iior  ci   thi    c::':i:rhtcnment   of  Ubier, 
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and  the  ignorance  of  the  people  of  Con- 
naught;  hut  he  forget  to  tell  the  House  that 
the  province  of  Connaught  had  hut  five 
counties,  and  1,400,000  inhahitants,  while 
the  province  of  Ulster  had  nine  counties, 
and  2,000,000  inhahitants.  That  made  a 
difference  in  the  population  of  something 
ahout  1,000,000.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
hegged  to  call  attention  to  the  last  report 
of  the  Board  of  Education,  from  which  it 
appeared  that  in  Ulster  there  were  1,674 
national  schools,  in  Munster,  with  155,000 
pupils,  909  ;  in  Leinster  1017,  and  in  Con- 
naught  509.  So  that  the  province  of  Ulster 
had  more  schools  under  the  control  of  the 
hoard  than  any  other  province  in  Ireland. 
But  that  was  not  Church  education ;  and 
he  had  to  congratulate  the  people  of  Ulster 
that  they  had  the  additional  blessing  of 
Church  education,  and  they  should  he  the 
most  enlightened  people  in  the  world. 
The  revenues  of  the  Irish  Church  amount- 
ed to  600,000?.  per  annum.  ["Divide, 
divide  !"]  He  would  he  most  happy  to  di- 
vide it  with  them.  He  would  remind  hon. 
Members  that  Ireland  was  a  Catholic 
country,  with  a  population  of  7,000,000  of 
Catholics,  and  but  750,000  Protestants; 
and,  to  superintend  the  spiritual  wants  of 
these  Protestants,  there  were  two  arch- 
bishops, ten  bishops,  and  not  less  than 
2,800  clergy.  ["  Question!"]  He  would 
give  hon.  Members  notice  that  this  was  hut 
the  beginning  of  the  discussion  on  this 
subject ;  and  he  hoped  that  in  the  begin- 
ning of  July  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  would  be  per- 
mitted to  bring  on  his  Motion  for  an  in- 
quiry into  the  appropriation  of  the  pro- 
perty, and  all  matters  connected  with  the 
pecuniary  abuses,  of  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland.  The  National  Board,  as  at 
present  constituted,  in  Ireland,  afforded 
education  to  upwards  of  500,000  children, 
without  religious  distinction;  and  the  chil- 
dren received  in  those  schools  a  much 
better  and  more  valuable  education  than 
was  given  in  their  large  universities.  It 
was  now  sought  to  go  back  from  that  sys- 
tem to  the  old  Kildare-street  proselytising 
and  exclusive  system.  [* 'Divide,  divide  !  '*] 
The  hon.  Member  then  moved,  in  conse- 
quence, as  he  stated,  of  the  continued  in- 
teruptions,  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  there  was 
not  a  single  sentence  the  hon.  Member  had 
uttered  which  had  not  been  listened  to  with 
the  greatest  attention;  and  what  more  could 
he  expect  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  stated,  that  the  in- 
VOL.CVL    {s^S} 


terruption  he  had  received  was  princi- 
pally from  the  hon.  Member  the  president 
of  the  Peace  Society.  The  hon.  Member 
then  proceeded  to  state,  that  the  Kildare 
system  was  one  which  was  repudiated  by 
every  sensible  person  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  system  which  at  present  existed  in  Ire- 
land was  one  that  ought  to  be  placed  in 
the  very  foremost  rank  in  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation. In  conclusion,  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  pay  no  attention  whatever  to 
the  Motion  before  it,  beyond  that  which 
was  due  to  the  personal  character  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  introduced  it  to  theit 
notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  102;  Noes 
162:  Majority  60. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blair,  S. 

Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bruce,  C,  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Castlereagb,  Visct. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 
Cole,  hon.  II.  A. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Deedes,  W. 
Dick,  Q. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  0. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  6. 
Edwards,  H. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A,  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Goring,  C. 

2  A 


Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greenall,  G. 
Grofan,  £. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Heald,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Uood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jolliflfe,  Sir  W.  G. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Ker,  R. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Lascelles,  hon.  £« 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Long,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
MUes,  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morgan,  0. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 

Newdegate,  C.  N. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Ruflford,  F. 
Smollett,  A. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  J. 
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Taylor,  T.  E. 
TroTor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
ViTian.  J.  E. 
Vyie,  E.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 

List  of 

Abdy,T.N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Adare,  Yiiet. 
Aloook,  T. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bellow,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capi, 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bemal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
BouTerie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Brand.  T. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bunhury,  E.  H. 
CardweU,  E. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
CaulfeUd,  J.  M. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  0. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
CorbaUy,  M.  E. 
Cowan,  C. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Curteis,  H.  M. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  £. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dnimmond,  H.  H. 
Duncan, G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ebrington,  Visot. 
Ellis,  J. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  J. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W, 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A, 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 


Walpole,  S.  H. 
WiUiams,T.  P. 
Willoughby,  SirH. 
Wodehouse,  E. 

TKLLBM. 

Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

the  Noes. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
HoUond,  R. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Keating,  R. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
I^boucherc,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Lockhart,  A.  £. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Maitland,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Matheson,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
Mure,  Col. 
Nieholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Nugent,  Lord 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
0*Flaherty,  A. 
Ord,  W. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryse,  P. 
Pugh,  D, 


Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Rommy,ShrJ. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ratherfurd,  A. 
Scully,  F. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Somerville,  rt.  hn.Sir  W. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Tennent,  R.  J. 


ThiekneMe,  E.  A, 
Thompson,  CoU 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt 
Yilliers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
WaU,  C.  B. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Williamson,  ^H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood.  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Toong,  Sir  J. 


TttfoeU,  H. 
HUl,  Lord  M. 


MARRIAGES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  tUs 
Bill. 

Mr.FORBES  said,  he  enterUuned  stroDg 
objections  to  the  measure,  and  baying 
pledged  himself  to  his  constituents  to  op- 
pose it,  must  protest  against  its  being  pro- 
ceeded with  at  that  hour  of  the  morning 
(near  two  o'clock).  He  moved  that  the 
Chairman  do  report  progress. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Chairman  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.  ' 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  24 ; 
Noes  59  :  Majority  35. 

List  of  tk$  Ayeb, 


Beresford,  W. 
Blair,  S. 

Christopher,  R.  A. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  G. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hastie,  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hindley,  C. 


Keating,  B. 
Lockhiut,  W. 
Newdegate,0.  N. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
Pilkington,  Jl 
Stafford,  A. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Thomely.  T. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H, 

TEUJUtS, 

Forbes,  W. 
Maokenile,  W.  F. 


List  of  the 'Soisis, 


BeUew,  R.  M. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  hon.  0.  C. 
Christy,  S. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cowan,  C. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Dnimmond,  H.  H. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ebrijigton,  Visct. 


Fordyoe,  A.  D. 
Graham,  rt.  boa.  Sir  J* 
Greene,  J. 

Grey,  rt.  honi  Sir  G. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt,  hon.  W.O, 
Herbert,  rt.  boa.  S, 
Heywood,  J. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labouohere,  rt,  hfn.  H 
Laacelles,  boa.  W.  S. 
LewU,  G.  C, 
Lockhart,  A,  E. 
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Maitland,  T. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Yisct. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgraye,  Earl  of 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Mure,  Col. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Pechell,  Gapt. 
Pigott,  F. 
Power,  Dr. 
Pryse,  P. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  H. 


Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rutheriflird,  A. 
Smollett,  A. 

Someryille,rt.hon.SirW. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyld,J. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  H. 
HUl,  Lord  M» 


On  Clause  1, 

Mr.  DUNCAN  moved  the  omission  of 
certain  words,  but  eventually  the  Motion 
was  withdrawn. 

The  other  clauses  of  the  Bill  were  then 
agreed  to,  with  certain  verbal  amend- 
tnents,  and  the  House  resumed. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  June  22, 1849. 

M1WUTI8.3    Public  Bills.— Assaults  (Ireland). 
JttfporlrA— Ineumbered  Estates  (Ireland). 
8>  Sheep  Staalen  (Ireland) ;  Passengers. 

PxTfTioirs  pRBaciTTBO.  By  Earl  Nelson,  fVom  Stroud* 
Carmarthen,  and  Buckingham,  in  favour  of  the  Estab- 
lishment of  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Offl- 
eenu — By  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  the  Earl  of 
IfaUnesbury,  from  Lincoln  and  Nottingham,  for  Protec- 
tion (Vom  unrestricted  Foreign  Competition. — By  Lords 
Polwarth,  Redesdale,  and  Colville,  and  the  Bishop  of 
SaliAury,  ftrom  Selkirk,  Lyme  Regis,  Huntingdon,  Dor- 
set, and  other  Places,  against  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
BUI ;  alio  against  the  Registering  Births,  &c.  (Scotland) 
BIIL— From  Thurks,  and  Seaford,  in  favour  of  Sanitary 
Refonn  (Ireland).— From  Holbeach,  Castle  Cary.  and  a 
Number  of  other  Places,  for  the  Suppression  of  Seduction 
and  Prostitution.— From  Bristol,  Warwick,  and  Kineton. 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Criminal  Law  Consolidation  Bill. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  presenting  the 
Import  from  the  Select  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  said,  that  it  gave  him  great  pleasure 
and  satisfaction  to  he  able  to  remove  from 
their  Lordships*  and  the  public  mind  an 
impression  which  had  been  entertained 
that  by  the  sending  of  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  it  was  not  Hkelj  to  be  passed 
this  Session.  He  had  only  consented  to 
its  being  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  condition  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  should  not  be  opposed,  but  only  the 
Bill  should  be  amended.  That  pledge  was 
given,  and  he  was  happy  to  be  enabled  to 
say  that  it  had  been  most  strictly  and  ho- 
nourably adhered  to  by  noble  Losds  oppo- 
site. He  was  happy  to  be  further  enabled 
Id  sajy  that  in  his  humble  opinion  the 


measure  had  been  considerably  improved 
by  the  Committee.  There  was,  indeed, 
one  amendment  introduced  into  it,  against 
which  he  had  entered  his  protest,  but 
which,  as  it  had  been  affirmed  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  Committee,  he  should  pot 
attempt  further  to  obstruct.  It  was  one 
by  which  the  power  of  the  commissioners 
was  limited  with  regard  to  thQ  sale  of  in- 
cumbered estates  on  the  application  of  the 
incumbrancer,  as  the  sale  could  be  pre- 
vented on  the  application  of  the  owner 
himself,  unless  at  least  one  half  of  the  en- 
tire interest  in  the  estate  was  involved,  or 
swallowed  up  by  incumbrances;  if,  how- 
ever they  afiected  more  than  one  half  of 
the  interest,  then  the  judgment  of  the 
commissioners  was  final,  and  the  estate 
could  be  sold.  With  regard  to  all  the 
other  amendments,  he  entirely  approved  of 
them.  The  commissioners  were  to  be 
made  a  court  of  record,  and  it  was  ex- 
pressly enacted  that  they  should  hear 
counsel  upon  application  of  the  parties* 
It  was  always  intended  that  they  should 
hear  counsel,  if  they  wished;  but  now  it 
was  made  obligatory.  As  the  Bill  stood 
before,  it  was  doubtful  whether  on  the  ap- 
plication of  an  incumbrancer,  the  commis- 
sioners were  not  bound  to  sell  an  estate. 
It  was  now  provided  that  it  should  be  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  commissioners  to 
say  whether  such  was  a  fit  case  to  bring 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  would  prevent  all  pettifogging 
and  annoying  attempts  to  involve  parties. 
There  was  another  very  important  clause, 
by  which  lands  that  were  held  jointly  by 
several  persons  might  be  sold  by  the  com- 
missioners. As  the  Bill  before  stood,  there 
was  a  power  given  to  the  commissioners 
which  he  feared  would  be  too  stringent, 
and  not  very  respectful  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  It  was,  that  where  there  was 
a  manifest  error  in  a  decree  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  the  commissioners  might  at 
once  set  it  right.  It  was  now  provided 
that  where  the  commissioners  should  find 
a  clerical  mistake,  or  other  such  palpable 
and  manifest  error,  they  should  refer  the 
matter  back  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  for 
correction.  Another  amendment  referred 
to  **  Ushers*  Poundage,**  which  was  not 
to  be  charged  upon  moneys  lodged  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  under  the  operation  of 
this  Act.  But  he  thought  it  a  matter  of 
trivial  importance,  because  there  was  a 
power  of  paying  the  money  into  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  where  there  was  no  such 
charge.  Respecting  the  Judicial  Commitii 
2A2 
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teo,  to  whicli  appeal  was  given,  as  the  Bill 
formerly  stood,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  was  the  person  to  whom  the  ap- 
peal should  be  made.  But  as  it  was  con- 
sidered too  great  a  power  to  be  vested  in  a 
single  individual,  it  was  now  proposed  that 
the  Judicial  Committee  in  Ireland  should 
be  formed  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land, the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  the 
chiefs  of  the  supreme  courts  of  Dublin, 
together  with  any  parties  whom  Her  Ma- 
jesty might  be  pleased  to  appoint.  An- 
other point  had  likewise  been  attended  to. 
It  often  happened  that  in  Ireland  great 
inconvenience  arose  from  the  land  being 
occupied  by  many  persons  jointly,  and  it 
was  extremely  difficult  to  adjust  the  pro- 
portions so  as  to  enable  any  one  to  sell  his 
portion.  It  was  now  proposed  that  the 
commissioners  in  Ireland  should  have  the 
power  in  all  cases  of  partitioning  and  ex- 
changing land.  These  amendments  would 
be,  he  hoped,  found  to  be  great  improve- 
ments in  the  Bill,  which  he  should  propose 
to  be  recommitted  on  Monday  next. 

Lord  STANLEY  was  glad  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  say  that  the  Committee  had 
improved  the  Bill,  and  that  the  pledge 
given  by  the  noble  Lords  who  were  opposed 
to  it  had  been  so  honourably  kept.  He 
was  happy  to  be  able,  on  the  part  of  those 
noble  Lords,  to  say,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  Government  had  shown  every 
desire  to  meet  the  objections  of  those 
Members  of  the  Committee  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  measure,  but  who  certainly 
did  not  intend  to  injure  if.  There  was 
one  very  important  improvement  in  the 
Bill,  to  which  he  was  anxious  to  direct 
attention.  There  was  a  similar  power 
already  existing  in  England,  although  it 
was  very  little  known.  He  meant  the 
power  contemplated  to  be  given  to  the 
commissioners,  which  had  been  briefly 
adverted  to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
whereby  they  would  be  enabled,  by  an  in- 
expensive process,  to  effect  an  exchange  of 
the  properties  of  different  individuals,  with- 
out undergoing  the  large  expenditure  re- 
quired by  the  ordinary  forms  of  law.  A 
similar  power  had  existed  in  England  for 
many  years,  but  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  its  existence  was  very  little  known. 
It  was  vested  in  the  Enclosure  Commis- 
sioners of  England.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  give  precisely  the  same  power  to  the 
ID  lienors  under  this  Act,  so  that  by 
ni  y  process,  and  at  little  or  no  ex- 
an  interchange  of  property  between 
y  iwo  parties  could  be  effected.     But  he 


should  say  that  he  was  not  sanguine  as  to 
the  effects  of  the  Bill  in  general.  He  did 
not  think  that  purchasers  could  be  obtained 
for  estates  in  Ireland  merely  by  clearing 
titles.  At  present  purchasers  could  not  be 
had  for  estates,  in  the  title  of  which  there 
was  not  the  slightest  flaw.  And  he  did 
not  think  that  purchasers  would  be  found 
at  present  for  estates  in  Ireland  to  which 
the  clearest  possible  titles  could  be  given. 
He  thought,  however,  that  much  good 
might  be  done  by  those  portions  of  the 
Bill  that  would  enable  owners  of  property 
to  manage  their  estates  more  easily. 

TheMARQUESsof  LANSDOWNE  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  very  great 
importance  of  the  clause  to  which  he  had 
referred.  It  was  his  intention  to  have  in- 
troduced a  separate  Bill,  assimilating  the 
law  in  Ireland  to  that  of  England  with 
regard  to  the  easy  and  inexpensive  mode 
of  effecting  partitions  and  exchanges  of 
property,  the  want  of  which  prevented  the 
improvement  of  whole  districts ;  but  the 
opportunity  afforded  by  this  Bill  had  pre- 
vented the  necessity  of  separate  legis- 
lation. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  it  was 
very  important  that  it  should  be  known 
that  an  owner  of  an  estate  in  England 
valued  at  20,000Z.,  could  exchange,  not 
for  money,  but  land  for  land  with  another 
landowner,  at  an  expense  not  exceed- 
ing 51, 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  there 
was  one  description  of  property  in  Ireland, 
the  mountain  land,  which  had  been  hitherto 
considered  so  valueless,  that  it  had  not 
been  properly  partitioned  in  many  in- 
stances. The  want  of  this  partitioning 
was  one  great  check  to  improvenient,  and 
the  difficulty  would  be  obviated  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  swd,  that 
those  mountains  afforded  shelter  to  the 
persons  who  committed  the  outrages  and 
depredations  of  which  so  much  complaint 
was  being  constantly  made  in  Ireland;  and 
great  benefit  would  be  derived  from  the 
partitioning  of  the  property,  so  as  to  en- 
able the  owners  to  get  rid  of  those  people. 
But  there  was  one  matter  to  which  he 
begged  leave  to  direct  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  stamp  duties 
in  Ireland  were  so  heavy,  that  in  one  in- 
stance of  an  estate  in  the  west  of  Ireland, 
that  was  now  offered  for  sale,  the  stamp 
upon  the  deeds  for  effecting  the  transfer 
would  amount  to  no  less  than  6,000^.  He 
would,   therefore,  suggest   that  some  re« 
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laxation  of  the  stamp  duties  should  take 
place  in  the  case  of  estates  sold  under  the 
Act. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  would  re- 
commend the  suggestion  of  the  nohle  Lord 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
"^as  at  that  moment  opening  his  hudget  in 
the  other  House. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  there 
was  one  impoi*tant  alteration  effected  in 
the  Bill,  to  which  he  should  ohject  upon 
the  recommittal. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  thought  the  mea- 
sure had  heen  improved  hj  the  Select 
Committee,  hut  he  was  still  adverse  to  it 
altogether,  although  he  should  not  give  it 
any  pertinacious  opposition.  He  disliked 
it,  and  he  had  no  hope  of  its  success.  It 
was  admitted  hj  its  friends  to  he  an  arbi- 
trary measure,  and  that  it  was  only  de- 
fensible on  the  ground  of  necessity.  But 
he  said  that  no  necessity  existed  that  could 
justify  so  extravagant  a  measure.  It 
enabled  any  man  who  had  a  bad  title,  a 
title  not  worth  a  straw,  to  clear  it.  It 
enabled  a  man  who  had  a  property  with 
a  title  under  which  he  could  not  sell  for  a 
single  pound  sterling,  a  man  who  was  con- 
scious of  a  flaw,  an  incurable  flaw,  to  blear 
it,  and  give  a  parliamentary  title  to  a  new 
purchaser.  He  would  give  an  example: 
A  man  dies,  leaving  his  estate  to  be  di- 
vided equally,  half  to  his  eldest  son  and 
half  to  his  second  son,  or  to  an  utter 
stranger;  or  he  leaves  the  whole  estate  to 
a  stranger.  The  will  falls  into  the  hands 
of  the  eldest  son,  who  was  apparently  in- 
jured, and  deprived  of  his  natural  rights. 
He  need  not  destroy  the  will;  he  need 
merely  keep  possession  of  it,  and  say  no- 
thing about  it.  He  would  not  be  bound  by 
law  to  give  it  up  to  the  devisee,  and  no 
executor  would  be  bound  to  prove  it.  Ap- 
parently the  estate  belongs  to  the  eldest 
son,  but  really  it  is  the  property  of  an- 
other. But  under  this  Bill,  the  eldest 
son  would  only  have  to  mortgage  the 
estate,  or  to  take  advantage  of  a  mortgage 
already  effected  upon  it,  and  get  the  whole 
estate  sold  by  the  commissioners  to  a  stran- 
ger, who  would  take  from  them  a  clear  par- 
liamentary title  to  it — a  title  which  would 
stand  good  against  the  real  owner  if  the 
irill  were  discovered  the  day  after  the  sale, 
and  the  real  owner  would  have  no  redress 
whatever.  And  this  was  merely  one  in- 
stance of  the  manner  in  which  the  Act 
eould  be  taken  advantage  of.  Tiiere  were 
many  other  sorts  of  flaws  to  which  it  would 
lie  eqiiallj  applicable.    Any  man  who  had 


a  flaw  in  his  title  would  take  care  now  to 
fence  himself  securely.  He  (Lord  Brough- 
am) wished  likewise  to  know  why  a  pari 
passu  right  was  not  given  to  all  incum- 
brancers ?  He  feared  they  would  do  great 
injustice,  without  finding  that  which  they 
wanted — buyers  for  Irish  estates.  What 
good  could  the  Bill  do  if  incumbered  es- 
tates could  not  now  find  purchasers  ? 

A  Noble  LORD  :  If  the  estates  cannot 
be  sold,  there  is  no  harm  done. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  that  was 
the  great  mistake  which  people  fell  into 
from  reading  absurd,  false,  and  trumpery 
articles  which  were  published  upon  the 
subject.  Was  there  not  most  grievous 
harm  done  by  the  establishment  of  such 
a  principle  as  this  Bill  involved?  He 
thought  it  would  do  great  harm,  and  be 
productive  of  little  good  ? 

Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, with  amendments;  and  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

TENANTS  AT  RACK  RENT  RELIEF  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which,  he 
stated,  had  already  received  the  sanction 
of  a  large  majority  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

Lord  PORTMAN  was  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  as  he  thought  it  would  impose  a  very 
large  additional  burden  on  the  landlords^ 
without  materially  relieving  the  tenants. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  cost  of  both 
prisons  and  lunatic  asylums  should  be  de- 
frayed out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
begged  to  move  as  an  Amendment  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  WHARN^ 
CLIFFE,  which  were  inaudible. 

Loud  REDESDALE  objected  to  the 
Bill,  because  he  thought  the  lunatic  asy- 
lums should  not  be  separated  from  the 
other  local  institutions  of  the  country. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  expressed 
his  regret  at  the  opposition  which  the  Bill 
had  met  with,  and  said  he  could,  of  course, 
have  no  hope  of  carrying  it  against  the 
opinions  of  the  landlord  class  in  that 
House. 

On  Question  that  ''  now*'  stand  part  of 
the  Motion :  Resolved  in  the  negative; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  2^  on  this  day  six 
months. 

AFFIRMATION  BILL. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read* 
ing,  read. 
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Lord  DENMAN  moved  tbe  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.     He  said  that  the  measure, 
though  one  of  no  great  extent,  was  one  of 
very  great  importance  to  a  class  of  persons 
of  the  highest  respectahility,  who  felt  a 
deep  interest  in  the  success  of  his  present 
Motion;  important  also  to  the  public  ad- 
ministration of  justice  in  those  cases  to 
which  it  would  apply.  The  Bill  had  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and  had  ex- 
cited some  interest;  and  yet  ho  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  no  Bill  had  ever  been  intro- 
dnced  into  their  Lordships*  House  with  re- 
spect to  which  so  great  misconception  seem- 
ed to  prevail.     It  appeared  from  all  he  had 
heard  of  the  opinions  of  noble  Lords  who 
were  opposed  to  this  measure,  that  they 
really  had  not  the  slightest  notion  of  the 
nature  of  the  evil  proposed  to  be  remedied, 
or  of  the  remedy  which  the  Bill  proposed 
to   apply,   or   of  the  means  by  which  it 
was  to  he  applied,  and  therefore  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  state  its  real  nature. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  to  relieve  a  class 
of  persons  who  had  religious  scruples  to 
taking  an  oath.      Some  time  ago  a  Bill 
had  been  introduced  by  him  on  this  sub- 
ject,  which  Bill  had  been  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  who  received  some  evi- 
dence which  they  reported  to  the. House; 
but  he  wished  to  state  at  the  outset  that 
he  did   not  mean  to  found  this  measure 
on  anything  that  had  appeared.    The  fact 
was,  that  two  or  three  gentlemen  had  been 
examined  before  the  Committee,  and  had 
stated  their  views  and  the  nature  of  their 
temples,  surrounded  by  some  ten  or  twelve 
noble  Lords,  whose  opinions  were  adverse 
to  theirs,  and  who  maintained  their  opin- 
ions with  great  ingenuity,  while  they  cross- 
examined  the  witnesses  with  theacuteness  to 
be  expected.    He  believed  it  might  be  true 
that  those  witnesses  did  not  defend  their 
views  with  success  against  so  powerful  an  at- 
tack; but,  in  his  mind,  the  correctness  of 
the  opinion  was  wholly  out  of  the  question. 
The  only  fact  necessary  as  the  foundation 
of  his  argument  was,  that  the  opinion  was 
bond  fide  and  not   absurdly  entertained. 
That   it   was   so   entertained,    was    suffi- 
ciently  proved    by   the   fact,    that    those 
gentleman   were    eager  petitioners  in  fa- 
vour of  the   present   Bill.     If   he  really 
could  believe  that  noble  Lords  had  come 
down  with   the  intention   of  calmly  con- 
sidering this   mcaHure,    and   hearing    the 
arguments  urged  upon  it,  the  very  full  as- 
semblage which  he  saw  around  him  would 
fill  him  with  as  much  satisfaction  as  it  now 
filled  him,  ho  would  admit,  with  xlismay— 


for  he  could  not  but  believe,  from  all  he 
had  heard,  that  many  noble  Lords  had 
come  down  under  the  impression  that  th6 
Bill  was  anything  rather  than  what  it  was. 
He  knew  it  had  been  said  that  be  was 
about  to  propose  a  sweeping  measure  for 
the  abolition  of  all  oaths  whatever.  Sorely, 
it  could  be  scarcely  necessary  for  him  b 
the  position  he  occupied,  to  deny  that  as- 
sertion. So  far  from  its  being  tme,  he 
believed  he  could  show  their  Lordships  thai 
the  Bill  had  not  the  slightest  tendency  to 
produce  such  an  effect,  and  probably  not 
one  oath  the  less  would  be  taken  nnaer  it, 
than  if  it  were  not  to  pass  at  all.  The 
persons  to  whom  it  referred  were  those 
who  appeared  now  and  then  in  eoarts  of 
justice  to  give  evidence  on  important  sub- 
jects. They,  on  being  called  upon  to  swear, 
said,  "  On  my  conscience,  I  believe  that 
the  book  on  which  yon  ask  me  to  swear  pro- 
hibits me  from  taking  an  oath;  and  that  I 
cannot  therefore  take  it  without  sin."  Sore* 
ly  that  scruple  deserved  to  he  respected. 
Surely  there  was  nothing  on  the  face  of  it 
to  excite  suspicion  as  to  the  motives  or  the 
understanding  of  the  man  who  used  it.  It 
was  on  behalf  of  the  gentlemen  who  enter- 
tained these  scruples  that  he  appeared,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  allow  them  to 
be  bound  as  witnesses,  not  by  an  oath, 
but  by  an  affirmation,  and  not  drive  them 
to  the  alternative  of  taking  an  oath  which 
they  believed  to  be  sinful,  or  going  to  gaol 
as  criminals.  He  held  in  his  hand  letters 
excellently  written,  from  many  respectable 
persons  who  had  been  actually  sent  to  gaol 
from  this  conscientious  scruple  to  take  an 
oath,  to  be  the  companions  of  felons,  while 
the  felons  against  whom  they  had  been  will- 
ing to  give  evidence  were  allowed  to  go  at 
large.  For  this  supposed  orime,  Mr.  Ar- 
nold had  been  in  prison  for  a  month;  Mrs. 
Watson,  who  had  been  brought  up  as  a 
witness  at  the  Devonshire  assises,  had  also 
been  sent  to  prison,  though  only  for  a 
short  time.  The  case  of  Mrs.  Ashley, 
before  Baron  Alderson,  could  not  be  for- 
gotten by  their  Lordships :  she  had  declined 
to  be  sworn,  and  the  Judge  had  persuaded 
the  parties  to  refer  the  cause  to  arbitra- 
tion, where  her  evidence  could  be  taken 
without  an  oath.  The  parties,  at  least  that 
one  to  be  affected  by  her  testimony,  might 
have  prevented  this  end  of  the  case,  and 
the  learned  Judge  would  then  have  proba- 
bly felt  himself  bound  to  sentence  her  to 
imprisonment  for  a  contempt  of  court. 
But  her  exemption  was  purchased  on  terms 
not  a  little  severe,  for  she  consented  to  pay 
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all  the  costs  occasioned  by  the  reference, 
amounting  to  more  than  100^. ,  equal  to  a 
whole  year's  income  of  that  lady.  It  would 
hardly  be  contended  that  the  scruple  which 
had  induced  witnesses  to  submit  to  such 
consequences,  was  not  honestly  and  sin- 
cerely entertained :  to  him  (Lord  Denman), 
it  appeared  as  difficult  to  defend  the  po- 
licy of  the  exclusion,  as  to  yindicate  the 
justice  of  punishing  a  willing  witness,  mere- 
ly because  we  thought  proper  to  exclude 
him.  In  former  times,  when  no  difference 
as  to  religious  belief  prevailed,  the  neces- 
sity for  such  a  Bill  could  not  arise.  But 
since  some  variety  of  religious  opinion  has 
been  tolerated,  the  law  cannot  shut  its 
eyes  to  the  fact  of  its  existence :  an  opinion 
of  the  unlawfulness  of  oaths  had  been  early 
founded  on  the  express  words  of  holy  writ. 
It  had  been  expressed  before  the  Reforma- 
tion, for  one  of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  of 
our  Church  took  notice  of  that  opinion,  and 
with  reference  to  it  directly  affirmed  the 
lawfulness  of  taking  oaths  before  magis- 
trates. In  later  times  the  whole  body  of 
the  Quakers  thought  that  oaths  were  un- 
lawful, and  the  Legislature  at  first  thought 
fit  to  visit  this  heresy  with  heavy  penalties. 
A  Quaker  who  refused  an  oath,  might 
be  transported  for  fourteen  years.  He 
might  also  be  ruined  by  fines  for  contempt 
of  court,  larger  than  the  whole  amount  of 
his  fortune.  The  Quakers,  nevertheless, 
jpersisted,  and  gained  their  point.  The 
(experiment  of  coercion  failed;  that  of  con- 
cession has  completely  succeeded  In  the 
reign  of  William  III.,  they  were  admitted 
to  give  evidence  on  affirmation;  and  the 
previous  law  which  compelled  them  to 
take  an  oath,  which  they  thought  an  insult 
to  the  Deity,  was  then  justly  deemed  a 
cruel  profanation.  Dean  Swift,  and  others, 
ridiculed  the  Quakers'  affirmation;  but  still 
it  had  been  legalised  by  law,  first  from 
year  to  rear,  but  afterwards  permanently 
for  nearly  200  years.  The  Moravians, 
too,  had  claimed  to  be  exempted,  and 
were  exempted  by  special  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; indeed,  whenever  objections  had 
been  specially  taken,  and  particular  cases 
had  occurred,  they  were  brought  before 
Parliament,  and,  bit  by  bit,  the  rigid  se- 
rerity  of  the  law  on  this  matter  had  been 
relaxed,  until  what  now  remained  appeared 
to  some  to  be  retained  merely  as  an  insult 
to  their  conscientious  scruples,  and  the 
ttieanfl  of  subjecting  them  to  persecution. 
He  begged  their  Lordships  to  understand 
that  DO  man  was  more  unwilling  to  inter- 
fere with  the  existing  state  of  things,  as 


regarded  the  administration  of  justice, 
than  the  individual  who  had  the  honour  of 
addressing  them.  But  his  attention  was 
first  called  to  the  question  by  the  out- 
rageous aoquittal  of  a  highway  robber  in 
Ireland,  because  a  Presbyterian  witness  re- 
fused to  Hfear  as  we  did  in  England,  by 
kissing  the  book;  and  the  Judges  fancied 
they  had  no  power  to  take  his  evidence. 
Another  case  was,  that  a  Quaker  being 
put  into  the  witness-box  refused  to  take 
the  oath  when  it  was  administered  to  him 
in  the  ordinary  way.  They  said  to  him, 
**  You  have  ceased  to  be  a  Quaker.*' 
*'  Yes,"  he  said,  "  but  I  still  hold  the 
opinions  entertained  by  the  Quakers  otl 
that  subject."  His  evidence  could  not 
then  be  taken,  and  the  felon  was  acquitted, 
and  the  witness  liable  to  punishment;  but 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  applicable  to  the 
case  he  had  mentioned,  and  the  noble  Duke, 
seeing  at  once  the  position  of  the  parties 
for  whom  it  was  proposed  to  legislate,  gAve 
it  his  approval.  A  similar  indulgence  was 
granted  to  the  Separatists — a  sect  of 
which  no  one  could  give  a  particuUr 
account.  The  next  case  which  occur- 
red was  that  of  Mr.  Murphy,  a  Roman 
Catholic,  who  continued  f<)r  a  length  of 
time,  at  least  a  year,  in  prison.  He  was 
a  bankrupt;  and  not  choosing  to  swear  to 
his  balance-sheet,  on  account  of  conscien- 
tious scruples  to  taking  an  oath,  he  was 
sent  to  prison  in  consequence.  He  was  a 
respectable  man;  his  balance-sheet  was  a 
faithful  document,  and  his  creditors  were 
anxious  that  the  bankrupt  should  be  allow- 
ed to  pass;  but  the  law  interfered  and  said, 
*•  No,  you  refuse  to  swear  to  the  balance- 
sheet — you  must  remain  in  prison. "  A  Bill, 
therefore,  was  brought  in  and  passed,  and 
that  provision  in  the  bankrupt  law  was 
abolished,  although,  if  oaths  were  ever  to 
be  efficacious,  that  was  a  case  in  which 
they  were  peculiarly  so.  Liable  as  such 
indulgence  was  to  abuse,  it  was  not  sug- 
gested that  a  single  case  of  abuse  had 
occurred,  or  that  a  single  witness  had 
falsely  claimed  the  exemption.  When- 
ever he  had  been  of  late  years  applied 
to  on  this  subject,  he  had  invariably  an- 
swered that  they  must  wait  until  thd 
next  case  occurred — a  case  probably  de- 
feating the  ends  of  justice — and  then  seizd 
the  opportunity  as  favourable  towards  in- 
ducing Parliament  to  take  another  step  In 
the  amelioration  of  the  law.  For  he  beg- 
ged their  Lordships  only  to  suppose  such  a 
case  of  murder  as  that  which  lately  en- 
gaged 80  mueh^  the  public  attention,  and 
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to  sappoBO  that  the  principal  witness  had 
refuse^  on  these  scruples  to  depose  upon 
oath  what  she  knew  the  consequence  would 
haye  heen,  the  acquittal  of  the  accused, 
against  the  strong  assurance  oil.  the  public 
mind  of  his  guilt.  Was  not  the  present 
state  of  the  law  such  as  was  li^lj  to  de- 
feat justice  —  with  no  other  advantage 
than  the  pleasure  of  sending  to  gaol  a  re- 
spectable person,  merely  for  differing  from 
ourselves  on  the  construction  of  a  doubt- 
ful passage  in  Scripture  ?  He  was  aware 
that  the  impression  upon  some  was,  that 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  either 
was  directly  and  entirely  to  abolish  oaths, 
or  that  at  least  it  would  have  the  tendency 
ultimately  to  produce  that  result.  It  was 
difficult  to  assign  a  motive  for  asserting 
that  scruple  where  it  was  not  really  felt. 
There  was  a  natural  unwillingness  to  an- 
nounce that  we  entertain  an  opinion  which 
the  great  majority  of  our  fellow-subjects 
hold  to  be  crotchety  and  wrong.  And  as 
to  the  suspicion  that  the  scruple  would  be 
affected  to  avoid  the  penalties  of  perjury, 
he  would  remark,  that  the  only  penalties 
which  could  be  supposed  to  affect  such  a 
person  were  preserved  by  the  Bill.  He  was 
aware  that  there  was  in  this  country,  as  in 
others,  a  market  for  witnesses;  but  that 
market  was  already  so  well  supplied,  that 
it  was  not  likely  that  nonjurors  would  be 
resorted  to  for  the  purpose.  He  must  re- 
mark that,  in  this  matter,  he  spoke  en- 
tirely for  others,  and  in  no  degree  for  him- 
self; by  no  means  sharing  the  scruple  that 
he  respected.  It  was  reasonable  that,  on 
an  important  occasion,  a  witness  should  be 
reminded  of  the  presence  of  the  Almighty, 
and  that  he  would  invoke  the  Divine  ven- 
geance on  his  head  if  he  uttered  a  false- 
hood ;  but  that  could  be  done  without  an  oath. 
It  was  scarcely  a  compliment  to  religion 
to  suppose  that  a  man  who  would  willingly 
injure  his  neighbour's  property  or  life  by 
a  false  statement,  would  be  deterred  from 
doing  so  by  the  influence  of  an  oath.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  find  out  some  argu- 
ment against  this  Bill,  and  had  been  told 
that  a  Jew  attorney  had  desired  his  coun- 
sel to  insist  upon  the  adverse  witness  being 
compelled  to  kiss  a  particular  part  of  the 
Bible,  as  he  did  not  consider  himself  bound 
to  speak  the  truth  if  he  kissed  any  other; 
but  such  evasions  proved  nothing  but  the 
want  of  principle  and  the  inability  of  any 
human  device  to  enforce  integrity :  if  there 
was  an  utter  disregard  to  the  sacredness  of 
truth,  it  would  be  easy  to  evade  all  such 
contrivances.   He  had  trespassed  too  long, 


and  had  stated  a  strong  case  very  imperfeet- 
ly;  but  he  thought  he  had  given  sufficient 
reasons  for  entertaining  this  measure,  not 
originating  with  himseff,  but  sent  up  from 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  in  differing 
from  the  opinion  which  had  been  expressed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  in 
stating  the  grounds  on  which  his  opinion 
rested,  he  did  so  with  great  deference  to 
the  ability  and  eminence  of  his  noble  Friend» 
first  as  a  barrister  and  next  as  a  judge. 
Tet  while  he  felt  a  disposition  to  agree 
with  him,  and  a  repugnance  to  oppose  him, 
he  nevertheless  should  not  be  dealing  fairly 
with  this  important  subject  if  he  did  not 
state  his  opinion  respecting — not  the  in- 
troduction of  the  power  of  affirmation,  for 
as  to  the  former  recognition  of  the  princi- 
ple he  could  have  no  doubt,  but  respecting 
the  greater  extension  of  it,  as  to  which 
he  confessed  he  entertained  great  doubt. 
He  considered  the  principle  involved  in 
this  Bill  to  be  an  evasion  of  all  law,  both 
in  this  country  and  elsewhere;  for  if  a  law- 
giver was  to  listen  to  all  the  objections  of 
private  individuals,  however  much  respect- 
ed they  might  be,  and  however  loth  to  rio- 
late  their  tenderness,  there  would  be  no 
end  of  evasion  of  the  law  of  the  country. 
A  man  would  say,  *'  I  cannot  take  an  oath; 
I  think  it  contrary  to  my  duty  to  God." 
That  was  a  scruple  of  conscience,  and  no 
argument  could  deal  with  it ;  but  another 
man  objected  because  it  was  forbidden  by 
Heaven.  No,  said  the  noble  and  leamMl 
Lord,  it  was  not  forbidden,  for  the  com- 
mandment only  forbade  the  taking  of  his 
name  in  vain;  but  no  one  had  ever  thought 
that  for  judicial  purposes  it  was  taking  his 
name  in  vain.  Go,  he  would  say,  to  all  the 
text  writers,  and  all  who  had  commented  on 
the  subject,  and  he  would  find  them  nearly 
all  come  to  the  same  conclusion.  But,  said 
the  man,  '*  Oh,  that  is  nothing  to  me;  it  is 
against  my  conscience.**  Another  man 
would  come  in  and  say  it  was  against  his 
conscience  to  pay  his  debts,  because  by  do- 
ing so  he  would  rob  his  children,  who  must 
either  starve  or  go  to  a  workhouse;  it  was 
forbidden  that  he  should  neglect  his  family. 
Another  man  would  say  he  would  not  give 
evidence  upon  oath  or  affirmation,  because 
it  injured  his  neighbour,  whom  he  was 
commanded  to  love,  for  he  could  not  love 
God  unless  he  also  loved  his  neighbour. 
It  was  a  matter  of  feeling  between  the 
man  and  his  Maker,  and  therefore  a  mat- 
ter upon  which  no  argument  could  be 
brought  to  bear.  He  remembered  a  witness 
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examined  in  the  Select  Committee  on  this 
point ;  and  in  this  man's  opinion  all  oaths 
were  forbidden.  One  part  of  the  oath  was, 
"as  I  shall  answer  to  God.'*  "What," 
said  the  witness,  **  was  the  meaning  of  that 
~*as  I  shall  answer?'"  **Why,"  said 
a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  **you  have  it 
in  a  different  passage — *  forgive  us  our 
trespasses,  as  we  forgive  them  that  tres- 
pass against  us."*  **  Oh,  but,"  said  the 
man,  •*  that  is  not  the  meaning  of  it;" 
and  he  would  proceed  with  a  long  argu- 
ment to  maintain  his  point.  Such  were 
the  arguments  adduced  in  favour  of  tender 
consciences.  Would  thej  be  better,  how- 
ever, with  an  affirmation?  Why,  many 
would  refuse  to  take  an  affirmation  because 
the  name  of  God  was  in  it.  To  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  however,  who 
subscribed  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  it 
was  said  it  was  the  duty  of  a  man  to  take 
an  oath  for  the  purposes  of  justice. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  :  The  words  are, 
**  it  is  lawful  for  a  man,"  <kc. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  Yes,  and  the  law 
said  that  it  was  the  duty  of  men  to  take 
these  oaths  for  the  due  administration  of 
justice.  His  learned  and  noble  Friend, 
when  he  said  people  ought  to  attend  to 
the  sacred  obligation  of  truth,  did  not  say 
enough;  for  while  he  admitted  they  ought 
to  attend  to  that  more  than  the  kissing  of 
the  book,  he  knew,  and  it  was  undeniable, 
that  there  were  persons  who  would  tell  an 
untruth  without  scruple,  and  who  would 
yet  refuse  to  swear  to  it.  That  was  his 
experience  in  the  profession.  He  believed 
that  our  Irish  fellow-subjects  had  greater 
scruple  as  to  an  oath  in  proportion  to  an 
untruth  than  his  English  brethren.  So 
much  he  had  spoken  as  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill;  but  of  the  Bill  itself,  he  must 
say  he  was  certain  it  was  drawn  by  no 
lawyer.  Did  their  Lordships  ever  see  <kc. 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  in  the  body  of 
*  the  Bill  ?  But  there  it  was  actually  in  the 
oath — **  And  I  also,  in  the  same  solemn 
manner,  declare  and  affirm,  <kc." — **  In 
the  same  solemn  manner !  "  Why,  he 
here  swore  by  reference :  did  their  Lord- 
ships ever  hear  of  such  a  thing  ?  He  was 
sure,  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
met  with  such  an  instance  when  he  was  at 
the  bar,  be  would  have  made  it  the  ground 
of  a  demurrer.  He  believed  it  was  quite 
unprecedented  in  Acts  of  Parliament  to 
see  an  &c.  in  the  body  of  the  Act  itself. 
Now,  when  it  was  said  that  it  was  mere 
superstition  which  led  those  who  did  not 
care  about  an  untruth  to  say  they  would  not 


take  an  oath,  he  must  remind  them  that 
the  same  thing  held  good  of  an  afBrmation. 
He  said  they  had  allowed  Quakers  to  make 
affirmation,  and  his  own  experience  led 
him  to  vouch  for  the  high  respectability  of 
that  body;  but  he  observed,  and  it  was  the 
experience  of  the  profession,  that  Quakers 
had  been  found  not  to  give  so  satisfactory 
evidence  as  persons  on  oath.  He  had  seen 
a  man  staggered  when  it  was  put  to  him, 
after  some  careless  assertion,  **  Upon  your 
oath  will  you  say  so — upon  your  oath  ?  " 
But  in  the  case  of  those  allowed  to  make 
affirmation,  such  a  form  of  examination 
was  never  used.  **  Upon  your  affirmation 
will  you  say  so  ?  "  did  not  have  the  same 
effect,  and  was  never  said  in  pressing  a 
witness.  Now,  that  they  had  exempted  Mo- 
ravians, Quakers,  and  Separatists,  it  was 
argued  that  they  ought  to  extend  the  in- 
dulgence; but  he  contended  that  there  was 
a  great  difference  between  a  man  who  de- 
clined merely  to  take  an  oath,  and  the 
man  who  was  bound  to  declare  as  well  that 
he  belonged  to  one  of  these  sects.  If  this 
Bill  passed,  however,  nothing  more  was 
necessary  than  that  a  man  should  take  the 
trouble  of  going  to  the  office  and  of  pay- 
ing 2s,  6d.  for  the  certificate,  in  order  to 
save  himself  from  the  consequences  of 
taking  an  oath  ever  after.  He  could  not 
concur  in  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
which  tended  practically  to  take  away  one 
at  least  of  our  securities  against  false 
testimony. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  if  he  felt  that 
the  Legislature  had  gone  too  far  in  the 
alteration  of  the  law  on  this  subject,  he 
should  be  the  first  to  oppose  any  further 
progress;  but  thinking,  as  he  did,  that  the 
Legislature  had  acted  justly  and  wisely, 
he  thought  upon  the  same  principle  they 
ought  to  go  a  little  further.  This  BiU 
hardly  went  a  single  line  beyond  the  limit 
at  which  the  law  at  present  had  stopped, 
for  the  law  now  allowed  a  man,  though  no 
longer  a  Quaker,  to  refuse  an  oath  on  re- 
ligious scruples.  This  Bill,  so  far  from 
abolishing  oaths,  seemed  to  him  calculated 
to  remove  the  odium  which  at  present  at- 
tached to  oaths  altogether.  For  let  a  man 
be  sent  to  prison  because  he  conscientiously 
refused  to  take  an  oath  in  the  witness-box, 
and  the  effect  would  be  a  universal  desire 
to  abolish  oaths  altogether.  There  were 
many  good  Christians,  respectable  in  all 
their  conduct,  and  truthful  in  their  state- 
ments, who  yet  scrupled  to  swear  in  a 
court  of  justice,  because  the  command  of 
our  Lord,  "  Swear  not  at  all,"  seemed  to 
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forbid  tbem.  He  could  see  nothing  absurd 
in  a  good  Christian  asserting  he  thought 
those  words  forbade  all  Christians  swear- 
ing. His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
mentioned  many  cases;  and  he  also  know, 
among  others,  of  a  most  excellent  man,  a 
police  magistrate,  and  a  barrister,  who  yet 
had  scruples,  not  as  to  the  taking  of  oaths, 
but  as  to  the  administering  of  oaths.  If, 
then,  there  were  individuals  who  had  such 
scruples,  was  it  not  desirable  that  they 
should  be  relieved  from  the  difficulties  in 
which  the  present  state  of  the  law  placed 
them  ?  For  was  it  not  monstrous  to  say 
that  persons  who  had  such  scruples,  and 
who  refused  to  give  their  evidence  upon 
oath,  should  be  treated  as  criminals,  and 
sent  to  gaol,  to  associate  with  burglars 
and  murderers  ?  But  there  was  more  than 
the  interest  of  individuals  involved  in  this 
case;  there  was  the  interest  of  the  public. 
Suppose  a  frightful  outrage  to  have  been 
committed ;  was  it  not  material  that  the 
criminal  should  not  escape  from  justice  by 
any  of  the  witnesses  preferring  to  suffer 
imprisonment  rather  than  violate  their 
consciences  by  taking  an  oath  ?  So  that, 
both  for  the  sake  of  individuals  and  the 
public,  it  was  desirable  that  the  privilege 
in  question  should  be  granted,  and  he  was 
astonished  how  any  one  could  resist  it. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  had 
indeed  regretted  that  indulgence  had  been 
given  to  any  sect. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  never  said  any 
such  thing.  My  remarks  applied  only  to 
Separatists. 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  likened  Quakers,  and  others 
who  had  religious  scruples  against  taking 
an  oath,  to  persons  who  objected  to  paying 
their  lawful  debts.  He  put  all  those 
classes  in  the  same  category.  Now,  no 
man  could  possibly  have  religious  objec- 
tions to  paying  his  debts,  or  doing  any- 
thing that  religion  or  morality  obviously 
required  him,  though  a  man  might  reason- 
ably enough  entertain  scruples  against 
swearing,  when  he  found  himself  enjoined, 
as  he  believed,  to  **  swear  not  at  all.** 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  men- 
tioned the  case  of  persons  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England,  and  said  that  as 
the  taking  of  oaths  was  sanctioued  by  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  such  persons  could 
not  well  object  to  take  them.  He  (Lord 
Campbell),  however,  could  easily  imagine 
persons  who  were  recognised  as  zealous 
and  sincere  sons  of  that  venerable  Church, 
entertaining  the  belief  that  it  was  contrary 


to  religion  to  take  an  oath;  beoftme,  al* 
though  it  was  quite  true  that  one  of  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles  did  sanction  the  tak- 
ing of  an  oath,  yet  it  was  well  known  that 
the  Articles  were  subscribed  bj  many 
members  of  the  Church  for  the  sake  d 
peace,  and  that  they  were  not  expected  to 
hold  them  all  with  equal  rigidneu.  He 
would  appeal  to  their  Lordshipa  whether 
any  inconvenience  had  been  found  to  arise 
from  the  indulgence  which  had  already 
been  extended  to  various  bodies  ?  His  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  had  said  that, 
in  his  experience,  evidence  given  nnder  an 
affirmation  was  not  so  much  to  be  depended 
on  as  evidence  given  under  an  oatti;  but 
although  his  (Lord  Campbeirs)  experience 
in  courts  of  justice  was  not  very  extensive, 
he  must  say  that,  as  far  as  his  experience 
went,  the  evidence  of  Quakers  in  general 
was  most  downright  and  sincere.  Believ- 
ing, therefore,  that  this  was  a  safe  and 
salutary  measure,  and  that  it  would  be  at 
once  a  great  relief  to  a  number  of  con- 
scientious individuals,  as  well  as  a  security 
to  the  public  against  the  failure  of  conrie- 
tions,  he  trusted  their  Lordships  would 
give  it  their  sanction. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  hav- 
ing  some  weeks  ago  had  the  hononr  to 
present  to  the  House  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  petitions  from  large  and  influential 
congregations  in  Scotland,  praying  their 
Lordships  to  assent  to  this  measure ;  and, 
though  he  felt  he  could  add  little  or  no- 
thing to  the  arguments  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  had  so  powerfully  re- 
commended the  measure  to  tne  adoption  of 
the  House,  yet,  being  sincerely  desirous  to 
see  the  measure  sanctioned  by  their  Lord- 
ships, he  could  not  permit  the  occasion  to 
pass  without  explaining  in  a  few  words  the 
grounds  upon  which  his  vote  would  be 
founded.  To  take  the  highest  and  broad- 
est and  firmest  ground  at  once,  he  begged 
to  say  that  he  supported  the  measure  upon 
the  ground  that  it  was  needed  to  give  e^ct 
to  the  rights  of  individual  conscience  5  for, 
until  that  great  principle  was  conceded  to 
the  greatest  possible  extent,  he  held  that 
the  Government  could  not  be  said  to  have 
paid  due  respect  to  the  rights  of  the  indi- 
viduals over  whom  it  ruled.  He  said  "the 
greatest  possible  extent,**  not  as  intimating 
that  he  knew  of  any  limits  to  the  appli" 
cation  of  the  principle,  but  merely  as  in- 
dicating that  he  was  not  unmindful  of  the 
fact  that  there  might,  for  aught  he  knew, 
be  some  great  practical  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  its. complete  and  effectual  applioa* 
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tion.  Be  admitted  that  there  was  a  large 
and  important  class  of  subjects  in  which  it 
was  impossible  for  a  moment  to  admit  the 
relevancy  of  religious  objections.  It  was 
impossible,  he  held,  to  allow  political  op- 
position to  assume  the  form  of  religious 
scruple,  because,  if  they  did  so,  the  autho- 
rity of  society  would  be  at  once  overthrown, 
and  there  would  be  no  limit  to  the  extent 
to  which  it  might  be  carried  against  the 
laws  of  society.  There  might,  for  exam- 
ple, be  many  Dissenters  who  refused  to 
pay  church-rates  upon  the  property  which 
was  legally  liable  for  them,  upon  the  ground 
that  they  conscientiously  objected  to  the 
use  to  which  the  State  applied  that  tax  ; 
but  if  the  Legislature  was  to  allow  indi- 
viduals to  object  to  the  payment  of  public 
taxes  because  they  objected  to  the  use  to 
which  the  State  might  afterwards  apply 
them,  the  authority  of  society  would  of 
course  be  at  an  end.  He  admitted,  there- 
fore, that  there  was  a  large  class  of  sub- 
jects in  which  it  was  impossible  to  admit 
the  validity  of  religious  scruples  ;  but  he 
thought  that  there  was  no  great  practical 
difficulty  in  drawing  the  line  between  the 
cases  in  which  the  principle  he  was  advo- 
cating did  apply,  and  the  cases  in  which  it 
did  not.  All  Dissenters  would,  doubtless, 
conscientiously  object  to  spread  and  sup- 
port opinions  in  which  they  themselves  did 
not  agree,  and  they  would  consequently  all 
object  to  pay  church-rates  voluntarily ; 
but  if  they  all  refused  to  pay  them  on  the 
ground  of  conscience,  the  result  must  be 
that  the  gaols  of  the  country  would  be 
filled  with  Dissenters  ;  but  the  great  body 
of  Dissenters  did  pay  church-rates,  because 
they  knew  that  society  had  a  right  to 
exact  taxes  for  any  purposes  it  liked,  and 
that  if  they  wished  to  overthrow  the  eccle- 
siastical institutions  of  the  country  they 
must  proceed  in  a  regular  and  constitu- 
tional way,  and  not  by  resisting  the  law  on 
the  ground  of  religious  scruples.  There 
was  another  class  of  cases  in  which  the 
principle  he  was  contending  for  could  not 
apply,  and  that  was  the  cases  of  indivi- 
duals whose  minds  had  become  perverted 
and  fanatical,  and  who  might  have  taken 
up  religious  scruples  upon  points  on  which 
it  was  impossible  to  recognise  them.  But 
such  cases  were  exceedingly  rare,  and  it 
was  obvious  that  amongst  neither  of  the 
classes  he  had  referred  to  could  they  justly 
place  the  individuals  whom  it  was  sought 
to  relieve  on  the  present  occasion.  It  was 
not  competent  for  their  Lordships  now  to 
ftrga«  that  this  was  a  subject  to  ^hich 


religious  scruples  did  not  properly  apply, 
because  the  Legislature  had  already  al* 
lowed  that  they  did  apply  by  altering  the 
law  in  favour  of  persons  holding  such 
scruples,  and  by  allowing  them  to  give 
their  evidence  on  affirmation  instead  of 
oath.  Their  Lordships  were,  therefore, 
thoroughly  and  eflfectually  debarred  from 
using  that  argument.  They  knew  that 
several  sects  had  already  been  admitted  to 
the  privilege  of  giving  their  evidence  upon 
affirmation,  and  the  only  question  now  was, 
were  they  not  to  give  to  individuals  the 
privilege  which  had  already  been  extended 
to  certain  sects  ?  He  was  willing  to  admit 
that  in  the  great  majority  of  cases,  where 
a  change  in  the  existing  law  was  proposed, 
the  onus  prohandi  lay  upon  the  advocates 
of  the  change;  but  in  this  case  he  held 
that  the  onus  probandi  lay  upon  those 
who  resisted  the  change,  because  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  existing  law  was  to  recogiyse 
religious  scruples,  and  the  exception  was 
to  refuse  to  recognise  them.  Those  who 
refused  to  recognise  them,  therefore,  were 
bound  to  give  a  valid  and  tangible  reason 
why  they  should  not  extend  to  individuals 
the  same  rights  which  they  had  already 
extended  to  sects.  He  confessed  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  present  state  of  the 
law  was  offensive  and  objectionable,  as 
regarded  the  great  principle  of  the  rights 
of  individual  conscience,  in  a  peculiar  and 
especial  degree.  If  men  went  like  flocks 
of  sheep  in  the  matter  of  opinion — if  they 
entertained  scruples  in  consequence  of  or 
in  obedience  to  the  hereditary  prejudices 
of  the  sect  to  which  they  belonged — if  they 
entertained  opinions  because  others  had 
entertained  them  before  them,  or  because 
others  so  believed  around  them-^the  law 
admitted  their  scruples;  but  when  the  same 
scruples  were  entertained  by  individual 
men,  as  the  result  of  independent  inquiry 
and  independent  conviction,  the  law  re- 
fused to  allow  them,  and  persecuted  those 
who  entertained  them.  [The  Marquess 
of  Salisburv  :  No!]  He  maintained 
that  the  treatment  of  such  persons  amount- 
ed to  persecution.  He  must  say,  there- 
fore, that  nothing  could  be  more  extrava- 
gant and  absurd  than  the  existing  state  of 
the  law.  It  admitted  Quakers,  Moravians, 
and  Separatists — a  sect  which  he  believed 
no  noble  Lord  was  able  to  define;  and, 
what  was  very  remarkable,  no  person 
availing  himself  of  the  existing  law  was 
bound  to  prove  that  he  was  either  a 
Quaker,  Moravian,  or  Separatist.  No  proof 
whatever  was  required  th^t  he  wan  ac^ 
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](nowledged  by  the  body  to  which  he  pro- 
fessed to  belong.  Could  anything,  there- 
fore, be  more  absurd  as  a  security  against 
perjury  ?  But  the  absurdity  did  not  end 
there.  Not  only  was  no  proof  required 
that  a  person  was  what  he  professed  to  be, 
but  there  was  this  additional  gross  absur- 
dity, that  the  evidence  of  an  individual  who 
had  belonged  to  one  of  those  bodies,  but 
who  had  been  expelled  from  it  for  his  mis- 
conduct, would  be  received;  and  the  evidence 
of  an  honest  conscientious  man,  who  was 
convinced  that  he  was  under  the  command 
to  **  swear  not  at  all,*'  would  be  rejected. 
He  believed  there  was  no  great  pressure 
upon  their  Lordships  to  adopt  this  measure. 
Now  he  had  often  heard  it  said  (although 
never  without  remonstrance  and  dispute) 
that  their  Lordships  were  never  disposed 
to  forward  any  measure  of  change  or  reform 
unless  they  were  pressed  upon  by  powerful 
parties  or  by  great  majorities  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  did  not  believe 
this.  He  was  extremely  and  sincerely 
anxious  that  this  measure  should  receive 
the  sanction  of  Parliament,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  not  only  founded  on  justice, 
but  to  be  demanded  by  justice  and  the 
rights  of  conscience;  and  he  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  their  Lordships  would  on  this 
occasion  add  another  instance  to  the  many 
in  which  they  had  heretofore  shown  that 
they  could  both  honour  and  respect  those 
rights,  and  interfere  for  their  protection. 

Lord  ABIN6ER  said,  that  the  admis- 
sion of  the  principle  contained  in  this  Bill, 
would  materially  impair  the  administration 
of  justice  in  this  country.  It  might  be  said 
that  because  the  Legislature  had  admitted 
certain  persons  to  certain  indulgences,  that 
the  same  ought  to  be  extended  to  every- 
body. He  believed  otherwise,  and  thought 
that  they  were  placed  in  some  difficulty  by 
having  once  committed  a  great  error.  In 
once  actingon  this  principle,  the  Legislature 
had  committed  a  great  mistake;  and  he 
considered  that  the  administration  of  justice 
depended  on  the  practical  observation  of 

th  in  this  country,  as  well  as  on  that 

se   of    honour   and   chivalrous   feeling 

'nich  every    gentleman    possessed,    and 

I  not  be  assisted  by  such  a  measure 

He  would  therefore  give  the  Bill 

I])         ion. 

ihe  jJiARL  of  WICKLOW  said,  that  he 

•us  of  making  up  a  deficiency 

oy  the  noble  Lord  who  followed 

le  and  learned  Lord  who  proposed 

reading  of  this  Bill,  and  who, 

H^  opposed  it,  did  not  make  any 


amendment.  Now  he  (the  Earl  of  WicHow) 
begged  leave  to  move  as  an  Amendment 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months.  He  considered  that 
this  was  a  violent  change,  which  was  not 
rendered  necessary.  He  did  not  deny  that 
the  measures  which  had  been  already 
passed  for  Quakers  and  other  sects  were 
just;  but  he  would  oppose  this  Bill,  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  did  not  adduce  suf- 
ficient reasons  for  passing  it.  This  Bill 
included  every  person,  and,  if  carried, 
would  enable  every  body  in  the  country  to 
evade  oaths,  and  would  actually  tend  to 
create  those  sentiments  which  it  was  the 
avowed  object  of  the  Bill  to  destroy.  It 
was  stated  that  if  this  Bill  passed,  not  an 
oath  less  would  take  place. 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  Because  those  who 
refuse  to  take  oaths  are  sent  to  gaol. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  that 
though  there  would  not  be  an  instance  of 
a  person  going  to  gaol  for  refusing  to  take 
an  oath,  yet  if  this  measure  passed,  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  individuals,  who 
at  present  never  objected  to  take  an  oath, 
would  be  induced  to  do  so,  and  that  great 
inconvenience  would  arise  in  consequence 
in  the  administration  of  justice.  This  Bill 
would  point  out  obstacles  to  the  execution 
of  the  law  which  did  not  now  exist.  The 
noble  Lord  then  produced  the  evidence  of 
John  Clarke,  a  clerk  at  the  Old  Bailey,  to 
show  that  during  his  experience  many  per- 
sons had  refused  to  be  sworn,  on  account 
of  their  religious  scruples,  but  that  these 
scruples  vanished  when  they  were  spoken 
to  by  the  judge;  and  that  great  inconve- 
nience would  arise  from  such  a  measure  as 
this,  because  many  persons  would  not 
hesitate  to  make  an  affirmation  who  would 
object  to  take  an  oath.  The  question  was, 
would  their  Lordships  alter  the  law  of  the 
land,  and  run  the  danger  of  giving  people 
the  opportunity  of  evading  oaths,  for  the 
very  few  trifling  cases  that  were  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  and  learned  LoS  ? 
He  feared  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  founded  his  opinion  on  his  own  ex- 
perience merely,  and  had  not  calculated  on 
the  evils  which  would  arise  from  this  Bill 
in  the  inferior  courts.  The  noble  Earl  con- 
cluded by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months. 

Lord  DENMAN  briefly  replied,  saying 
that  he  had  no  new  arguments  to  produce, 
and  expressing  his  regi*et  that  the  noble 
Earl,  by  adopting  a  course  which  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  did 
not  pursue,  obliged  liim  to  remind  ihe 


729        Batne—Her  Majesty^s  {June  22}  Leitter  to  the  Pope. 

House  of  tbose  which  had  been  already  ad- 
yanced  in  favour  of  the  measure.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  then  shortly  reca- 
pitulated the  chief  reasons  for  the  Bill, 
stating  that  nothing  which  had  fallen  from 
its  opponents  had  shaken  his  convictions  of 
the  propriety  of  the  measure.  In  one  year 
90,000  pereons  (members  of  different 
churches)  had  petitioned  in  favour  of  the 
principle.  It  might  be  quite  true  that  the 
persons  to  be  relieved  were  few  in  number; 
but  he  appealed  to  their  Lordships  the 
more  on  that  very  account  to  vindicate  the 
principles  of  truth  and  justice.  When 
noble  Lords  expressed  their  fears  that 
mischief  would  ensue  in  the  courts  of  jus- 
tice from  the  passing  of  this  measure,  he 
could  teU  them,  from  his  own  experience 
in  those  courts,  that  there  was  not  the 
slightest  ground  for  apprehension.  When 
addressing  their  Lordships  before,  he 
omitted  to  mention  that  on  a  former  occa- 
sion when  this  subject  was  debated  else- 
where, twenty-one  Members  of  the  profes- 
sion of  the  law  took  part  in  the  discussion, 
and  of  these  eighteen  voted  for  the  Bill, 
and  only  three  against  it;  and  those  eigh- 
teen included  persons  in  Westminster  Hall 
who  were  best  acquainted  with  the  work- 
ing of  the  administration  of  justice.  The 
Judges  were  not  the  proper  authorities  to 
decide  this  question.  It  was  a  subject  for 
legislation. 

On  Question,  that  **now"  stand  part 
of  the  Motion, 

Honse  divided  : — Contents  34 ;  Non- 
Oontents  10:  Majority  24. 
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Resolved  in  the  negative;  and  Bill  to  be 
read  2»  on  this  day  three  months. 
House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  22,  1849. 

M INUTBS.]  PuBuc  Bills. — 12«por/nf.— Transportation  for 
TreuaD  (Irdand) ;  Mutiny  and  Desertion  (India). 
9>  Eedeiiaitical  Jurisdiction. 

Pn-inoHB  PRtSENTKO.  By  Mr.  Page  Wood,  from  West. 
aoiiMCtT,  for  the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  Bill.— By 
Mr.  Hobhouae,  from  Lincoln,  Tor  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty 
on  Attorneys'  Certificates.— By  Mr.  Walpole,  from  Ep- 
aoin,  for  Agricultural  Relief.— By  Mr.  Masterman,  from 
MkigluM,  tat  Encouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion 
irtthdw  Cbaich  Education  Society  for  Ireland.— By  Mr. 


Glyn,  from  the  Kendal  Union,  for  a  SuperannuatioQ 
Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Mr.  Broadley,  from 
several  Places  iu  Yorkshire,  for  the  Suppression  of  Pro- 
miscuous Intercourse.- By  Mr.  Alexander  Matheson,  from 
Inverness,  against  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill.— By 
Mr.  Alexander  Smollett,  ftt>m  Dumbarton,  for  an  Altera- 
tion of  the  Registering  Births,  Suu  (Scotland)  Bill. — From 
a  Public  Meeting  of  the  Inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis, 
held  in  John  Street,  Marylebone,  for  the  Recognition  of 
the  Roman,  Hungarian,  and  Rhenish  Republics. — By  Mr» 
Plumptre.  from  Canterbury,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr.  Mitchell,  from  Dolgdiy,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act. 

POOR  LAWS— WORKHOUSE  DRESS. 

Mr.  plumptre  wished  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  whether 
it  was  thought  that  any  practical  evil  would 
arise  from  allowing  persons  entering  a 
workhouse  to  wear  their  own  dress  ?  It 
was  felt  at  present  as  a  great  hardship 
that  persons  should  be  required  to  assume 
the  workhouse  dress.  Was  it  intended  by 
the  existing  regulation  to  imply  that  an 
idea  of  degradation  was  attached  to  the 
fact  that  a  person  was  obliged  to  enter  the 
workhouse  ? 

Mr.  BAINES  begged  to  state,  that 
from  the  very  commencement  of  the 
amended  poor-law,  in  1834,  it  had  been 
a  rule  that  the  workhouse  dress  should  be 
adopted  by  persons  entering  the  work- 
house; and  before  that  time  the  practice 
was  the  same  in  all  well-regulated  work- 
houses. He  should  state  what  was  exactly 
the  rule  now  in  force ; — 

"  Before  being  remoTed  from  the  receiying 
ward  the  pauper  shall  be  thoroughly  cleansed, 
and  shall  be  clothed  in  a  workhouse  dress ;  and 
the  clothes  which  he  wore  at  the  time  of  his  ad- 
mission shall  be  purified,  and  deposited  in  a  place 
appropriated  for  that  purpose,  with  the  pauper's 
name  affixed  thereto.  Such  clothes  shall  be  re- 
stored to  the  pauper  when  he  leaves  the  work- 
house." 

That  rule  had  been  introduced  on  con- 
siderations suggested  by  the  necessity  of 
securing  cleanliness ;  and,  no  doubt,  by 
enforcing  it  the  cleanliness  and  health  of 
the  establishments  had  been  very  mate- 
rially promoted.  It  was  from  considera- 
tions of  the  nature  he  had  described,  and 
not  from  any  desire  to  introduce  a  mark  of 
degradation  or  insult,  that  the  regulation 
had  been  adopted  and  maintained. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

ROME— HER  MAJESTY'S  LETTER  TO 
THE  POPE. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  begged  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  who  a  few  days  ago  had  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
correspondence  which  had  passed  between 
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tbe  noble  Lord  an<l  Her  Mnjeetj's  repre* 
aentative  abroad,  on  tlic  subject  of  the 
afiaira  uf  Rooie.  Amongst  those  docu- 
ments he  (Mr,  C.  Anstey)  fouud  a  letter 
from  Cardinal  Antoiielli  to  the  noble  Lord, 
Btating  that  the  Holy  Father  had  been  vorj 
much  affected  by  the  syrnpathj  which,  in 
a  letter  addressed  to  hiin  in  the  month  of 
January,  Her  Majesty  had  shown  for  his 
position,  and  that  his  Holiness  was  encour- 
aged to  hope  that  Her  Majesty  would,  un- 
der the  circumstances,  co-operate  in  any 
proceedings  to  prevent  the  continuance  of 
a  state  of  things  which  his  Hohnesa  he- 
he  ved  to  be  detrimental  to  the  happiness 
of  nations.  Now;  that  letter  of  Her  Ma- 
jeety  was  not  included  in  the  documenta 
produced;  and  what  ho  wif^hed  to  ask  \rm^ 
whether  the  letter  of  Her  Majesty  could 
be  held  to  warrant  tho  inference  contained 
in  the  letter  of  Cardinal  Antonelli  ?  and 
also  whether  the  noble  Lord  would  object 
to  lay  the  letter  of  Her  Majcaty  on  the 
table  of  the  House  ? 

VmroiTNT  PALMEHSTON:  Tho  letter 
to  which  the  hon*  and  learned  Gentleman 
refers  was  a  reply  to  a  letter  addressed  by 
the  Fope  to  many  of  the  Courts  of  Europe, 
and  amongst  others  to  Her  Majesty,  an- 
nouncing that  he  had  been  obliged  to  re- 
tire from  his  States,  and  soliciting  the  gc- 
neral  good  will  and  eountenance  of  the 
Courts  to  which  the  letters  were  addressed. 
In  tho  answer  which  it  is  usual  to  return 
to  letters  of  that  kind,  Her  Majesty  ex^ 
pressed  Her  regret  at  the  events  which 
had  occurred,  the  great  satisfaction  Her 
Majesty  would  feel  at  learning  that  the 
differences  between  the  Pope  and  hi  a  sub- 
jects had  been  put  an  end  to,  and  stating, 
of  course,  that  Ucr  Majesty  would  be  glad 
if  She  could  assist  at  a  reconciliation.  It 
is  not  uaual  to  lay  letters  of  that  sort, 
which  are  fetters  of  form,  upon  the  tablcj 
of  the  House.  The  correspondence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  respecting  the  bcaj'- 
ing  of  the  acts  of  the  British  Governnicnt, 
has  been  laid  before  the  House,  and  the 
House  is  in  perfect  possession  of  tho  views 
and  intentions  of  the  French  Government 
with  respect  to  the  matters  in  question. 

Mft.  C,  ANSTEY  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  was  of  opinion  that 
the  letter  of  Her  Majesty  was  not  one  for 
whiclt  the  Government  were  responsi- 
ble ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  These  let* 
ters  are  always  framed  by  the  responsible 
advjBers  of  the  Crown. 

Subject  dropped^ 


TDE  AFFAIRS  OF  THE  RIVER  PLATE. 

Mh,  SMYTHE:  1  wish  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secre* 
taryp  which  is  of  critical  importance  in  the 
present  state  of  affairs  in  the  River  Plate^ 
I  wish  to  knOAV  whether  he  would  have 
any  objection  to  stato  generally  the  terms 
of  the  proposala  transmitted  to  him  by  Mr. 
Southern,  by  the  packet  in  May  last,  for 
a  convention  by  which  to  settle  the  differ- 
ences between  the  Oriental  and  the  Argen* 
tine  Republics  ?  I  wish  to  aak,  also,  whe- 
ther those  proposals  are  in  any  way  modi' 
fied  by  a  despatch  since  received  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and^  also,  whether 
any  communication  has  taken  place  with 
the  French  Government  with  respect  to 
thift  question,  since  the  month  of  May 
last  ? 

ViscoL^VT  PALMERSTON:  I  think  it 
quite  natural  that  the  parties  concerned  ia 
these  transaetionf}  should  feel  a  great  de- 
sire to  know  what  are  the  precise  negotia- 
tions pending,  and  what  comniunications 
have  passed  on  tho  subject.  But  I  feel 
sure  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his 
official  experience,  and  the  House  itself, 
will  be  of  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  con- 
sistent with  my  duty  to  state  verbally,  or 
by  the  production  of  papers,  the  detalU 
and  present  state  of  negotiations  still  pend- 
ing. It  is  obvious  tbat  such  explanatioDB 
could  only  tend  to  impede  and  not  to  accel- 
erate the  concluaion  of  the  nititter.  But  I 
have  no  difficulty  in  saying  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  in  communication 
with  tho  Government  of  France  with  re* 
spect  to  these  affairs.  The  French  Go* 
vernmcnt,  however,  has  only  been  recently 
formed,  and  it  has  been  occupied  with  very 
important  matters  since  its  formation:  so  1 
that  will  account  for  these  communications 
being  still  open.  1  should  be  sorry  to  say 
anything  which  should  induce  tlie  mer- 
chants to  entertain  ejtpeetations  which  will 
not  be  realised,  or  that  there  will  be  a 
failure  in  the  stipulations;  but  thus  much 
I  nuiy  say,  that  the  present  state  of  tha 
communications  between  the  Argentina  1 
Ptcpuhlic  and  the  Govenuiients  of  England] 
ami  France,  is  one  wliich  lead  a  me  to  th«^ 
hope  and  expectation  that  those  negotia- 
tionHi  may  end  in  a  satisfactorv  manner. 

Mft.  SMYTHE  :  As  the  noble  Lord  hasJ 
said  that  these  negotiations  are  likely  to 
terminate  satisfactorily — as  he  lias  said 
thus  much,  perhaps  ho  would  not  object 
to  say,  that  in  the  event  of  their  ctiining  to 
a  satisfactory  issue,  due  provision  shaO  be 
made  for  guaranteeing  the  indepeudetice  of 
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the  OrienUl  Republic,  and  the  security  of 
the  livea  and  properties  of  the  people  of 
Montevideo? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  can  state 
that  all  parties  to  the  negotiation  have 
accepted  as  a  basis  the  independence  of 
the  Banda  Oriental  Republic.  General 
Oribe,  the  candidate  for  the  presidency  of 
that  Republic,  has  pledged  himself  on  se- 
▼eral  occasions  to  the  representatives  of 
Her  Majesty  and  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, that  in  the  event  of  his  returning  to 
authority  he  would  take  measures  for  the 
complete  security  of  property  and  persons, 
whether  foreign  or  native. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

THE  EECTORY  OF  BISHOP 
WEARMOUTH. 
Mb.  HORSMAN  said,  that  as  he  did 
not  wish  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  finan- 
cial statement,  he  would  postpone  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice.  But 
there  was  another  question,  which  he 
deemed  to  be  of  such  pressing  importance 
that  he  desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the  Grown 
to  it.  It  affected  an  Order  in  Gouncil 
which  might  possibly  take  effect  before  he 

SMr.  Horsman)  had  an  opportunity  of 
Irawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
•ubject.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  he  had  presented  petitions  from 
Sunderland  and  other  places,  signed  by 
50,000  persons,  with  respect  to  the  ar- 
rangement made  by  the  Bishop  of  Durham. 
At  the  time,  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Bishop  of 
Durham  to  bring  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
to  effect  the  object  in  view.  Shortly  after, 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  the  Bishop 
of  Durham  intended  to  effect  the  arrange- 
ment by  an  Order  in  Council.  He  (Mr. 
Horsman)  had  objected  to  that  course,  as 
an  Order  in  Council  was  a  secret  proceed- 
ing, of  which  the  people  knew  nothing  un- 
til it  was  announced  in  the  Gazette.  The 
noble  Lord  then  stated  that  the  parties 
should  have  that  voice  in  the  matter  which 
they  would  have  in  the  case  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  had  communicated  that 
assurance  to  the  parties;  but  he  had  since 
received  a  communication  from  the  noble 
Lord,  forwarding  a  scheme  drawn  up  by 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  with  an 
intimation  that,  if  it  were  approved  of,  it 
would  be  submitted  to  the  approval  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  then  be  gazetted.  Now,  that 
was  not  the  understanding  which  he  had 
•ommimicated  to   the  parties.      To  the 


scheme  he  entertained  this  objection,  that 
it  was  only  a  slight  variation  of  the  plan 
proposed  before.  He  now  asked  whether 
the  parties  locally  interested  would  be  al- 
lowed full  time  to  consider  this  scheme, 
and  whether,  should  they  ascertain  that 
the  scheme  was  only  a  slight  variation 
from  the  plan  against  which  they  had 
originally  petitioned,  they  would  be  aU 
lowed  to  apply  to  Parliament  before  the 
ratification  of  the  scheme  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said*  he  remem- 
bered undertaking  to  inform  tile  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  the  substance  of  any  proposed 
scheme  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
before  that  scheme  was  finally  adopted ; 
but  he  certainly  did  not  remember  saying 
that  there  would  be  the  same  power  of  cor- 
recting and  altering  that  scheme  as  there 
would  be  if  it  were  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  correctly 
stated  that  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  ha4  in- 
formed him  yesterday  that  a  scheme  would 
be  brought  before  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners for  making  provision  for  the 
cure  of  souls  in  the  parish  of  Bishop  Wear- 
mouth.  He  had  conveyed  that  informa- 
tion to  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  soon  as  he 
had  received  it  from  the  secretary  of  the 
commissioners.  With  respect  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  he  would  not  under- 
take to  say  what  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners might  think  fit  to  do  with  respect 
to  this  scheme.  He  did  not  know  whether 
anything  had  passed  on  the  subject  yester- 
day. If  so,  it  would  probably  receive  their 
seal  sometime  next  week.  All  he  had  en- 
gaged to  do  was,  that  the  scheme  should 
not  be  brought  before  the  Privy  Council 
until  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  communi- 
cated with  the  parties  interested,  and  they 
had  made  any  representation  they  thought 
proper.  He  could  not  say  that  if  the 
scheme  was  found  to  differ  materially  from 
that  which  the  petitioners  asked  for,  that 
he  should  feel  bound  to  interpose  to  prevent 
its  adoption :  all  he  could  say  was,  that,  if 
time  would  allow,  the'Hion.  Gentleman 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
question  before  Parliament,  if  he  thought 
fit,  before  the  scheme  was  ratified  by  the 
Queen  in  Council. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

FRENCH  INTERVENTION  IN  ROME. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  which  it  wiU 
not  take  me  many  minutes  to  explain  ta 
him  and  to  the  House.    I  frankly  aoknow^ 
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ledge  that  my  object  in  putting  it  is  to  get 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  expression  of  an 
opinion  from  him,  which,  under  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  the  case,  will,  I 
think,  be  of  infinite  service,  I  might  say, 
to  the  interests  of  mankind.  The  situ- 
ation of  this  country  is  such,  that,  from 
time  to  time,  and  of  necessity,  our  inter- 
ference is  asked  by  various  nations  in  mat- 
ters of  negotiation.  Other  nations,  feeling 
and  knowing  the  power  of  this  country, 
and  our  position  in  the  world,  we  are 
constantly  appealed  to  as  mediators  and 
arbitrators  between  contending  Powers. 
The  papers  I  hold  in  my  hand  are  an 
evidence  of  this.  Unfortunately,  as  I 
think,  for  the  interests  of  Europe,  and  for 
the  country  itsdf — I  mean  that  of  Rome 
—unhappy  disputes  occurred  between  the 
Pope  and  his  subjects.  With  those  dis- 
putes we  have  no  concern,  except  as  they 
led  Id  one  result,  and  enlisted  other  na- 
tions to  take  part  in  the  concerns  of  Rome. 
Some  time  early  in  this  year,  the  Pope  un- 
fortunately left  his  dominions,  and  took 
refuge  in  Gaeta.  Thereupon  he  made  ap- 
plications to  foreign  nations  for  assistance. 
Among  the  foreign  nations  he  applied  to 
England,  and  the  mode  in  which  England 
was  applied  to  is  what  I  desire  to  call  at- 
tention to  on  the  present  occasion.  Gen- 
tlemen will  have  seen  a  letter  in  the  papers 
from  the  Minister  of  the  King  of  the  Two 
Sicilies  to  the  noble  Lord,  asking  him  to 
be  a  party  to  the  negotiations  about  to  be 
carried  on  for  the  restoration  of  the  Pope 
to  Rome.  Two  modes  of  effecting  this 
were  contemplated — the  one  by  negotia- 
tion, and  the  other  by  recourse  to  arms. 
The  noble  Lord,  after  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  of  which  I  have  already  spoken,  re- 
plied in  the  terms  of  the  letter  which  I 
now  hold  in  my  hand,  expressing  dis- 
tinctly his  views  on  this  intervention.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  as  the  Pope  had  not 
applied  to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  he 
could  give  no  answer  to  Prince  Castelcicala 
on  this  matter.  Thereupon  the  noble  Lord 
is  applied  to  by  the  Pope,  through  Car- 
dinal Antonelli,  in  order  to  take  part  in 
that  negotiation.  By  the  bye,  no  distinct 
answer  was  then  given  to  Prince  Castel- 
cicala ;  but  I  gather  what  the  answer  must 
have  been  from  other  parts  of  the  papers 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  It  was,  as  I 
take  it  to  have  been,  declining,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  this  country, 
to  take  part  in  the  negotiations  which 
they  proposed.  Now,  Sir,  the  object  of 
that  negotiation  was  to  restore  the  Pope 


to  his  ecclesiastical  as  well  as  to  his  civil 
authority  ;  and  the  complaint  made  by 
Cardinal  Antonelli,  and  by  the  Pope  him- 
self, was,  that  the  people  of  Rome  had 
thought  fit  to  dispute  the  propriety  of  the 
ecclesiastical  and  temporal  dominion  of  the 
Pope  being  united;  and  that  he  (the  Pope) 
called  on  the  Catholic  Powers  of  Europe 
to  reinstate  him  in  his  papal  supremacy  as 
Pope  and  as  a  civil  prince.  And  England 
was  applied  to  in  order  to  aid  and  assist 
in  that  object.  While  this  negotiation 
was  going  on,  France  interfered,  and  in- 
terfered not  only  by  way  of  negotiation, 
as  the  noble  Lord  himself  had  recommended* 
but  France  interfered  by  arms.  Now,  Sir, 
I  say  the  position  of  England  is  one  of  so 
remarkable  and  striking  a  character — she 
stands  so  high  as  to  be  safe  from  all  im- 
putation— her  atmosphere  is  so  perfectly 
calm  and  serene,  that  her  judgment  in  this 
matter  is  entirely  undisturbed  by  passions 
of  any  sort.  Therefore  her  opinion,  gomg 
forth  to  the  world  through  the  regular  and 
proper  channel  by  which  her  opinion  can 
be  expressed — I  mean,  through  the  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown — ^must  exert  amongst 
the  nations  of  Europe  a  most  important 
influence.  And  what  I  desire  to  obtain 
from  the  noble  Lord  on  the  present  occa- 
sion is  his  marked,  unequivocal,  plain,  and 
strong  disapprobation  of  the  interference 
on  the  part  of  France  with  the  civil  con- 
cerns of  other  people— of  a  people  wholly 
unoffending  as  regards  that  nation,  which, 
as  far  as  we  are  concerned  and  know, 
ought  to  have  left  them  as  much  to  the 
determination  of  themselves  as  was  the 
nation  of  France  in  establishing  its  own 
present  form  of  government.  And,  Sir, 
I  cannot,  on  such  an  occasion,  refrain  from 
expressing  my  astonishment,  and  in  that 
astonishment  I  include  disapprobation — 
which  I  believe,  sincerely  believe,  will  be 
participated  in  by  all  sides  of  this  House 
— at  the  extraordinary  proceedings  on  the 
part  of  France  on  this  occasion— on  the 
part  of  a  people  who  themselves  have  been 
left  to  pull  down  and  put  up  as  many  go- 
vernments as  they  please — a  people  who, 
above  all  others,  have  invoked  the  right  of 
themselves,  as  a  nation,  to  decide  on  the 
affairs  that  regulate  their  own  happiness — 
by  a  people  that,  on  all  occasions,  have 
manifested  the  most  violent  opposition  to 
any  interference  in  their  own  concerns, 
and  whose  greatest  boast  and  renown  has 
been  their  resistance  of  any  interference 
in  their  own  government  on  the  part  of 
any  foreign  country.     Now,  Sir,  what  ia 
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the  state  of  that  great  citadel,  that  illus- 
trioos  depository  of  the  monuments  of  the 
genius  of  ancient  and  modem  times  ? 
She  is  girt  at  the  present  moment  hj  the 
armies  of  ^t'rance  ;  and  they,  with  all  their 
schoolboy  recollections,  and  quickness  of 
feeling  to  what  is  called  classical  illustra- 
tion, must  feel  that  they  are  once  more 
acting  the  old  Gaul  on  Italian  ground, 
just  with  the  same  spirit,  although  they 
now  are,  as  they  call  themselves,  a  ci- 
yilised  people,  as  they  did  as  barba- 
rians many  centuries  ago.  This,  Sir,  is  a 
case  in  which  I  do  not  wish  England  to 
participate  even  by  silence,  but  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  come  forward  broadly 
stating  his  views,  not  as  the  papers  before 
us  say,  that  he  does  not  approve  of  inter- 
ference at  all  by  arms,  but 'if  arms  are 
taken  up,  why  we  have  nothing  on  earth 
to  do  with  the  matter.  I  say  that  this  is 
not  the  language  which  England  ought  to 
hold.  I  have  no  desire  in  any  way  what- 
soever to  be  supposed  anxious  to  assist 
either  of  the  parties  now  disputing  at 
Rome.  I  do  not  ask  for  the  noble  Lord's 
opinion  on  Roman  transactions ;  but  I  do 
ask  him,  as,  on  the  one  hand,  he  does  not 
wish  the  notion  to  go  forth  to  the  world 
that  we  are  supporting  the  Government  of 
a  minority  or  a  rabble,  so,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  show  that  he  gives  no  support  to 
any  authority  of  which  the  people  con- 
cerned do  not  themselves  approve.  I  there- 
fore ask  him  this  plain  question,  whether 
he  has  already,  by  any  papers  not  now  in 
our  hands,  explained  definitely  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  France  that  the  transactions 
now  going  on  before  the  walls  of  Rome 
not  only  will  not  find  favour  with  the 
people  and  Government  of  England,  but 
in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  deserving  of  severe  reprobation  ? 
Recollect  what  it  is  that  is  now  going  on 
at  Rome.  This  moment,  I  believe,  it  is 
about  being  bombarded  by  the  French 
troops.  Why,  you  cannot  throw  a  shell 
into  that  city  without  destroying  some 
beautiful  relic  either  of  ancient  or  modem 
art.  And  I  would  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
even  on  that  ground  alone,  whether  he 
should  not  come  forwai*d  and  employ  that 
high  authority — that  moral  influence  of 
which  he  himself  speaks  in  these  very 
papers — not  simply  for  the  preservation  of 
peace,  as  well  as  of  all  that  is  precious  in 
art,  but  also  for  the  still  greater  object  of 
maintaining  the  great  interests  involved  in 
this  most  outrageous  attack  of  the  French 
people  upon  all  the  great  principles  upon 
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which  their  own  institutions  are  founded, 
and  by  which  their  own  highest  renown 
has  been  attained  ?  If,  indeed,  it  had  been 
an  Austrian  or  a  Russian,  a  Prussian  or  a 
German,  who  had  directed  his  hostile 
march  to  the  walls  of  Rome,  and  there 
poured  in  shot  and  shell  upon  all  its  works 
of  art — then,  however  much  my  disappro- 
bation might  have  been  aroused,  astonish- 
ment, at  least,  could  not  have  attended 
that  disapprobation.  But  on  this  occasion, 
that  they  who  pretend  on  all  occasions  to 
be  the  friends  of  art  and  of  freedom — who 
claim  to  themselves  the  honour  of  fighting 
the  battle  of  freedom  singlehanded  through-* 
out  Europe,  and  advancing  the  cause  of 
popular  liberty  through  the  principles  of 
their  own  revolution — ^that  they,  of  all 
others,  should  be  the  first  to  interfere  with 
— what  ? — the  only  imitation,  I  believe, 
of  the  great  model  which  they  have  set  up 
for  themselves — a  little  republic,  a  weaK 
people;  and  for  them  to  be  assailed  by  the 
armies  of  France — for  the  only  republic, 
I  believe,  now  in  Europe,  excepting  that 
of  France  herself,  to  be  assailed  by  those 
who  set  them  the  example,  and  excited 
them  to  follow  in  their  footsteps,  and  do 
as  they  have  done — who,  by  every  means 
in  their  power,  have  brought  their  imitators 
into  their  present  position — for  such  a 
nation,  because  they  are  great  and  power- 
ful, to  send  their  armies  and  to  send  their 
generals  to  dictate  to  a  people  weaker 
than  themselves,  and  who,  following 
humbly  in  the  wake  of  their  aggressors, 
have  not  given  one  particle  of  offence  to 
any  other  nation — Sir,  I  ask  this  House, 
in  the  face  of  the  world,  to  express  its 
firm  disapprobation  of  such  a  flagrant  pro- 
ceeding. I  ask  it  for  the  sake  of  the  best 
interests  of  humanity.  I  do  not  want  to 
give  rise  to  a  war;  but  I  do  want  England 
to  exercise  the  mighty  influence  she  has  at 
her  command,  and  not  to  lose  the  high  ad- 
vantage of  her  proud  position  as  arbitress 
among  the  nations.  And  I  ask  the  noble 
Lord  to  be  busy,  as  he  ought  to  be,  to  ex- 
press, as  I  know  he  would  express,  if 
this  House  says  it  disapproves  of  this  pro- 
ceeding, the  strong  and  unanimous  feeling 
of  the  united  and  assembled  Ministers  and 
representatives  of  tho  people  of  this 
country. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  I  am  sure. 
Sir,  the  House  will  feel  the  delicacy  of  the 
position  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  who 
is  called  upon  to  pronounce  judgment  on 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  a  fo- 
reign country.  It  is  not  the  business,  I 
2  B 
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a^prebend,  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  he  hoped  the  HoDte  would  aDowkbi  id 
sUoidmg  in  this  House,  to  become  either  p«t  it  to  the  noble  Lord«  When  tlie  peo- 
the  defender  or  the  judge  of  the  proceed-  pie  of  France  changed  their  GoTemmeBt. 
iaga  of  a  foreign  GoTcmment  in  matters  the  British  GoTemment  recognised  the  Go- 
with  regard  to  which  the  British  GoTcm-  vemment  de  facto  of  France.  *  Nov,  he 
iMiil  has  declined  altogether  to  be  parties,  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  oovreel 
Bat  I  can  hare  no  hesitatiou  in  stating  that  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTonme&t  had  re- 
Her  Majestj*s  Govemment  hare  witnessed,  fused  to  recognise  the  Government  defaoio 
with  deep  r^ret,   the    circumstance    to  of  Rome? 

which  mj  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has'  Yiscoinrr  PALME RST ON repliod, thai 
BOW  referred.  And  more  than  that,  I .  the  British  GoTcrament  did  not  raeognise 
think,  in  the  present  state  of  things,  the  ^  officially  the  GoTenunent  of  France  nnlil 
Hovse  will  oicuse  me  from  sajing.  Sir,  *  some  months  after  the   revolotioB,    '~' 


when  the  new  GoTemment  had  aasianed  a 
settled  and  definite  fonn.  The  6of«i»- 
ment  of  Rome  had  not  jei  attained  thai 
condition. 

Subject  drof^ed. 


there  have  been  manj  CTents  passing  in 

Smn^  which  the  GoTcmment    of   this 

oenntiy  hare  not  looked  upon  with  indiffer- 

•ace;  but  we  hare  not  conudered  that  it 

was  onr  dot  j,  and  we  hare  not  considered, ' 

mereorer,  that  it  was  calculated  to  aceom-  | 

pfisk  anj  nsefiil  purpose,   to    constitute ' 

awtalrea  ^  judges  and  censors  of  manj  | 

ihiMpi  in  wUeh  other  nations  are  concern- 
ed; Ml  I  can  oalj  saj  that  we  are  no  par- 

lisa  ia  these  transactions.     The  House 

win  see  by  the  papers  that  hare  been  pno- 

daccd,  that  we  £ram  the  outset  have  do- 

arecaied  aaj  amed  interrention  bj  foreign 

rowers  in  the  internal  a£Bsirs  of  the  Kiy- 

B«a  State*.     We  dccHnod  to  be  parties  to 

die  s^ooatiQBS  to  be  carried  on  at  that   tnr  to  the  Hoase  at  an  earfier  period  of 
,  Mid,  thef«feio«  we  cannot  speak  from   this  Sessioa,  jet  I  hope  and  bdim  Hmt, 
[  kaowkdge  as  to  what  has  been  the  considefing  the  cirtamstaacea  o£  the 
ef  theae  negotiatieas.     Therefore,   at  which  I  am  speaking,  it  will  m 

altogether  uaialitfcfsrtorT  to  the  Ce 
or  ^  coaatrr.  Wo 
lectlr  appreciate  the  raise  o£  a  i 
efd^tnanciaimoarcea  ef  thecovi^if 
we  did  not  take  iata  MMiidiiitioa  the  eir> 
camstaacea  not  onlj  ef  our  own  coai^ 
bat  of  ^>30  f»reij(n  coaatrieB  wilk  whidi 


WAYS  AXD  lfEAXS--THE  BUDGET. 
The  House  baring  resoliod  itaalf  mto 
^  a  Committee:  Mr.  Bmal  in  te  ehair, 
i  The  CHANCELLOR  op  m  EXCHS- 
QUER  spoke  as  fbUowa:  Akhong^  the 
statement  wlu^  I  am  about  to  Maka  ta 
the  Committee  is  not  ao  fiaroarable  aa  I 
could  hare  wished  to  make,  or  as  I  ■heaid 
hare  been  justified  in  making  if  I  bad  aaib- 
mitted  the  financial  conditifla  o£  te  eo«i> 


tiM%  what 


a  pcisitMa  to  state, di»- 
the  ^arsctar  of  the  whole 
hare  been  which  hare  led 
Ae  Fraaeh  GoreraaMnt  to  adi^  what  I 
coasider  a  most   vafiaituaato  pro> 


Ka.  HUME  was  gki  to  karw  that  the 
Bmkh  Go^wfameat  was  no  partj  to  the 
attocMs  pro(«^ed^j3L|rs  at  Rixne;  bat  he 
rase  t»  ask  the  a  >b«e  Loni  whether  he  was 
fnparW  to  Ut  Wkw«  the  Hoosie  the  «or^ 
iwffoadestfe  with  the  Fieaeh  Gorerameat 
whseh  a  shcn  tia»^  s^aei^  he  said  he  m«st 
int  adtk  the  Fieaifk  Gonefaaient  if  it 
woaiUi  M^w  to  be  aaade  psbfie  f 

Vk^vcst  PALMEKSTOX  was  vader^ 
sao#4  to  »T  that  the  Frea^  Goreimaaeat 


It 


abered  that  a 


pre- 


mwst  be 
hah^  ago 

rarkd  in  this  coantrr.  that 
a  £smiae  in  Ireland,  and  that  the 
the  Contiaent  has  beca  sarii  aa  ta 
the  gmatieot  iateffTvptiija  to « 
iatetwary  wi  A  tkjw  coaBitriei  wiA  which, 
aaikr  ec^inarr  ctareaafestaares^  we  canj  aa 
trade  to  a  ^hmt  Urga  exteat.     Whcs  I 
a^  e^/^^ftiM  to  the  po^boiritT  of  the   sta»^  soeae  CMae  a^  that  diahhitkadi  of 
a»  in  i|ai»Ma.  whkh  was  sjim   ^  nottheta  coasts  had  < 
%  ikfte  adUoMsed  to  tW  G^w^raaitat  of  ia  urfpfetsiiaj:  ear  i 

th»  <>>c3L:rT«  Vet  i:  w:i$  a  ^^NU<r4  ad-   Geatleaixfli  eof^xsite  leeaatd  saryrisai  at 

dhmuodl  to  the  Fr^^ach  Mbc;$o^  at  VWas^k   the  stateoMot:  Vat  I  can  i 

A  <orT  of  whk^  was  trasiuait^  a^  the  Ve^  ac^aauKv^  wi^  tho  anfes  e€  oar  aa- 

h  Gor^Nrattwrv    The  cioi»aiieat«  Ww-   a^iiwtancjr  8adla^:r7  t«»  coairm  mj  state* 

r^  wvaU  W  f«v«ia^NL  ateat  that  ^  <«KtcBKtaaMs  itfiwiad  la 

.  HVMfi  wished  to  ask  ea»»  i|«M^oa  c^aiiM  the  pcvwpieet  oi  infcopraHMaa  whidi 

("^Se^^!^]  ItwmswrriMfiittiam  efit»<diifOftiK  ataftoiibirpanaiaf  Iha 
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Session.  When  I  state  that  the  trade 
with  Germany  alone  is  supposed  to  require 
two  days'  work  in  the  week  from  our  cot- 
ton mills,  it  must  he  evident  that  the  in- 
terruption to  commerce  caused  hy  the 
blockade  of  the  northern  ports  and  by  the 
disturbed  state  of  central  Europe,  was  suffi- 
cient to  damp  the  sanguine  expectations 
which  prevailed  in  the  manufacturing  and 
oommercial  world  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year,  of  a  more  prosperous  state  of  com- 
merce than  subsequent  experience  has  jus- 
tified. I  think  that  in  this  circumstance 
we  may  find  the  strongest  confirmation  of 
the  proposition  which  I  advanced  last  year, 
namely,  that  we  are  deeply  interested  in 
the  prosperity  of  our  neighbours,  because 
they  are  far  more  valuable  to  us  as  pur- 
chasers than  they  are  formidable  as  com- 
petitors, and  that  we  best  consult  our  own 
interests  in  promoting  by  every  legitimate 
means  in  our  power  that  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  neighbouring  countries  on  which 
not  thenr  prosperity  alone,  but  our  own 
abo,  in  some  degree,  depends.  I  hope 
that  the  circumstances  to  which  I  have 
adverted  will  be  admitted  to  confirm  the 
prudence  of  the  course  which  I  took  at  an 
•arly  period  of  the  Session,  in  declining 
to  comply  with  the  request  of  some  Gentle- 
men, who  wished  me  to  make  my  financial 
statement  in  February.  The  information 
which  I  had  then  received  certainly  led  me 
to  expect  a  larger  income  from  the  Cus- 
toms than  the  result  has  justified.  Addi- 
tiODal  sources  of  expense  have  also  been 
opened  since  that  time,  and,  although  I 
might  of  course  have  made  a  financial 
statement  at  any  period  of  the  Session, 
jet,  as  the  object  of  that  statement  is  not 
mordy  to  explain  the  views  which  the 
Ghaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time 
may  entertain,  but  to  furnish  to  the  House 
and  the  country  an  estimate  of  the  pro- 
bable financial  condition  of  the  country  for 
the  year,  drawn  from  correct  data,  and 
on  which  they  may  rely  with  as  much  cer- 
tainty as  can  be  attained  in  such  matters, 
it  most  be  obvious  that  it  would  be  illusory 
to  make  the  statement  at  a  time  when  I 
eoold  not  take  upon  myself  to  say  that  my 
•alcnlations  could  be  relied  upon.  Be- 
fore I  proceed  to  state  the  prospects  of 
the  ensuing  year,  I  will,  according  to  cus- 
tom, refer  briefly  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  year  that  has  passed.  It  will  be  re- 
mombered  that  early  in  the  Session  of 
1848  we  felt  ourselves  compelled  to  pro- 
pose to  this  House  a  large  increase  of 
We  found  an  amount  of  past 


expenditure,  principally  for  the  E^fir  war, 
which  we  had  nopresent  means  of  defraying. 
We  also  thought  it  advisable  to  complete 
certain  large  and  important  works  which 
had  been  already  undertaken,  and  we  be- 
lieved it  to  be  the  best  economy  in  the  end 
to  complete  them  at  once.  In  fact,  we 
took  the  same  view  of  those  works  which  I 
find  hon.  Gentlemen  are  now  disposed  to 
take  of  the  works  of  the  New  Palace  at 
Westminster.  We  thought,  however,  that 
it  was  our  duty,  rather  than  to  propose  a 
further  loan,  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
agree  to  a  temporary  increase  of  taxation, 
in  order  to  cover  this  expenditure.  This 
proposal,  however,  the  House  pretty  unan- 
imously reused  to  sanction,  and  accord- 
ingly, in  deference  to  the  opinion  then  ex- 
pressed, we  felt  ourselves  bound  to  adopt 
another  course.  The  course  which  wo 
took  was,  so  far  as  regarded  past  expendi- 
ture, over  which  we  could  exercise  no  con- 
trol, to  ask  permission  to  borrow  a  suffi- 
cient sum  to  cover  it;  while  as  to  the  ex- 
penditure the  control  of  which  was  in  our 
power,  the  course  which  we  took  was  to 
reduce  it,  so  far  as  we  possibly  could  con- 
sistently with  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  to  spread  the  remainder  over  a  longer 
period,  so  as  to  bring  our  annual  expendi- 
ture within  our  annual  income.  I  then 
stated  that  if  the  income  tax  was  renewed 
for  three  years,  and  the  other  taxation 
maintained,  that  I  entertained  the  expecta- 
tion that  in  three  years  the  aggregate  in- 
come of  the  country  would  be  greater  than 
its  aggregate  expenditure  for  these  three 
years.  1  repeated  that  assurance  at  the 
end  of  last  Session,  and  I  stated  early  this 
year  how  far  these  expectations  had  been 
realised.  Hon.  Gentlemen  will  remember 
that  I  stated  that  we  had  so  far  reduced 
the  expenditure,  that,  after  having  provided 
for  the  expenditure  for  the  Kafir  war,  the 
previous  excess  of  naval  expenditure,  and 
the  sum  required  for  Irish  distress,  and 
that  for  emigration  to  Canada,  by  borrow- 
ing money  to  the  extent  of  2,000,000i.,  I 
anticipated  that  our  income  would  be  within 
290,0001.  of  our  current  expenditure.  I 
am  speaking  now  of  the  last  financial  year. 
I  stated  at  the  time  that  I  thought  it  im- 
possible to  form  an  estimate  of  what  would 
be  the  produce  of  the  duty  on  com.  In 
the  estimate  which  I  laid  before  the  House 
of  our  income  for  the  year  ending  April  5, 
1849,  I  omitted  the  probable  produce  from 
that  source.  I  estimated  the  ordinary  in- 
come— always  excluding  com — as  likely  to 
amount  to  51,550,000?.  The  actual  pi^ 
2B2 
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duce  was  rather  less,  principallj  owing  to 
a  most  unexpected  falling  off  in  the  stamps, 
which  source  of  revenue  had  been  unduly 
eleyated  by  the  extraordinary  number  of 
bills  in  circulation  during  the  time  of  fic- 
titious prosperity.  They  produced,  in  fact, 
450,0002.  less  than  was  calculated  in  the 
revised  estimate  furnished  at  the  close  of 
the  last  Session.  The  ordinary  income 
fell  short  by  about  50,000?.  of  what  I 
anticipated;  the  extraordinary  income  I 
stated  at  580,0002.,  whereas  it  produced 
only  569,0002.  The  total  anticipated  income 
was  52,130,0002.;  the  total  produce,  ex- 
clusive of  com,  was  52,067,7312.,  being 
about  62,0002.  less  than  I  anticipated. 
The  actual  expenditure  was  53,287,1102. 
This  sum  exceeds  considerably  the  esti- 
mate which  I  had  formed.  But  there 
are  included  in  that  sum  two  very  con- 
siderable items  which  I  did  not  include 
in  my  estimate  of  the  expenditure.  The 
one  is  the  sum  to  which  I  have  already 
alluded  for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress,  and 
the  expense  incurred  in  Canada  by  Irish 
immigrants  in  the  preceding  year,  amount- 
ing together  to  389,9202. ;  and  the  other  is 
the  naval  excess  for  the  preceding  year, 
which,  though  chargeable  upon  the  sup- 
plies of  this  year,  is  included  in  the  ex- 
penditure side  of  the  balance-sheet  up  to 
April  last.  The  sum  in  question  is 
323,7872.;  making,  with  the  Irish  sum, 
a  total  of  more  than  713,0002.  Now,  if 
you  deduct  that  sum  from  the  whole  ex- 
penditure, there  will  remain  52,573,4032. 
My  estimate  of  the  year's  expenditure  was 
52,422,3352. ;  and,  therefore,  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  year  exceeded  the  estimate  by 
151,0682.  The  total  expenditure,  includ- 
ing the  Irish  distress  vote  and  the  naval 
excess  vote,  being  52,287,1102.:  the  total 
receipts — including  the  com  duties,  which 
amounted  to  950,0002.  during  the  year — 
amounted  to  53,017,7322.;  thus  showing 
a  balance  of  actual  expenditure  over  actual 
revenue  of  269,3782.  But  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  compare  the  receipts  of  the  year 
with  the  current  expenditure  of  the  year, 
excluding  the  Irish  distress  and  the  Cana- 
dian emigration — 

Mr.  HERRIES  :  What  year  are  you 
talkmgof  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Of  the  last  financial  year.  If  you 
will  compare  the  receipts  of  the  last  year 
with  the  current  expenditure  of  that  year, 
excluding,  as  I  said,  the  votes  for  Irish  dis- 
tress and  naval  excess,  you  will  find  the  ac- 
tual current  expenditure,  52,573,4032.,  to  be 


less  than  the  actual  receipts  by  444,329I. 
The  actual  surplus,  therefore*  of  income 
over  the  current  expenditure  of  the  year,  is 
upwards  of  444,0002.  Even  if  you  add, 
as,  perhaps,  it  is  fair  to  do,  to  Uiat  sum 
the  expenditure  of  the  preceding  year  in 
excess,  merely  deducting  the  expenditure 
for  Irish  purposes  and  emigration  to  Ca- 
nada, which  I  never  anticipated  paying  out 
of  the  income  of  the  year,  the  surplus  will 
still  amount  to  120,0002.  on  the  receipts  of 
the  last  year  above  the  expenditure  (Kf  the 
last  year.  Taking,  therefore,  the  first  year 
of  the  three  of  those  in  wUch  I  held  out 
expectations  that  the  income  would  ex- 
ceed the  expenditure,  you  will  find  that 
my  prediction  has  been  realised  to  this  ex- 
tent, that,  taking  the  actual  income  and 
expenditure  of  the  year,  there  is  a  surplos 
of  444,0002. ;  and  even  after  adding  to  the 
expenditure  belonging  to  the  year  the  ex- 
cess of  the  preceding  year,  there  still  re- 
mains a  surplus  above  120,0002.  I  come, 
now,  to  the  prospects  of  the  present  year; 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  hold  in  their  hands  the 
balance-sheet  up  to  the  5th  of  April,  they 
will  see  that  the  receipt  of  customs  du- 
ties—  I  take  the  round  numbers  —  was 
21,170,0002.  Of  that,  950,0002.  was  for 
duty  on  com.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  What 
kind  of  com  ?]  Grain  and  meal  of  all 
sorts.  Exclusive  of  that  receipt  of  com  duty, 
the  customs  amounted  to  20,220,0002. 
Early  in  the  year,  as  I  have  already  said, 
I  was  led  to  expect  there  might  be  no  in- 
considerable increase  in  the  receipt  of  cus- 
toms this  year.  Circumstances  have  to 
some  extent  changed  since  then;  and  al- 
though up  to  the  present  time  they  have 
not  looked  so  favourable  as  they  did  early 
in  the  year,  yet  I  have  a  confident  expec- 
tation that  the  receipts  of  customs  for  this 
year  will  not  be  less  than  they  were  last 
year.  I  propose,  therefore,  to  take  the 
customs,  exclusive  of  the  com  duty,  at 
20,200,000/.  Last  year  the  receiot  for 
duty  on  corn  was,  as  I  have  said,  950,0002.; 
and  as  we  have  now  a  fixed  duty  of 
Is,  on  every  quarter  of  corn,  it  will  be 
more  easy  to  calculate  the  probable  receipt 
from  corn.  I  find  that  in  the  course  of  last 
year  there  was  received  on  Indian  com  and 
meal — an  article  for  the  introduction  of 
which  even  the  agriculturists  were  most 
anxious— no  less  than  96,0002. ;  and  I  see 
no  very  good  reason  why  nearly  the  same 
quantity  should  not  be  introduced  in  the 
current  year.  As  to  the  duty  to  be  re- 
ceived upon  grain  of  other  kinds,  it  is  not 
very  easy  to  form  an  estimate,  because  so 
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much  muBt  depend  on  the  produce  of  the 
next  harrest;  hut  I  do  propose  to  take  it  at 
hetween  150,000?.  and  200,000?.  I  ex- 
pect that  the  income  from  grain  in  this 
year  of  all  sorts  will  he  hetween  200,000?. 
and  300,0001.,  and  I  propose  to  take  it  at 
250,000?.,  making  the  total  receipt  from 
the  customs  this  year  20,450,000?.  The 
income  from  excise  duty  last  year  was 
13,932,270?.;  I  propose  to  take  it  for  the 
present  year  at  13,710,000?. — rather  more 
than  200,000?.  less  than  last  year.  The 
Btamps  last  year  produced  only  6,565,364?. ; 
ihey  have  heen,  I  am  happy  to  say,  im- 
proving since  the  heginning  of  the  year, 
and  I  propose  to  take  them  at  6,750,000?. 
The  taxes  produced  last  year  4,318,900?.; 
I  propose  to  take  them,  in  round  numhers, 
at  4,300,000?.  The  income  tax  last  year 
produced  5,317,000?.;  I  propose  to  take 
that  rather  lower  for  the  present  year — at 
5,275,000?.  The  Post  Office  last  year 
produced  812,000?.;  this  year  there  will 
prohahly  he  some  reduction  in  the  postage 
from  France,  and  I  propose  to  take  the 
Post  Office  revenue  at  800,000?.  The  re- 
ceipts from  the  Grown  lands  last  year  were 
100,000?.;  hut  there  will  he  some  other 
monies  paid  in  on  the  same  account  this 
year;  and  I  propose  to  take  the  whole  re- 
ceipts at  180,000?.  The  miscellaneous 
receipts  last  year  were  182,000?.,  and  1 
had  mtended  to  have  taken  credit  this 
year  for  that  amount,  when  a  very  odd 
circumstance  happened  —  1  was  ohliged 
to  move  for  a  vote  of  52,000?.  to  re- 
place property  to  that  amount  which  had 
escheated  to  the  Crown ;  hut  the  very 
same  day  other  property  escheated  to  the 
Crown  to  the  amount  of  40,000?.  —  so 
that  I  propose  to  take  the  estimate  of 
miscellaneous  receipts  for  this  year  at 
222,000?.  Old  stores  last  year  produced 
485,000?. ;  I  propose  to  take  the  same  es- 
timate this  year.  From  surplus  fees,  &c., 
there  was  received  last  year  111,000?.;  I 
propose  this  year  to  take  it  at  90,000?. — 
making  the  whole  receipts  of  the  year 
52,262,000?.  I  now  turn  to  the  expen- 
ditore  of  this  year.  The  interest  and 
management  of  the  puhlic  deht  will  he 
27,763,527/.  The  interest  of  Exchequer- 
hills  will  he  480,000?. ;  making  the  interest 
and  management  of  the  deht,  funded  and 
nnfunded,  28,243,527?.  The  civil  list  and 
ether  charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
.will  he  2,781,556?.,  and  the  grant  made 
early  in  the  Session  for  Irish  distress  of 
60,000?.,  makes  the  whole  charge  on  the 
Oooaalidated  Fund,  exclusive  of  the  deht, 


2,831,556?.;  so  that  the  total  amount 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  will  be 
31,075,083?.  The  amount  voted  for  the 
Navy  is  6,260,740?.;  for  the  packet  ser- 
vice, 748,296?.;  and  a  subsequent  vote 
was  taken  for  the  Arctic  expedition,  of 
12,688?.;  making  the  total  amount  for  the 
naval  service,  the  packet  service,  and  the 
Arctic  expedition,  7,021,724?.  The  vote 
for  the  Army  is  6,142,211?.;  and  for  the 
commissariat,  531,872/.  There  still  re- 
mains to  he  voted  the  estimate  for  the 
militia,  which  amounts  to  113,000?.; 
making  the  total  amount  for  the  Army, 
Commissariat,  and  Militia,  6,787,083?. 
For  the  Ordnance,  the  amount  is 
2,654,270?.;  for  the  miscellaneous  esti- 
mates, 3,924,731?.;  and  then  there  is  a 
sum  of  52,173?.  to  refund  the  escheated 
property  left  hy  Mr.  Turner.  Those  sums 
constitute  the  current  expenditure  of  this 
year.  [An  Hon.  Member:  Is  that  the 
total  expenditure?]  I  have  not  stated 
the  total  yet.  [A  laugh.]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men are  aware  there  have  heen  also  voted 
for  the  naval  excess  of  the  year  1847-8  a 
sum  of  323,787?.,  and  for  the  Ordnance 
excess  up  to  April,  1846,  97,984?.;  hut  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  there  are  excesses  in 
the  Army,  Ordnance,  and  Commissariat  ac- 
counts for  the  year  1847-8.  The  excess 
for  the  Army  is  119,950?.;  for  the  Ord- 
nance, 35,386?.;  and  for  the  Commissa- 
riat, 65,5251,  These  excesses  altogether 
amount  to  a  sum  of  642,632?.  The  total 
expenditure,  therefore,  including  those  ex- 
cesses, is  52,157,696?.;  and  deducting  the 
expenditure,  inclusive  of  those  excesses, 
from  the  anticipated  receipts,  there  will 
be  a  surplus  of  104,304/.  This  sum  is,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  not  large;  hut  the  pros- 
pect is  more  encouraging  for  the  future 
than  for  the  present  year.  If  you  deduct 
from  the  expenditure  the  amount  of  the 
excesses  I  have  stated  for  previous  years, 
there  will  he  an  expenditure  for  the  year 
of  51,515,064?.,  leaving  a  surplus  of  the 
year's  anticipated  receipts  over  the  expen- 
diture of  the  year  of  73d,936?.  It  is  right, 
in  looking  at  this  expenditure,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  remember  that  in  these 
estimates,  for  the  first  time,  we  have  voted 
the  whole  of  the  gross  expense;  and, 
therefore,  comparing  the  gross  expenditure 
voted  for  the  present  year  with  the  votes 
for  the  expenditure  of  preceding  years, 
the  estimates  of  the  present  year  appear 
hetween  500,000?.  and  600,000?.  higher 
than  those  of  preceding  years,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  appropriations  not  haying 
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been  deducted.  Thej  are  not  really  so, 
and  due  allowance  mu8t,  of  course,  be 
made  for  tbis  circumstance,  in  comparing 
tbem  witb  foimer  years.  I  am  anxious 
now  to  call  tbe  attention  of  bon.  Gentle- 
men to  tbe  result  of  tbe  statements  wbicb 
I  bave  made  for  tbe  two  years,  in  order  to 
sbow  bow  far  we  bave  succeeded  in  re- 
deeming tbe  pledge  we  gave  of  keeping 
tbe  current  expenditure  witb  in  tbe  current 
income.  If  my  anticipations  are  realised 
in  tbe  course  of  tbis  year,  tben  in  two 
years  tbere  will  be  an  excess  of  income 
over  current  expenditure  of  between 
1,100,000^.  and  1,200,000?.  Tbis,  too, 
affords  a  cbeering  prospect  for  tbe  future, 
wben  we  bave  no  longer  to  defray  tbe  ex- 
cesses of  former  years.  I  sball  advert 
sbortly  to  tbis  subject  of  excesses,  tbougb 
it  will  more  properly  be  brougbt  before  tbe 
consideration  of  tbe  House  wben  tbey  come 
to  be  voted.  Tbe  prospect,  bowever,  for  tbe 
future  is  so  far  satisfactory,  tbat,  supposing 
tbere  is  no  future  increase  of  income,  and 
no  diminution  of  tbe  expenditure,  tbere 
will  still  be  a  considerable  surplus  of  in- 
come above  tbe  expenditure.  The  heaviest 
part  of  these  excesses  has  arisen  in  the 
naval  department,  and  I  am  afraid  tbat 
even  in  tbe  expenditure  of  tbe  last  year 
we  may  bave  hereafter  to  vote  an  excess. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  may  not  be  aware  tbat 
tbe  most  expensive  thing  for  tbe  time 
which  can  be  done  in  the  Navy  is  to  make 
a  reduction  of  force.  The  great  payment 
of  seamen's  wages  takes  place,  of  course, 
wben  ships  are  paid  off.  Tbe  sums  voted 
for  wages  of  seamen  one  year  witb  another 
cover  the  expense ;  but  if  any  one  year  a 
large  reduction  of  men  is  made,  more  than 
tbe  average  proportion  of  payment  comes 
into  that  year,  and,  of  course,  an  excess  of 
expenditure  may  be  the  result,  without 
any  blame  attaching  to  tbe  Admiralty.  I 
bave  the  greatest  confidence  in  tbe  eco- 
nomical administration  of  my  right  bon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty ;  and  I  trust  that  after  this  year 
no  such  thing  will  occur  again.  With 
regard  to  the  other  items,  it  will  be 
better  to  go  into  a  full  explanation  of 
tbem  when  the  votes  are  taken.  To  a 
great  extent  they  bave  arisen  from  circum- 
stances that  could  not  be  foreseen  at  the 
time.  A  considerable  part  of  them  arises 
from  the  removal  of  troops,  and  the  neces- 
sity of  finding  forage  during  the  early  part 
of  the  spring  of  last  year,  in  consequence 
of  the  disturbances  in  Ireland,  some  from 
troops  arriving  from  India  earlier  than  was 


expected,  and  from  others  not  being  sent  off 
to  India  from  other  colonies  so  soon  as  wu 
expected;  partly  also  tbey  are  to  be  attri- 
buted to  our  having  applied  to  the  depart* 
mentft  a  more  rigid  system  of  winding  up 
their  accounts  at  tbe  end  of  the  year,  in- 
stead of  allowing  them  to  bold,  as  they  ^d 
in  former  years,  a  surplus  in  their  hands. 
In  ordinary  years,  surpluses  have  been 
surrendered  to  tbe  ways  and  means,  and 
150,0002.  has  been  surrendered  ill  that 
way,  as  appears  by  tbe  finance  accounts, 
in  the  last  year,  which  may  be  set  off,  tea 
certain  extent,  against  tbe  excesses  which 
I  bave  mentioned.  I  hope  tbat  by  the  strict 
rules  we  are  adopting  to  enforce  the  strict- 
est attention  to  tlieir  expenditure  in  all  the 
departments,  these  excesses  will  not  happen 
again.  I  think  it  right  I  should,  as  far  is 
I  can,  satisfy  the  House  tbat  the  antidpa- 
tions  of  income  I  bave  formed,  are  not  with- 
out just  foundation.  Tbe  expenditure  we 
know  pretty  accurately  to  be  what  we  have 
voted.  I  wish,  in  tbe  first  place,  to  refer 
to  a  paper  moved  for  tbe  other  day  bj  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  fyt 
Stamford,  wbicb,  without  some  exjdana- 
tion,  might  appear  to  indicate  a  fiailure  of 
income  greater  than  tbe  circumstances  war- 
rant. With  regard  to  tbe  Customs,  there 
appears,  since  ^e  beginning  of  this  year, 
a  falling-off  as  compared  witb  the  same  pe- 
riod last  year,  but  it  is  not  oonsideraole. 
The  main  falling-off  is,  however,  apparently 
in  tbe  Excise,  in  which  it  would  appear 
from  this  paper  that  since  tbe  dtb  of  Janu- 
ary tbis  year  there  has  been  a  falling-off  <tf 
496,412^  That  gives  a  very  incorrect  re- 
presentation of  the  real  truth.  In  the 
first  place,  taking  tbis  financial  year,  that 
is,  from  the  5tb  of  April,  the  whole  diffbr- 
ence,  instead  of  being  496,412{.,  is  only 
400,0002.;  but  the  truth  is,  tbat  this  is 
not  altogether  a  falling-off,  but  is  in 
tbe  main  only  a  postponement.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  are  aware  tbat  I  bare  had 
to  postpone  one-half  of  tbe  hop  duty« 
and  that  which  I  should  bave  received  at 
the  beginning  of  May  is  postponed  until 
tbe  autumn;  and,  therefore,  196,000{.  is 
postponed  to  a  subsequent  quarter,  instead 
of  being  received  in  tbe  present.  The 
malting  season  was  six  weeks  later  this 
year  than  tbe  last;  and  duty,  therefbrey 
amounting  to  about  200,000(.  upon  mslt, 
has  not  fallen  off,  but  is  only  postponed. 
In  the  last  round,  as  it  is  called,  of  the 
Excise,  there  is  an  actual  increase  of  charge 
of  about  50,0002.,  taking  England  and  In- 
land together.   Last  year,  also,  the  Scotch 
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and  Irish  distillers  were  allowed  to  bond 
spirits  in  this  countrj,  which  postponed 
the  duty,  and  the  sum  of  400,000?., 
which  appears  to  have  fallen  off  this 
yeilr,  is,  in  truth,  not  a  diminution,  but 
only  a  postponement  of  receipt.  With 
regard  to  the  stamps,  it  would  appear  from 
this  paper  that  .there  was  a  decrease,  since 
the  5th  January,  of  35,967?. ;  but  in  that 
duty,  which  affords  some  proof  of  the 
financial  state  of  the  country,  there  is  an 
actual  increase  on  the  quarter  since  the 
5th  of  April  of  40,000?.  In  the  taxes, 
also,  the  decrease  since  the  5th  of  April 
18  oilly  5,700?.,  instead  of  58,000?.,  as  it 
appears  to  have  been  since  the  5th  of  Ja- 
nuary. In  like  manner  tbe  income  tax  by 
this  paper  appears  to  be  5,633?.  short  since 
January;  but  since  the  5th  of  April  there 
18  an  increase  of  9,700?.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  thati  with  regard  to  Ireland,  I  cannot 
give  so  satisfactory  an  account  as  with  regard 
to  Great  Britain;  but  the  circumstances  of 
that  Country  are  really  such  that  I  am  not 
so  muoh  surprised  that  tbe  rcTenue  has 
fallen  off,  as  I  am  that  it  has  kept  up  to 
its  present  ainount.  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  go 
a  little  further  back  with  respect  to  the 
probable  in<)ome  of  this  country.  I  think, 
if  we  look  bftck  for  six  or  eight  years,  and 
see  what  the  income  bas  been  under  the 
rarying  cirdumstances  of  those  years,  we 
may  entertain  a  most  well-founded  confi- 
dence that  I  have  not  overstated  the  pro- 
bable inbome  for  the  ensuing  year.  In  the 
yeAr  ending  the  5th  of  April,  1842,  before 
tbe  recent  changes  in  our  taxation,  the  or- 
dinary income  of  the  country,  excluding 
the  income  tax,  was  48,031,000?.  In  that 
year,  it  will  be  remembered,  a  considerable 
reduction  of  duties  took  place.  In  the  year 
ending  tbe  5th  of  April,  1843,  tbe  ordi- 
nary income  was  45,507,000?.;  in  the  year 
ending  the  5th  of  April,  1844,  it  was 
46,455,000?.;  and  on  the  5th  of  April, 
1645,  it  had  again  attained  the  amount  of 
48|  11 1,000?.  In  that  year,  again,  a  con- 
siderable reduction  of  duties  took  place; 
and  in  the  year  ending  the  5th  of 
April j  1846,  the  ordinary  income  fell  to 
46,990,000?.  In  the  year  ending  the  5th 
of  April,  1847,  the  income  had  again  risen 
to  upwards  of  48,000,000?.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say,  that  I  think  that  year  can  be 
eonsidered  a  fair  criterion  of  probable  reve- 
nue in  an  ordinary  year,  for  several  rea- 
sons, as  for  instance  the  income  under  the 
head  of  •*  Stamps"  was  unduly  swelled  by 
fiotitious  bills  and  other  matters  going  on 
At  tiial  time  in  connexion  with  railways. 


In  that  year  a  considerable  amount  of  du« 
ties  was  repealed;  and  in  the  year  ending 
the  5th  of  April,  1848,  the  income  wa« 
45,992,000?.  The  income  for  last  year, 
excluding  the  duties  on  com,  was  a  little 
above  46,000,000?.  I  do  not  think  w^ 
can  anticipate  that  the  income  of  the  ensu- 
ing year  will  be  worse  than  that  of  the  two 
preceding  years.  I  therefore  take  the  in- 
come of  the  present  year  as  very  little  abovo 
46,000.000?.,  and  I  think  I  am  perfectly 
warranted  by  the  experience  of  past  years 
in  assuming  that  the  ordinary  income  of 
the  country,  exclusive  of  the  income  tax, 
will  amount  to  that  sum.  It  is  most  im- 
portant, also,  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  or- 
dinary income  of  the  country  has  been 
kept  up,  as  I  have  shown,  in  spite  of  the 
reduction  of  taxes  which  has  taken  place. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  sometimes  complain  that 
no  reduction  of  taxes  takes  place  because 
Bills  are  not  introduced  into  Parliament, 
forgetting  the  operation  of  the  Acts  already 
passed.  Now,  tbe  estimated  amount  ai 
d  uties  which  expired  or  were  reduced  in 
the  year  ending  1847,  was  no  less  than 
344,886?.  The  amount  of  duties  which 
expired  or  were  reduced  in  the  course  of 
1848,  was  585,968?.;  and  this  year  again 
there  will  be  a  reduction  of  duties,  exclu- 
sive of  the  corn  duties,  amounting  to 
385,865?.,  principally  upon  the  article  of 
sugar.  But,  seeing  that  the  income  of  the 
country  has  not  only  been  maintained,  but 
that  we  have  an  increasing  income  in  spite 
of  the  heavy  reductions  in  the  last  two 
years,  I  do  feel  warranted  in  concluding 
that  tbe  ordinary  income,  excluding  the  in*' 
come  tax,  will  not  fall  short  of  what  it 
has  been  in  those  two  years — ^namely, 
46,000,000?.  I  believe  that  the  state  of 
the  country  is  such  as  fully  to  warrant  that 
anticipation.  I  should,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, have  felt  it  my  duty  to  go  at 
some  length  into  the  question  of  the  state 
of  the  country;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  has  given 
notice  of  a  distinct  Motion  upon  that  sub- 
ject. I  am  very  glad  that  he  has  done  so, 
for  I  feel  it  is  most  desirable  for  all  parties 
that  that  question  should  be  fully  and  fairly 
discussed.  I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is 
fairer  to  the  hon.  Member,  and  that  it  will 
be  more  satisfactory  to  this  House,  that  I 
should  not  now  go  into  that  sul:ject,  and 
thus  interfere  with  the  discussion  that  will 
take  place  on  a  future  day.  I  think  it  by 
far  the  better  plan  that  the  subject  should 
be 'discussed  as  a  whole,  rather  than  that 
we  should  deal  with  it  piecemeaL     I  will 
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only  Bay  that  tlierc  certainly  is  a  decided 
improvement  in  the  manufacturing  dia* 
triets;  money  13  easy;  tlie  amount  both  of 
bullion  and  of  reserve  in  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land is  very  high,  and  increasing;  and  I 
fcol  therefore  fully  warranted,  by  what  I 
believe  to  bo  the  state  of  the  country,  in 
anticipating  the  income  I  have  mentioned 
from  ordinary  sources  in  the  course  of  the 
ensuing  yean  I  now  come  to  the  expen- 
diture, and  I  must  express  my  expectation 
that  in  future  years  we  shall  be  able  still 
further  to  reduce  our  expenditure.  I  will 
not  go  back  to  the  expenditure  of  1835, 
because  so  many  changes  have  taken  place 
in  the  circumetances  of  the  country  since 
that  time.  Many  charges  have  been  thrown 
upon  the  public  revenue  which  were  not 
formerly  borne  by  it ;  and  I  must  again, 
as  I  have  done  on  former  occasions,  ex- 
press my  regret  that  so  strong  a  disposi- 
tion exists,  even  among  the  most  economi- 
cal Members  of  the  House,  perpetually  to 
increase  the  charge  thrown  upon  the  pub- 
lic revenue  of  the  country.  I  think  that 
course  is  a  great  public  evil  and  misfor- 
tune, it  is  not  at  all  uneommon  for  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  is  gene- 
rally clmrged  in  this  House  with  being  a 
wasteful  admiuiatrator  of  the  public  money, 
to  be  told  the  moment  he  gets  out  of  these 
walls  that  he  is  refusing  money  for  the 
most  necessary  and  advantageous  expendi- 
ture; and  I  hope  the  majority  of  this  House 
will  assist  me  in  resisting  the  imposition 
of  any  further  charges  upon  the  public 
revenue,  I  will  go  back,  with  regard  to 
the  expenditure,  only  so  far  as  1845,  when 
it  amounted  to  48,000,000^.  In  that  year, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  re- 
newed the  income  tax,  he  stated  most  fully 
and  fairly  to  the  House — and  the  House 
accepted  the  proposal— that  the  income 
tax  should  be  renewed,  accompanied  by  re- 
duced taxation,  but  accompanied  by  some 
increased  expenditure.  The  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that,  with  due  con- 
Bideration  for  the  comfort  and  the  neces- 
aary  relief  of  the  Britiah  Army — with  due 
regard  to  the  protection  of  British  trade 
abroad,  and  in  order  that  the  national  de- 
fences of  the  country  might  be  placed  in  a 
proper  state  of  efficiency — it  was  necessary 
to  increase  the  public  expenditure;  and  the 
House  approved  and  agreed  to  that  pro- 
position. Now,  we  have  been  told  that  a 
House  of  Commons  more  popularly  consti- 
tuted would  not  have  incurred  this  addi- 
tional expense.  1  cannot  say  that  such  is 
my  opinion;  for  I  beliere  no  proposal  was 


j  ever  submitted  to  this  House  which,  at  the 
time,  was  more  universally  popular  than 
that  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  re- 
member perfectly  well  that,  not  being  an 
alarmist  myself — having  disregarded  the 
I  alarms  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  as 
to  the  descent  of  the  Russians,  and  not 
being  afraid  of  an  invasion  of  the  French 
—I  was  not  anxious  that  a  large  expendi- 
ture should  be  incurred  for  the  purposes  1 
have  mentioned;  but  I  always  found  my- 
self in  a  very  a  mall  minonty,  and  even 
I  Gentlemen  who  have  taken  a  most  active 
part  in  the  Pinancial  Reform  Association, 
were  at  that  time  strong  supporters  of  an 
increased  expenditure  for  the  national  de- 
fences. I  iind  that  so  lately  as  December, 
1847,  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Osborne)  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state 
of  the  national  defences  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  Now,  I  apprehend  that  Gen- 
tlemen do  not  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  matters  which  tliey  conceive  are 
sufficiently  and  adequately  provided  for- 
The  hon.  Gentleman  postponed  his  Motion 
at  the  request  of  my  noble  Friend ;  but  th© 
only  inference  I  can  draw  from  his  notice 
is,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  national  defences 
were  insufficient,  I  must  say  that  I  think, 
when  these  works  had  been  commenced,  it 
would  have  been  most  absurd  and  injudi- 
cious to  put  a  sudden  stop  to  them;  and 
I  find  that  in  the  present  Session,  when 
the  hon*  Member  for  Southvvark  (Sir  W. 
Molesworth)  proposed  to  abandon  the  works 
at  Key  ham,  he  was  supported  by  only 
twenty-seven  Gentlemen,  while  a  largo 
majority  of  the  House  decided  that  it  was 
most  expedient  to  proceed  with  those  work«^ 
rather  than  to  throw  away  the  200,0001, 
or  aO 0,0001.  which  had  already  been  ex- 
pended upon  them.  With  regard  to  the 
amount  of  force,  we  never  voted  so  many 
men  in  the  Navy  as  we  found  actually 
serving,  and  we  made  no  increase  in  the 
Array  beyond  providing  for  the  regiments 
sent  home  from  India.  I  think  we  were 
justified  by  the  circumstances  of  the  "coun- 
try last  year  in  refusing  to  make  any  re- 
duction. It  is  true  that  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men are  now  disposed  to  underrate  the 
danger  which  then  existed.  It  is  said  that 
the  outbreak  in  Ireland  was  only  a  mock 
insurrection.  I  do  not  think  that  was  the 
general  opinion  at  the  time.  No  doubt, 
nothing  is  so  difficult  to  prove  as  the  neces- 
sity for  having  taken  measures  of  prevention 
if  they  succeed.  There  have  been  in  the 
course  of  a  year  two  eerioua  insurrections 
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in  Paris :  the  first  was  only  put  down  at 
ihe  expense  of  great  bloodshed  and  slaugh- 
ter, in  consequence  of  the  want  of  an  ade- 
quate number  of  troops  when  the  outbreak 
occurred.  On  a  recent  occasion  the  pre- 
sence of  an  adequate  military  force  imme- 
diately suppressed  the  attempt  at  an  insur- 
rection in  that  city;  but  is  the  energy  and 
the  foresight  of  the  French  Government 
to  be  condemned  because  by  such  precau- 
tions they  put  down  an  insurrection  with- 
out bloodshed,  instead  of  risking  a  repe- 
tition of  the  lamentable  scenes  which  took 
place  in  1848?  As  soon,  however,  as  we 
found  that  we  could  reduce  our  military 
force»  that  reduction  was  made;  and  in  the 
coarse  of  this  year  a  reduction  of  3,000 
men  in  the  Navy,  and  of  10,000  men  in 
the  Army,  has  taken  place,  and  we  have 
gone  as  far  as,  in  the  circumstances  of 
this  country  and  of  Europe,  we  thought 
we  were  justified  in  going.  The  only  arm 
which  has  been  increased  is  the  artillery, 
and  I  must  say  I  think  from  our  recent 
Indian  experience  that  we  should  greatly 
neglect  our  duty  if  we  did  not  maintain 
that  branch  of  our  force  in  a  state  of  perfect 
efficiency.  I  informed  the  House  at  the 
end  of  the  last  Session  that  in  the  esti- 
mates for  that  year  we  had  made  reduc- 
tions to  the  amount  of  828,7002.  I  stated 
early  in  the  present  Session,  that  upon  the 
estimates  as  they  then  stood,  there  was  a 
redaction  of  1,447,000?.  Since  that  time 
farther  estimates  have  been  laid  on  the 
table,  and  in  the  whole  of  them,  or  nearly 
so,  there  is  a  reduction.  Now,  I  wish  to 
show  the  House  that  the  Government,  or 
the  Treasury,  whose  special  duty  it  is, 
does  exercise  a  constant  and  all-pervading 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try, and  that  this  supervision  takes  place 
not  merely  with  regard  to  the  larger  but 
also  to  the  smaller  items  of  expenditure. 
There  are  in  the  estimates  for  civil  ser- 
vices of  this  year  103  votes,  of  which  45 
aie  less  than  the  corresponding  votes  of 
last  year,  24  are  larger,  32  are  the  same, 
2  are  new  votes,  10  are  given  up,  and 
one  is  transferred  to  another  department. 
There  is  a  decrease  in  every  class  but  two 
—classes  3  and  6;  and  the  increase  in 
these  Totes  is  quite  beyond  our  control. 
The  increase  in  one  of  those  votes  arises 
firam  an  increase  of  the  expenses  attending 
the  administration  of  justice — from  an  in- 
enase  in  the  number  of  prosecutions,  and 
in  the  charge  for  the  transportation  of 
Mmets.  In  the  other  vote,  the  increase 
h  owing  to  the  superannuations,  which 


have  been  more  numerous  in  consequence 
of  the  reductions  made  in  many  of  the 
public  departments.  Upon  the  whole, 
however,  there  is  a  diminution  of  expendi- 
ture. The  two  new  votes  are  votes  of 
absolute  necessity — the  one  for  repairing 
the  Caledonian  Canal,  and  the  other  for 
repairing  Lybster  Harbour  in  the  north  of 
Scotland,  which  is  a  great  resort  of  the 
fishermen  on  that  coast  in  stress  of  wea- 
ther, and  which  has  been  nearly  choked 
up  by  the  effects  of  one  of  the  recent 
storms.  I  will  now  state  the  whole  amount 
of  reduction  in  the  estimates  for  this 
year.  The  reduction  in  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates is  718,168?.;  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, 433,914?.;  in  the  Ordnance  Esti- 
mates, 337,873?.;  and  in  the  Miscellane- 
ous Estimates,  21,500?.,  being  a  decrease 
altogether  of  1,511,455?.  in  the  course  of 
this  year;  and,  if  that  amount  be  added  to 
the  reduction  of  828,700?.  effected  in  the 
preceding  year,  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
total  reduction  in  the  estimates  for  the 
last  two  years  is  2,340,155?.  I  hope  that 
even  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Hume) 
will  take  this  as  a  proof  that  we  have  not 
been  unmindful  of  reducing  the  expenditure 
to  as  great  an  extent  as  we  thought  possi- 
ble. [Mr.  Hume  was  understood  to  say  that 
his  objection  was  to  the  increase.]  Well, 
my  hon.  Friend  will  at  least  give  us  credit 
for  the  reduction.  I  wish  also  to  show,  not 
in  great  detail,  but  by  an  instance,  that 
even  in  those  items  of  expenditure  which 
do  not  come  under  the  cognisance  of  Par- 
liament, we  have  not  been  unmindful  of 
the  principle  of  reduction.  Early  in 
this  Session  I  introduced  a  Bill  to  carry 
into  effect  the  largest  reduction  which 
has  been  made  for  years  with  respect 
to  the  expense  of  collecting  the  revenue 
— I  allude  to  the  Bill  for  consolidating 
the  Board  of  Excise  and  the  Board  of 
Stamps  and  Taxes.  Since  a  friend  and 
namesake  of  mine  became  chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Stamps  and  Taxes,  very  consider- 
able reductions  have  been  effected  in  that 
department;  and  it  is  but  just  to  him  that 
I  should  state  the  reduction  in  the  number 
of  persons  employed  and  in  the  salaries 
paid,  since  he  first  was  employed  in  the 
public  service,  in  the  department  now  un- 
der his  charge.  They  do  not  all  apply  to 
the  present  time.  The  paper  1  am  about 
to  quote  is  **  an  account  showing  the  de- 
crease in  the  number  of  officers  and  sala- 
ries of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  in 
1849,  as  compared  with  the  Boards  of  Ex- 
cise, Stamps,  and  Taxes,  in  1833."     In 
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1833  the  number  of  person  s  emplojed  was  { 
9,083,  it  is  now  7,029,  being  a  reduction  ; 
of  2,054.    The  amonnt  of  salaries  in  1833  \ 
was  962,266^,  it  is  now  715,092/.,  being  j 
a  deerease  of  247,174/.,  or  nearij  a  qnar-  j 
ter  of  a  million  of  monej.  This  statement,  j 
I  ma  J  obsenre,  does  not  include  persons  I 
emplojed  in  the  collection  of  the  income  i 
tax,  who  coold  not  be  fairlj  included  in  the  I 
comparison.     The  Committee  on  the  Mis- 1 
cellaneons  Expenditure  recommended  that ! 
persons  who  had  been  employed  in  GoTem-  i 
ment  offices   should  not,   if  it  conld  be 
aroided,  be  placed  upon  permanent  retired 
allowances,  but  that  their  senrices  should, 
when  possible,  be  made  available.     Now, 
last  year  a  Bill  was  passed  abolishing  the  | 
excise  sunrej  upon  spirits,  and  the  number 
of  stations  consequently  discontinued  was 
660.     At  the  time  of  the  abolition  there 
were  51  of  those  stations  vacant,  which  had 
not  been  filled  up,  with  a  riew  to  this  re- 
duction;   90  officers  were  superannuated, 
for  the  GoTcmment  find  it  quite  impossible 
to  re-introduce  old  men  to  active  emplor- 
ment,   and   therefore   persons    aborc   60 
Tears  of  age  were  allowed  to  retire  upon 
aHowances;  fire  offiers  hare  died;  one  has 
been  discharged;  188  have  since  been  re- 
appointed to  other  stations;  and  325  are 
remaining  to  be  absorbed  as  vacancies  may 
occur.     The  whole  patronage  of  the  Go- 
remment  has  been  given  up  in  order  to 
carry  out  this  plan;   and  I,  therefore,  be- 
lieve that  the  whole  of  these  persons  will 
before  very  long  be  re-employed   in  the 
public  service.     An  inquiry  is  proceeding 
with  the  view  of  carrying  out  every  pos- 
sible reduction  in  the  Customs;  and  I  hope 
that  we  may  be  able  to  carry  on  this  sys- 
tem of  reduction,  which  I  believe  not  only 
tends  to  economy,  but  also  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  public  service.    I  have  before  stated 
that  I  have  not  thought  it  right  to  reduce 
the  salaries  of  these  officers,  because  I  do 
not  believe  that,  as  a  class,  they  are  over- 
paid, but  we  have  reduced  the  numbers; 
and  I  think  the  public  service  can  be  bet- 
ter conducted  by  a  smaller  number  of  well- 
p^id  officers,  than  by  a  larger  number  of 
under-paid  men  who  are  not  so  well  quali- 
fied to  discharge  the  duties  which  devolve 
upon  them.    I  will  only  say  that  I  can  give 
no  better  assurance  to  the  House  as  to  the 
course  the  Government  have  been  pursuing 
for  some  time,  and  in  which  they  are  de- 
termined to  persevere,  than  the  statement 
I  have  made.     I  cannot,  of  course,  at  this 
time  foretcl  what  reductions  may  be  made 
in  future  years;  for  in  such  times  as  these, 


when  no  man  can  saj  what  IW 
nuiy  bring  forth,  h  wovU  W  abssrd  to 
predict  what  amonnt  of  foree  it  mmj  be 
necessary  to  keep  up  in  aabseqpeat  jem; 
but  with  regard  to  the  expeadhnre  wUeh 
has  been  undertaken  for  the  eonpletini  «f 
works,  and  for  the  increase  of  storea,  I 
can  only  say  that  when  Ihoee  werhs  mn 
completed,  and  when  the  proper  ameitef 
stores  is  obtained,  the  Bcccasitj  ftr  thai 
expenditure  will  cease.  I  hope  there  it 
every  prospect  of  the  rerenne  of  the  eom- 
try  increasing,  and  that  in  sohieqnent 
years  we  may  see  sneh  a  snrplss  of  iBeone 
as  will  place  ns  in  a  more  eomfovtaUe 
position  than  I  most  admit  we  aftand  la  al 
present.  It  is  impossible  not  to  be  uaeasy 
at  so  small  an  amonnt  of  sor[daa  aa  tiiat 
which  I  have  anticipated  in  Uie  eoune  of 
this  year.  I  consider  that  it  is  aeilher 
safe  nor  creditable  that  a  anrplua  ahoold 
not  be  permanently  maintained  saffideBl 
to  meet  the  ordinary  oontingeneies  that 
may  occur  in  a  country  like  thii;  and  I 
should  not  think  that  anything  bill  die 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  time  weaM 
justify  us  in  going  on  with  so  small  a  sur- 
plus as  I  have  anticipated;  but  so  kmg  as 
there  is  a  surplus,  I  do  not  think  it  it  ne- 
cessary to  impose,  or  to  atteinpt  to  impose, 
any  new  burden  upon  the  eonntrj  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  a  further  sttr^as. 
Such  a  surplus,  however,  ought,  in  my 
opinion,  to  be  maintained,  as  trill,  one 
year  with  another,  effect  a  constant,  ereti 
though  it  be  a  small  reduction,  of  the  na- 
tional debt.  I  must  say,  therefore,  to  those 
Gentlemen  who  have  given  notice  of  their 
intention  to  move  for  the  reduetion  or  re- 
peal of  some  existing  taxes,  that,  with  the 
present  amount  of  surplus,  I  think  they 
cannot  expect  me  to  aceede  to  any  suOn 
measures.  I  also  wish  to  pnt  Another  con- 
sideration before  those  Gentlemen  who  are 
disposed  to  apply  any  surplus  which  may 
accrue  rather  to  the  reduction  of  taxation 
than  of  debt — that  if,  as  soon  as  wO  gel 
any  moderate  amount  of  surplus,  it  is  10 
be  given  up  in  repealing  some  small 
amount  of  taxation,  we  never  shall  bd  ill 
a  condition  to  make  any  of  those  larger 
changes  which  would  be  most  benefioial 
to  the  country.  Last  year  a  proposal 
was  made  to  reduce  the  duty  on  t^a-^— a 
measure  which  wotild  canse  the  risk  of 
some  2,000,000?.  of  revenue.  The  tea 
duty  produces  nearly  5,000,0001.  It  Was 
proposed  to  reduce  that  duty  from  2«.  and  a 
fraction  to  1^.;  and  will  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man contend  that  such  a  ehange  would  not 
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itiTolve  tbe  risk  of  at  least  2,000,000?.  ? 
If  the  House  is  prepared  to  impose  other 
taxes,  in  order  to  enable  such  an  experi- 
ment to  be  made,  well  and  good;  but  if  is  not 
so  prepared,  it  must  not  throw  away  in  the 
reduction  of  small  items  of  taxation  the 
nucleus  of  a  future  surplus  which  may  be 
applied  to  more  beneficial  reductions.  An- 
other measure  which  was  pressed  upon  the 
Government  was  the  revision  of  the  stamp 
duties — a  step  which  would  involve,  in  all 
probability,  a  loss  of  some  300,000?.  or 
400,000?.,  with  the  risk  of  still  further 
loss.  We  cannot  attempt  any  such  change 
unless  we  have  a  fair  surplus  to  cover  the 
changes;  and  therefore  I  tell  hon.  Gentle- 
men that  if  they  wish  those — I  won*t  call 
them  experiments — but  if  they  wish  those 
changes  to  take  place,  which  experience  has 
Bhown  to  be  beneficial,  and  from  which,  in 
thd  end,  I  believe  that  no  loss  of  revenue  will 
ensue;  it  is  impossible  that  they  can  take 
place  till  such  a  surplus  exists  as  will  jus- 
tify the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
the  day  in  making  these  alterations  of 
duty.  I  must  add,  that  I  have  already 
Bhown  by  the  statement  I  have  made,  that 
it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  the  country  does 
not  enjoy  this  year  the  advantage  of  a  re- 
duction in  taxation,  merely  because  no  Bill 
is  introduced  for  that  purpose — because 
there  are  certain  taxes  that  are  diminish- 
M*g  y®ai^  ty  year;  and  these  will  go  on 
diminishing  for  some  years  more,  by  which 
time,  I  trust,  the  ordinary  income  of  the 
country  will  have  increased,  and  we  shall 
be  in  more  favourable  circumstances  of 
finance  than  we  are  in  at  present.  The  cir- 
cumstances which  have  recently  occurred, 
I  think,  fully  account  for  the  depression 
which  has  taken  place.  We  have  had 
famine,  and  we  have  had  distress  in  trade — 
we  have  revolutions  and  war  desolating  a 
great  part  of  Europe — and  at  such  a  time 
the  best  course  evidently  is  to  pause;  to 
make  no  rash  experiments;  to  do  nothing 
which  would  disturb  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade,  or  prevent  that  gradual  improve- 
ment which  is  now  taking  place.  If  we 
pursue  that  course,  we  shall  bo  in  better 
dreumstances  than  we  would  otherwise  be 
in  to  endure  a  continuance  of  adverse  for- 
tune; and  we  shall  be  in  a  better  position, 
also,  to  avail  ourselves  of  any  return  of 
prosperity  with  which  it  may  please  Prbvi- 
oence  to  bless  us.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
inan  then  laid  on  the  table  the  usual  vote  of 
8,000,000/.  from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  to 
bo  granted  for  the  service  of  Her  Majesty. 
-    Mb.  HUME  said,  he  concurred  with  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  he  could  not  take  off  taxes 
in  the  present  state  of  matters;  but  it  was 
against  the  general  expenditure  of  the 
country  that  he  raised  his  voice,  and  not 
without  sufficient  grounds.  He  was  sur- 
prised at  the  manner  in  which  the  House 
had  received  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  taken  up  his 
own  position;  he  had  chosen  for  compari* 
son  those  years  which  suited  his  own  pur- 
pose— the  last  two  years — and  then  he 
turned  round  to  hon.  Members  and  said, 
will  you  not  give  credit  to  the  Government 
for  the  reductions  we  have  effected  ? — and 
the  House  cheered  that  statement.  He 
gave  the  Government  no  credit  for  these 
reductions,  because  they  had  been  forced 
into  them  by  the  pressure  from  the  coun- 
try. His  complaint  was  that  there  had 
been  a  great  increase  in  the  expenditure 
for  the  two  preceding  years,  without 
ground  or  reason.  They  were  eternally 
hearing  from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
of  the  relief  afforded  the  country  from 
taxation,  while  to  every  man  of  common 
sense  it  was  plain  that  the  expenditure 
was  increasing  every  year;  and  he  charged, 
not  only  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
also  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, with  this,  who  told  the  country 
the  other  day  that  they  ought  to  be  satis- 
fied with  the  large  reduction  of  taxation 
that  had  taken  place.  He  did  not  deny 
but  some  obnoxious  taxes  had  been  repeal- 
ed, but  then  others  were  substituted  in 
their  room ;  and  he,  for  one,  had  often 
stated  in  the  House,  that  to  no  person  were 
they  more  indebted  for  that  relief  from 
taxation  than  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  who  took  off 
eight  millions  of  taxes  which  pressed  upon 
the  industry  of  the  country,  and  substi- 
tuted for  that  five  millions  which  only 
pressed  upon  capital.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had, 
some  time  ago,  moved  for  returns  of  the 
public  expenditure  from  1822  to  1847  in- 
clusive, which  were  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House;  and  he  begged  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  results  which  he  had 
drawn  from  these  returns.  He  would 
afterwards  refer  to  the  expenditure  for  the 
year  1835,  for,  in  spite  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  he,  for  one, 
did  expect  to  see  a  return  to  the  expendi- 
ture for  that  year.  But  he  wished  this 
broad  fact  to  be  known,  that  during  the 
last  five  years  the  public  had  been  subjeet- 
ed  to  a  greater  amount  of  expedditare 
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s&oK  ut  ssT  picfiaoa  fire  rean  since  1824. 
Tot  £v«  ran  from  1324  to  1828  inclii- 
sve»  were  jean  of  Tcry  liemYT  taxadoo, 
mad  unm^  complaiiita  were  oiade  at  the 
tBBe;.  T^  aeee»itT  of  a  reform  in  Par- 
laBeas  was  tben  urged,  in  order  to  redoce 
Ae  espendhore;  and  jet  the  House  would 
W  sarpcised  wIkh  he  showed  them  that 
l&e  expeaditnre  of  the  reformed  Pariia- 
Bcas  htd  exceeded  that  of  the  mireform- 
cd.  The  people  were  now  anjdoos  to  hare 
Reform  BiD,  that  there  might  he 
•  £minntion  of  expenditore  as  was 
hiw^i  about  hj  the  first  Reform  Bin.  Di- 
¥ifii^  the  returns  into  periods  of  fire  jears, 
he  foond  the  following  to  be  the  result : — 

ArMMMBm  iMocrr  or  Pnuc  Rxmrrs  asi>  Ex- 
FKswua*   or  fixioss  or  Firx  Tkabs  kach, 
1894  TO  1848. 


AjtTMgt  Hfi 


Onfiurj  rere^ 
nne^after  de- 
docciii^diaw- 
iMieks  mod  re- 
pftyments. 


1824  to  1838. 
18»  to  18SS. 
1834  to  1838. 
1839  to  1843. 
1844  to  1848 . 


ToUl 
Expenditure. 


£  56,418,580 
53,«34,1«7 
51,075.408 
53,404^99 
57,001,633 


£55,518,048 
51,605,037 
50,373,084 
55,415,054 
56,556,176 


1835  COMPAUD  WITH   1848. 


1835 £50,358,386 

1848 57,337.938 


£48,787,638 
58,990,736 
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He  might  add,  thai  tiie  expense  of  ( 
tion  was  in  all  eases  from  four  to  fiTe  mil- 
lions.  So  that  in  f^t,  while  thej  were 
eternal] J  told  that  the  eoontrj  h^beea 
rehered  of  taxation,  and  ought  to  be 
thankfbl  fn*  it,  he  said  th^  oogfat  not  to 
be  thankful  at  all,  for  thej  werepajii^ 
more  than  thej  eyer  £d  sinee  1824.  He 
complained  thst  thej  had  heard  iiothii^ 
to-daj  of  large  measures  to  rdieie  the 
country.  It  was  quite  tme  tiiai  if  diej 
perserered  in  keeping  up,  as  th^  did  now, 
28,000  men  for  miUtarj  purpoaea  mote 
than  thej  did  in  1835,  while  at  ^e  same 
time  thej  increased  the  nusedkneooi  esti- 
mates, there  would  be  no  r^e^  But 
against  this  excessive  expeoditore  he  had 
alwajs  raised  his  Toiee.  He  Uamed  the 
House  of  Commons  for  it,  aad  tiiai  was 
the  reason  he  wanted  reform.  He  wooU 
be  candid  with  them,  and  tdl  them  the 
reason  whj  he  wanted  to  see  diaiiges  in 
the  sjstem  of  representation.  It  was  that 
the  present  sjstem  did  not  produce  good 
and  economical  goTemment.  That  was 
his  object;  because  if  ParliameBt  was 
onl J  to  be  used  as  an  instnonent  to  aerew 
monej  out  of  the  people,  it  would  be  mit- 
chieTous,  as  it  onlj  gaie  the  people  tiie 
appearance  of  contn&ng  the  e^en^tare 
without  the  realitj.  He  thought  the  time 
was  coming  when  this  pressoie  vpen  the 
House  wodd  take  place.  He  waa  gkd  to 
see  that  rents  were  fdling  —  tiiat  prices 
were  coming  down — these  were  all  good 
sjmptoms.  Though  he  suSered  firom  them 
himself,  he  did  not  care.  He  hailed  them 
as  aids  in  giring  permanent  rdief  to  the 
country.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  had  been  blamed  for  pro- 
posing to  return  to  the  ezpeii£tiire  of 
1835;  but  he  thought  the  blame  lay  with 
those  who  resisted  the  proposition.  It  was 
time  now  for  the  House  to  make  im  its 
mind  whether  thej  would  put  an  end  to 
the  present  useless,  extrajagant,  and  mh 
called-for  colonial  expoiditure,  whieh  thej 
might  do  bj  allowing  the  eolomes  to  govern 
themselres,  and  consequentlj  to  paj  dieir 
own  expenses.  Till  that  was  done,  he  was 
sure  that  nothing  would  be  done  to  the  pur- 
pose. He  thoi:^t,  also,  it  waa  time  they 
should  be  done  with  aDusions  to  the  atate  of 
the  Continent.  Was  there  anjthing  in  eoiiH 
men  between  the  Continmit  and  thia  eowi* 
try?  It  was  too  had,  after  the  pattent 
manner  in  which  the  people  of  Bnglaiid 
had  borne  their  sufferings,  that  they  ahoold 
alwajs  be  taunted  with  aOasiDiiB  to  the 
Continent,  or  that  the  GoTenuMnt  ahoiild 
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keep  tip  a  large  military  force  to  coerce 
ijhe  people  who  had  conducted  themselves 
80  well.  The  people  of  this  country  were 
quiet,  hecause  they  enjoyed  freedom  of 
speech  and  liherty  of  the  person,  which 
were  not  enjoyed  hy  the  people  on  the 
Continent.  But  if  there  was  no  compari- 
son between  the  people  of  England  and  the 
people  of  the  Continent,  why  keep  up  a 
large  military  force  to  keep  down  the 
people  of  England?  The  people  were  as 
much  entitled  to  their  constitutional  rights 
as  the  higher  classes;  and  if  they  obtained 
them,  he  had  no  fear  but  that  they  might 
easily  and  safely  reduce  their  forces  to  the 
standard  of  1835,  which  would  give  a  re- 
duction equal  to,  if  not  exceeding,  ten 
millions  a  year.  He  was  as  anxious  as 
any  man  for  the  maintenance  of  public 
credit;  but  the  best  way  to  maintain  it  was 
by  the  practice  of  economy  and  relieving 
the  burdens  of  the  people,  instead  of  allow- 
ing an  extravagant  expenditure.  In  pri- 
vate life,  if  a  man  was  pressed  with  diffi- 
culties, he  generally  reduced  his  establish- 
ment charges,  and  economised  in  every 
direction  until  his  expenditure  was  reduced 
within  his  means.  The  country  was  at 
this  moment  in  a  condition  that  required 
an  analogous  process,  and  he  called  upon 
the  House  to  undertake  it.  The  right 
hen.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
diequer  had  taken,  he  said,  the  future  into 
his  consideration :  it  was  but  right  that  he 
should;  but  in  doing  so  he  appeared  to 
hare  forgotten  one  important  point  to 
whieh  it  was  essential  that  attention  should 
be  called,  namely,  the  increasing  perma- 
nent burdens  brought  upon  the  revenue. 
By  the  annual  paper  for  1848 — that  for 
1849  had  not  yet  been  delivered — showing 
all  additions  to  the  public  debt  by  interest 
OT  loan,  he  found  that  in  the  last  ten  years 
there  had  been  added,  upon  account  of  the 
debt,  an  annual  charge  of  836,000{.,  ex- 
clusive of  the  enormous  amount  of  taxation 
paid  in  that  time.  These  additions  ought 
to  be  jealously  watched;  for  he  was  sure 
that  if  they  were  permitted  to  proceed,  the 
time  would  come  when  they  would  not  be 
endured.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
been  persuaded  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Kent  to  postpone  the 
payment  of  the  hop  duties  this  year.  That 
course  was  perhaps  necessary  under  exist- 
ing circumstances;  but  would  it  not  have 
bMQ  mudi  better  to  put  down  useless 
cipenditure  in  public  departments,  and 
abolisb  the  hop  duties  altogether.  He 
^wtcpded  diat  it  was  perfectly  possible  to 


do  so,  and  yet  maintain  the  efficiency  of 
the  public  service.  So  with  books  from 
abroad.  There  was  a  desire  to  spread 
information,  of  which  no  man  more  ap- 
proved than  himself;  but  would  the  House 
believe  that  a  sum  of  7,000L  was  raised 
by  a  duty  upon  books  ?  The  cost  of  the 
Governor  of  Sierra  Leone  and  the  esta- 
blishment there  was  also  7,000^,  or  there- 
abouts. Now,  if  they  were  to  strike  off 
the  7,0002.  paid  at  Sierra  Leone,  which 
they  might  do  without  detriment  to  the 
public  service,  they  would  be  enabled  to 
take  off  this  duty,  which,  in  point  of  fact, 
was  a  tax  upon  knowledge.  Ay,  if  the 
House  would  only  support  him,  he  would 
undertake  to  place  the  public  credit  upon 
a  better  foundation  than  it  was  at  this 
moment,  and  at  the  same  time  effect  re- 
ductions which  would  enable  the  House  to 
dispense  with  the  duties  on  malt,  hops, 
windows,  soap,  bricks,  and  paper.  He 
approved  cordially  of  the  reductions  which 
had  been  effected  by  the  consolidation  of 
the  several  departments  of  inlapd  revenue; 
but  he  wished  to  see  the  excise  struck  out 
altogether.  This  might  be  done,  he  con- 
tended, by  transferring  the  regulations  as 
to  spirits  and  licenses  to  another  depart- 
ment— a  change  that  would  be  attended 
with  no  expense.  By  maintaining  the  ex- 
cise, they  were  not  acting  fairly  by  the 
retail  traders,  nor  towards  the  consumers. 
He  prayed,  too,  that  wheat  might  be  kept 
down  to  35s.  a  quarter,  and  then  he  be- 
lieved he  should  receive  the  support  of  the 
landed  interest  in  his  agitation  for  finan- 
cial  reform  ;  for  he  had  often  remarked 
that  it  was  only  the  country  Gentlemen 
that  supported  extravagance.  [Sir  J. 
Ttrell:  Oh,  oh!]  He  was  sorry  to 
have  to  say  so;  but  such  was  the  fact. 
Why,  at  the  last  great  attempt  that  was 
made  to  reduce  the  national  expenditure, 
by  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding,  he  took  the 
trouble  to  analyse  the  division,  to  see 
which  constituencies  were  for  economy  and 
which  for  extravagance.  He  found,  from 
the  analysis,  that  the  major  part  of  all 
the  large  and  populous  towns  were  in 
favour  of  reduction;  but  that,  unfortu- 
nately, the  country  Gentlemen,  who  did 
not  seem  to  know  what  was  their  reid 
interest,  voted  the  other  way.  He  prayed, 
roost  heartily,  that  some  means  might  be 
found  of  awakening  them  to  a  just  sense 
of  their  real  situation  on  this  questiim. 
He  prayed,  most  heartOy,  that  they  waMii 
be  enabled  to  see  the  necessity  of  muM^ 


76S         Waifg  and  Meam — 


{OOMMOKS} 


The  Budget. 


7M 


tioQ — that  the  country  might  enjoj  the 
advantages   of  peace  whilst  we   were   at 
peace,  and  not  he  called  upon  to  maintain 
our  eBtahlishments  upon  a  war  footing,  i 
When  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher ; 
for  Buckinghamshire  hrought  forward  his  ' 
Motion  upon  the  state  of  the  nation,  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
assisting  the  House  to  some  details  upon 
this  suhject;  hut  he  certainly  would  not 
consent  to  renew   the  duty  upon    com.  '■' 
He  was  anxious  to  see  every  man  in  the  ' 
puhlio  service  well  paid,  hut  not  to  employ  | 
more  than  were  wanted.    Why  should  150  [ 
admirals  he  kept  up,  when  only  14  were 
wanted  ?     Why   should   350  generals  he  . 
maintained,  when  the  services  of  half-a* ' 
dosen  only  were  required  ?  He  really  could  ! 
not  see  how  Gentlemen  could  conceive  they  I 
were  acting  an  honest  part  in  supporting  I 
a  system  so  extravagant ;  hut  if  they  went  \ 
on  in  a  way  so  utterly  reckless,  it  would  , 
behove  the  people  to  speak  out,  and,  with- 
out disparagement  to  any  individual  Mem- 
ber, he  hoped  they  would  speak  out  at  the 
Bext  general  election.     Nothing   that  he 
eould  do  to  effect  reduction  should  be  want- 
ing.    Bat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  held  out  no 
hope  pf  reducing  taxation  a  single  far- 
thing.    The   country  might  congratulate 
itself  upon  not  being  worse  than  it  actually 
was,  and  that  was  the  whole  amount  of 
the  statement.     He  believed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  really  and  sincerely  desir- 
ous of  economy,  and  that  there  had  never 
been  an  Administration  more  anxious  to 
effect  reductions  than  the  present.     He 
oould  only  say  to  them,   "God  speed!'' 
Let  them  go  on  in  the  good  work;  but  he 
hoped   that   primarily   they    would  direct 
their  attention  to  the  cost  of  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  the  dockyards,  the  commissariat, 
the  waste  of  materials,  and  the  details  of 
the  colonial  expenditure.     He  said  to  the 
House — •*  Do  justice  to  your  colonies,  and 
you  may  spare  your  money.**     All  these 
were    questions    which    the    Government 
should  forthwith  take  up.     Let  them  abo- 
lish the  Ordnance  Department  by  trans- 
ferring its  duties  to  the  War  Office,  and 
at  once  250,0002.  a  year  would  be  saved, 
whilst  the  public  service  would  be  better 
performed.     He  appealed,  with  respect  to 
the  expenditure  in  the  dockyards,  to  the 
example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ripon,  who  when  at  the  Ad- 
miralty reduced  the  expenditure   in  this 
dmrtment  1,200,0001.,  whilst  the  esUb- 
Ibhments  were  rendered  much  more  effi- 


cient. In  suggesting  these  things,  be  (Mr. 
Hume)  did  not  seek  to  impair,  in  any 
branch,  the  efficiency  of  the  public  serriee. 
He  only  required  that  nnneeesaary  expen- 
diture should  be  prevented.  As  to  the 
vote  itself,  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  concluded,  he  should  offw  no 
objection,  it  being  only  a  matter  of  coarse; 
but,  in  closing  his  remarks,  he  must  re- 
quest the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  absolute  necessity  for  economy  and 
retrenchment. 

Sir  J.  TYRELL  had  no  intention  of 
departing  from  the  usual  practice,  by  dis- 
cussing the  propositions  of  the  right  ho&v 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  any 
length  on  the  present  occasion.  He  coidd 
not,  however,  allow  the  reflections  cast  oa 
the  country  Gentlemen  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Montrose  to  pass  in  silence.  He 
had  no  pretensions  to  speak  <hi  their  be- 
half ;  but  if  he  were  mclined  to  do  so,  he 
might  charge  the  hon.  Member  with  hav* 
ing  a  very  short  memory,  or  he  night 
have  remembered  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire,  who  did  represent  the 
country  Gentlemen,  made  a  Mo^n  propos- 
ing very  material  reductions.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  occasion  acted  ms  a  de- 
coy bird  to  draw  away  the  attention  of  the 
eountry  Gentlemen  from  that  Motion.  The 
hon.  Member  had  also  indulged  in  propbe* 
cies;  but  in  these  he  placed  very  Itttk  r»- 
liance,  for  he  remembered  his  yaticinntions 
before  the  Reform  Bill.  The  same  thing 
was  said  of  the  free-trade  measnros,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
was  held  up  as  a  great  statesman  by  a 
right  hon.  Baronet  whom  he  did  not  see  in 
his  place.  But  he  could  assure  the  par^ 
of  which  that  right  hon.  Baronet  was  the 
head,  and  who  might  be  very  easily  connt- 
ed,  and  who  on  the  present  occasion  had 
vanished  altogether — for  he  did  not  see  one 
of  its  i^epresentatives  present — whatever 
might  be  its  present  condition,  the  conn- 
try  party  enjoyed  far  more  of  the  CMft- 
dence  of  the  country  than  the  party  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  He  could  not  hdp 
remarking  one  omission  in  the  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
had  given  them  no  insight  whatever  into 
the  probable  future  condition  of  IrelandL 
One  thing  gave  him  great  satisfaetiov, 
and  that  was  to  find  that,  notwithstanding 
the  splendid  auguries  of  peace  indnlgsd  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Ridmg 
of  Yorkshire,  and  the  great  draughts  wki^ 
he  attempted  to  make  on  the  credoMtj  of 
the  country,  his  sun  was  Uet 
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They  had  been  told  of  the  elasticity  ob- 
servable in  tbe  trade  of  the  country;  but 
he  knew  that  in  many  parts  of  the  coun- 
try great  distress  and  difficulty  prevailed 
in  the  middle  and  lower  classes.  How- 
ever, the  state  of  the  country  would  be  so 
thoroughly  searched  into  in  a  few  days, 
that  he  did  not  feel  justified  in  occupying 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  the  subject 
on  jhe  present  occasion.  He  had  been,  in 
iact,  only  induced  to  rise  by  the  severe  and 
sarcastic  comments  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose — whom,  however,  he  did 
not  regard  as  a  very  profound  philosopher 
or  statesman — bad  lavished  on  the  country 
(Gentlemen. 

Mb.  T.  L.  HODGES  coincided  with  the 
Tiew  taken  of  the  hop  duties  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose;  and  he 
Oonld  not  avoid  adding  his  assurance  that, 
unless  some  means  of  relief  were  provided 
for  the  growers,  no  man  would  regret  the 
rosolt  more  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  duties  hitherto  paid  had 
not  been  paid  without  the  greatest  sacri- 
fiees;  and  he  feared  that  if  the  present 
demands  were  exacted,  there  would  be  an 
aggregate  of  distress  such  as  had  never 
occurred  within  his  (Mr.  Hodges')  recol- 
lection, which  extended  into  a  considerable 
lK>rtion  of  the  last  century.  He  considered 
Ihat  for  thirty  years  the  hop  duties  had 
been  a  disgrace  to  the  country.  The  last 
three  crops  had  comparatively  failed,  and 
il  was  out  of  the  power  of  the  growers  to 
pay  the  dnty  now  owing.  He  regretted, 
under  these  circumstances,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer held  out  no  prospect  of  relief ;  but  he 
ventured  to  hope  that  he  would  even  now 
eome  forward  with  some  proposition  for 
thai  purpose. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  was  exceed- 
ingly  sorry  that  no  prospect  had  been  held 
out  of  an  abolition  of  that  most  odious  and 
unpopular  tax,  the  annual  certificate  duty 
paid  by  attorneys  and  solicitors.  [Laugh- 
fir.]  Hon.  Members  might  laugh,  but  the 
tax  was  no  joke  to  the  large  number  of 
professional  men,  many  of  whom,  by  the 
continual  levy  of  this  tax,  were  reduced  to 
distress.  He  should  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity to  bring  the  whole  question  before 
the  House,  and  he  hoped  to  be  enabled  to 
Biake  out  such  a  case  as  would  compel  his 
vight  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Bxchequer  to  surrender  the  tax  in  defe- 
lence  to  the  unanimous  feeling  of  the 
Bouse  and  country.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  as  well  do  so  at  once  with 


a  good  grace,  for  he  repeated  that  the  at* 
torneys  were  a  highly  valuable,  merito- 
rious, and  powerful  class,  and  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  such  an  odious 
tax. 

Mr.  FREWEN  confirmed  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hoq.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Kent,  with  regard  to  the  difficulty 
which  would  be  found  in  providing  the  hop 
duties.  He  had  taken  the  opportunity, 
when  in  Sussex,  during  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays,  to  make  inquiries  into  the  state 
of  the  country.  He  had  hoped  to  find  it 
improving,  but  he  found  it  the  reverse. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  that  the  hop  du- 
ties, which,  he  presumed,  would  be  called 
for  in  October  and  November,  could  be 
paid.  In  the  district  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  they  amounted  to  I17,000{. ; 
but  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in- 
sisted upon  that  amount  being  paid,  the 
alternative  would  be  that  more  than  half 
the  planters  would  have  to  be  sold  up,  and 
the  duties  be  paid  by  their  imprisonment  in 
gaol.  Some  had  already  been  sent  there 
in  a  most  cruel  manner.  The  Excise-office 
suspected  they  would  not  be  able  to  pay, 
and  therefore  took  proceedings  against 
them;  they  had  thus  been  sent  to  gaol 
simply  from  their  unfortunate  circum- 
stances.  He  was  satisfied,  that  if  the 
hop  duty  was  to  be  maintained,  the  neces- 
sary result  must  be  an  outbreak  in  the 
country,  and  that  the  produce  woiUd  be 
absorbed  by  the  expense  of  collection.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  take  the  sub- 
ject into  their  consideration,  and  remove 
this,  which  really  was  a  war  tax. 

Mr.  MACGREGOR  said,  that  consider- 
ing the  state  of  trade  in  the  years  1846, 
1847,  and  1848,  and  the  disturbed  condi- 
tion of  the  Continent,  the  House  ought  to 
be  gratified  at  the  improving  state  of  the 
revenue.  He  could  not,  however,  antici- 
pate any  material  reduction  in  the  expen- 
diture unless  the  state  of  Ireland  im- 
proved, and  they  were  enabled  to  reduce 
the  constabulary  and  military  establish- 
ments of  that  country.  It  was  to  Irish 
and  colonial  reductions  they  must  look, 
in  order  to  economise  the  national  expen- 
diture ;  but  he  was  not  so  sanguine  as 
many  persons,  who  thought  they  could 
safely  be  effected  at  once.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  abolition  of  duties,  he  de- 
sired to  see  every  effort  made  to  raise 
such  a  revenue  from  other  sources  as 
would  enable  Parliament  to  abolish  the 
duties  on  hops,  bricks,  windows,  paper, 
and  advertisements.      As  to  tea,  he  nad 
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gmut  cirahiDj  into  a  eakukdon  of  tbe 
pvliBiile  eofDfiiimptioo  if  tbe  duty  were 
lowered;  aaid  lie  wmb  decadedl  r  of  apinioo 
Ihtt,  if  it  were  redoeed  to  1«.,  tbe  rere- 
sne  prtidiieed  Vr  it  for  tlie  sext  tiiree 
jemn  would  not  Ve  oaore  Ihaji  3,000, OOOL, 
iBitead  of  ^,000,OOOL,  tlie  ajDonnt  de- 
xsTod  from  ibe  present  dntj.  He  should 
fniar  ineremfiing  the  ineome  tax  to  5  per 
eemi,  and  ahofiah  the  dntiei  upon  the  arti- 
cles lie  had  named,  and  anr  other  duties 
which  the  frodnee  of  the  additsonal  2  per 
eent  wonld  indnde.  But  he  feared  that 
wmj  mdi  propofiztioii,  in  the  present  tem- 
per of  the  Hcmse,  wonld  meet  with  the 
aaae  fiste  as  a  anular  Motion  of  the 
n^bt  hoD.  Gentleman  in  a  former  Ses- 
sion. He  had  heard  with  great  satisfae- 
tion  the  statement  of  the  adrantages 
arinng  from  a  eonsolidation  of  the  in- 
land duties.  He  wished  the  same  piin- 
cqile  to  be  adopted  with  regard  to  the 
cnstoms  duties.  Of  all  departments,  the 
enstoms  moat  required  rerisimi;  and  he 
felt  nnieh  eonfidenoe  that  his  right  bon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  vndertake  it. 

M&.  COWAN  said,  the  statement  of  the 
n^  hon.  Baronet  eonrineed  him  that  tbe 
resonrees  of  the  eonntrj,  if  rightly  admin- 
istered, were  amply  suffieient  to  meet  all 
the  engagements  required  by  the  national 
interest  and  the  national  honour.  He 
hoped  the  career  of  economy  in  wbicb  tbe 
Goremment  had  embaiked,  would  be  pro- 
secuted to  a  still  further  extent.  At  tbe 
aame  time,  after  baring  beard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  referoice  to  the  success 
whidi  had  attended  a  reduction  of  duty 
vfoa  sereral  articles  of  consnmption,  he 
was  surprised  that  no  others  were  pro- 
mised. He  would  take  tbe  tea  duties  as 
an  example.  It  was  said  tbe  subject  could 
not  be  entertaioed  upon  financial  grounds. 
But  if  there  was  ooe  tax  wbicb  pressed 
upon  the  poor  more  unjustly  than  another, 
it  was  that  upon  tea,  for,  owing  to  its 
bdng  equal  upon  all  qualities,  the  poor 
man  paid  it  in  a  larger  proportion  than  tbe 
rich  consumer.  He  trusted,  that  at  an 
eariy  period  there  would  be  a  general  re- 
rision  of  taxation,  keeping  in  riew,  at 
the  same  time,  the  necessity  of  maintain- 
ing faith  with  tbe  public  creditor.  He 
would  nerer  consent  to  be  a  party  te  any 
reduction  that  would  in  any  degree  weaken 
the  claims  of  tbe  public  creditor,  nor  un- 
less the  engagements  of  tbe  country  could 
he  honourably  and  faithfully  fulfilled.  He 
nnplored  tbe  GoTemment,  however,  to  take 


the  exdae  dntaes  genenlly  infa 
nderation.  Ther  pressed  hescvilj  ^on  in- 
dnstnr,  wlulst  they  eoHfined  trade  within 
the  narrowest  posnUe  limita.  On  all 
grounds,  he  hoped  they  woold  f  snripstf 
business  from  these  fetten,  for,  so  long  as 
thej  remained,  free  trade  eonld  wit  be 
earned  ont. 

Uk.  EWABT  observed,  that  the  Chan- 
eeDor  of  the  Exzheqner  eonld  sot  reaaon- 
ably  be  expected  to  propoae  any  rednetioa 
of  duties  without  having  fint  taken  into 
consideratian  the  means  at  his  disposil 
for  supporting  the  credfit  of  the  eoimtry. 
Neither  the  attorneys  and  sofieifeora'eertifi- 
cate  duty,  nor  the  advertisgmewt  da^, 
could  be  repealed  unless  there  vras  a  dear 
surplus.  He  agreed  most  eoidialfy  with 
his  hon.  Friend  die  Member  for  Bdmbngh, 
that  the  principles  of  free  trade  eoold 
scarcdy  be  said  to  be  eaiiied  mOSL  tiie 
excise  laws  had  been  swept  away.  He 
agreed  also  vrith  the  hoo.  Member  for 
^iinbuigh  as  to  die  propiiety  of  a  redoe- 
tion  of  the  excise  duties.  There  vrera  only 
two  ways,  however,  in  vrhidi  that  eoold  be 
brought  about,  and  that  vraa  either  by  a 
reduction  of  the  expenditare,  aa  advneatad 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oie  West  Biding,  or 
by  an  alteration  in  our  whole  system  of 
taxation,  which  he  was  in  hopes  would 
some  time  or  other  take  plaoe.  He  finnly 
believed  that  reduction  of  eiqpenditare 
might  be  carried  much  further  than  it  had 
been;  and  when  that  was  effiseted,  the 
countiy  might  look  forward  to  a  rednetion 
of  taxation.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
bad  always  had  a  great  respeet  for  the 
country  Gentlemen  df  tiiat  Hoose;  bat  he 
must  say,  from  sad  expoienee,  that  there 
were  two  points  which  were  peculiarly  thmr 
forte — war  and  taxation.  He  r^^retted 
this  tbe  more,  because  they  were  tdd 
that  tbe  natural  guardians  df  the  public 
purse  were  tbe  country  Gentlemoi;  and  be 
did  not  altogether  abandon  the  hope  that  s 
time  would  come  when  the  conntry  Gentle- 
men would  justify  what  bad  berai  said  of 
them  by  tbe  great  economist,  Adam  Smith, 
and  vote  against  war.  He  eoindded,  how- 
ever, in  tbe  opinion  expressed  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose,  who 
thought  that  nothing  but  the  severe  lesson 
of  necessity,  which  would  come  upon  them 
in  the  shape  of  low  prices,  would  teadi 
them  to  check  the  exp^iture.  Till  then 
he  feared  that  they  would  continue  to  smp- 
port  by  their  votes  a  high  rate  of  ezpendi* 
tore,  and  not  vindicate  tiie  chaiacter  which 


Ways  and  Means — 


{June  22} 


The  Budget. 


770 


had  been  given  of  them.  He  hoped  the 
Ooyernment  would  be  prepared  next  year 
with  an  increased  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture, which  alone  could  satisfy  the  wishes 
and  exigencies  of  the  country. 

Mb.  DRUMMOND  wished  that  the 
CQstom  of  making  general  charges  against 
whole  classes  of  individuals  were  less  fre- 
quently adopted;  but  as  far  as  his  obser- 
vation had  gone,  he  was  prepared  to  show 
that  on  every  question  that  was  debated  in 
that  House,  the  country  Gentlemen  were 
greater  masters  of  the  details  of  those 
questions  than  any  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House.  If  he  were  only  to 
take  one  instance,  he  would  point  to  the 
statement  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  and  re- 
lative the  Member  for  Droitwich,  on  the 
question  of  county  rates  the  other  day.  It 
was  scarcely  necessary,  after  the  opinion 
which  he  had  expressed  on  the  question  of 
taxation  lately,  to  say  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  not  likely  to  satisfy 
him  (Mr.  Drummond);  not  that  there  was 
anything  that  was  not  to  be  praised  in  that 
statement,  but  it  did  not  go  to  the  root  of 
ihb  question.  He  would  unite  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  in  any  assertion 
of  any  general  principle  which  he  pleased; 
but  he  would  not  unite  with  any  one  in  that 
House  to  praise  any  Administration  which 
might  have  to  carry  into  effect  the  details. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quite 
right  in  declining  to  make  any  promise 
with  respect  to  the  reduction  of  duties 
which  produced  small  amounts  to  the  re- 
venue, because  such  reductions  would  be 
ineffectual.  The  taxes  which  ought  in  the 
first  instance  to  be  repealed,  were  those 
which  pressed  exclusively  on  the  poor. 
The  hop  duty  had  been  suggested  as  a  fit 
subject  for  repeal;  and  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
m  this  country  and  this  climate  home- 
brewed beer  was  one  of  the  first  neces- 
saries of  life  for  the  poor  man.  He  was 
veiT  sorry  that  the  Government  would  not 
imaertake  this  question.  He  entertained 
ihe  deepest  conviction  that  unless  they 
did,  the  Ledru  Rollins  and  Proudhons  of 
this  country  would  induce  the  poor  to  de- 
mand not  only  that,  but  a  great  deal 
more. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  thought  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries 
was  quite  justified  in  appealing  to  the 
Mmntry  Gentlemen,  seeing  how  great  was ' 
dieir  social  position  and  influence  in  the 
lj___. —      They  could  certainly  give  effec- 
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tive  aid  in  causing  reduction  in  our  expen- 
diture, if  they  cho  se  to  exercise  their  poli- 
tical power  in  that   direction.     He  feared 
that  they  were  not   properly  alive  to  their 
own  position.     There  could  be  no  doubt 
but  that  if  they  did  take  the  economical 
course,  they  would  strengthen  their  poli- 
tical influence  in  the  country.     At  present 
the  country  Gentlemen  were  much  divided, 
so  that  if  gentlemen  wished  just  now  to 
get  any  of  their  friends  into  Parliament, 
they  would  not  find  it  quite  so  easy  a  mat- 
ter as  formerly.     The  farmers  were  less 
docile  than  formerly;  but  a  move  on  the 
part  of  the  proprietors  in  the  direction  of 
economy   would    restore    confidence,   and 
thus  the  political  influence  of  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  be  renewed.     With  regard 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he,  like 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  not  ex- 
pecting much,  was  not  disappointed.     The 
Government  would  not  get  much  credit  for 
economy,  so  long  as  they  required  the  tax- 
gatherer  to  coll  on  the  taxpayer  for  the 
same   amount  of  money  as   before.     Of 
what  use  was  it  to  tell  the  taxpayer  of  the 
great  economy  practised  by  Government, 
and  that  certain  docks  which  ought  never 
to  have  been  begun,  are  to  be  finished  at 
a  more  remote  period  than  was  first  in- 
tended; or  what  satisfaction  would  it  be  to 
the    taxpayer  to  hear  of   the  admission 
that  unfortunate  mistakes  had  been  made 
in  their  construction,  if,  after  all,  the  tax- 
gatherer  came  to  his  door  for  as  heavy  an 
amount  as  ever  ?   Therefore,  until  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  effect  such  reform  as  would  en- 
able him  to  do  with  less  income,  and  to 
make  smaller  demands  on  the  taxpayer,  he 
would  not  get  much  credit  with  the  public 
for  economy.     Now,  with  regard  to  free 
trade,  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  considered  that  a 
fitting  occasion  to  say,  that  he  thought  the 
Government  deserved  great  credit  for  the 
firm  and  successful  manner  in  which  they 
had  carried  the  repeal  of  the  navigation 
laws.     He  thought  that  a  fitting  occasion 
to  allude  to  the  point,  and  although  he  did 
not  wish  to  treat  the   subject  with  any 
levity,  he  could  not  help  observing  that  the 
protectionist  party  had  been  in  some  de- 
gree instrumental  to  the  success  of  the 
measure,  from  the  attitude  they  had  as- 
sumed; for  it  was  the  fear  that  a  Govern- 
ment might  be  formed  of  their  party  that 
had  induced  a  reluctant  House  of  Lords  to 
agree  to  the  repeal.     But  he  did  not  think 
that  this  detracted  in  the  least  from  the 
2C 
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morit  of  tbo  Government  in  having  made 
tho  moasure  a  Cabinet  question,  and  an- 
nouuoud  their  intention  to  Btand  or  fall 
with  it.  Ho  would  not,  howovor,  have  the 
Qovornmont  ronoso  too  long  on  tho  laurels 
iho^  l\ad  gained  by  tho  repeal  of  the  navi- 
gation laws.  There  wero  a  number  of 
oomtneroial  reforms  to  be  aocomplished, 
Mid  anomalies  in  the  tariff  to  be  got  nd 
of.  Tho  latter  was  still  burdened  with  a 
rarioty  of  8mall  artioles  yielding  little  or 
no  rovonuo,  but  the  duties  on  which  tended 
?cry  much  to  embarrass  trade.  Ue  thought 
that  before  another  Session  Government 
•hould  undertake  and  carry  out  the  revi- 
akm  of  those  items.  One  word  as  to  the 
ftxciao  dutios»  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for 
Edinburgh.  Ho  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought  that, 
although  it  miglit  bo  true  that  you  could 
not  reiiuo«  taxation  without  first  reducing 
expenditure,  yot  there  were  more  ways 
than  one  of  reducing  expenditure.  One 
was  chat  of  tho  late^  Sir  Henry  Pamell, 
which  was,  if  Parliament  wore  satisfied 
tkai  the  expoinditure  was  greater  than  ne- 
cessarr  to  support  with  efficiency  the  puh- 
Uc  intabHshments.  to  withhold  income  in  a 
|HW|MHtMnate  degree — to  Tote  the  reduc- 
Uon  df  taxatiMi — in  short,  to  make  the 
GoTenaiDMit  dg  with  less.  Now,  there 
w«i^  DO  tax«5  of  whioh  he  was  more  wii- 
fisg  to  Tol^  the  n^f»eal  than  some  of  the 
«xcw  dntiesw  He  took  the  excise  dnty 
«n  n^*  which  had  been  alluded  to  by  his 
Imb.  Fno»i  the  Member  for  Edinborgh. 
F^m«  n  a  (omiaernal  point  of  Tiew.  The 
cvMioaas  dnty  oq  Km^  ^i^nded  to  by  the  hon. 
McfBtVer  for  Mcatwt!>e«  could  not  be  touched 
SUMS  yon  £r!4  dedili  with  the  exdse  dnty 
«K  2«af^ec.  He  had  do  tk-cibc  but  that  that 
^T  ^ai  a  WK>R  piv;  udicU]  cfec:  on  the  ej- 
|Krt  <c  £iiiri3Mi  xxksw  The::,  .as  ne^iarded 
Biar.Tifacio»:  lO^c  r>ew  of  tic  csect^  <^i  the 
cxcQie  di^rr  «fli  pax«cr  xai^i^i  W  tiaien  in  ia 
«SMt  co:  U»c  card  r.&;t«'  smc  ia  Tuakirg 
|«aMm  T^T  u»c  va<«ci;a7ML  avcjSw  &:vf>e 
1^  v\ar.i&::Ky'  ok  Scj>m5  of  I^mets,  ;}:«£>? 
^i:a»  mc  wAMf  ^.xaicbM  w^:^  s$a:ei  iLst 
W  ka£  paifi  ix  £i^  «a:  ckrl«  fic  rwc-  p&«> 
imts  XM^  ifs»  a  s^-sn  ihui  ^n.     Tbe  wi;- 


w«*  iw^  c.xrvi£»c  riii«ft^  ::i.  wio:-^  ii*  tx- 
mt  «Qrr  (tL  ibc  r.ar3i  ckm;  t«  4->^.    I«  4?^ 

is  a  r^''^  ^isa£rru.uvr£  4i 


The  French  manufacturer  paid  no  excise 
duty  on  his  cards,  thus  placing  his  British 
competitor  in  the  markets  of  the  world  in 
very  unfavourable  circumstances*  But 
there  were  other  questions  connected  with 
the  taxes  on  paper  which  it  would  be  most 
peculiarly  appropriate  for  them  to  urge 
upon  the  Government  of  the  noble  Lord. 
The  noble  Lord's  Government,  the  heads 
of  the  Whig  party,  had  always  been  dia- 
tinguished  by  their  repudiation  of  taxea  on 
knowledge,  Now,  the  Messrs.  Chambera 
of  Edinburgh  had  presented  a  petition  to 
that  House,  showing  that  the  excise  dotiea 
on  paper  had  caused  them  to  discoatinne 
a  work  intended  for  the  humUer  Hawfs, 
of  which  there  was  then  a  cirenlatioB  of 
80,000.  Here  was  a  most  important  meaai 
for  the  diffusion  of  knowledge  suddeolT 
checked.  Therefore  he  saiC  that  bow 
in  a  commercial  point  of  Tiew,  and  as 
affecting  the  diffusion  of  knowledge^  tliara 
were  no  taxes  which  it  would  give  him 
more  satisfaction  to  repeal  than  ibm  dnlf 
on  paper.  The  advertisement  dn^  vai 
part  of  the  same  subject,  and  ought  to  he 
repealed  ;  but  he  looked  upon  oa*  onltar 
as  perhaps  the  most  impwtant  of  all  ta 
connexion  with  the  diffusion  of  knowleijge, 
and  that  was  the  penny  stamp  apon  i 
papers.  This  tax  was  redoeed  i 
since;  it  ought  to  have  been 
I  Let  his  right  hon.  Friend  then  itpunl  tha 
•  excise  duty  on  paper,  the  wieipaeM 
,  stamp,  and  the  adrertiaenient  dnij,  wledk 
I  were  all  parta  of  the  same  qeestien  ef  texaa 
on  knowledge;  and  he  wooU  have  taken  a 
'  course  quite  in  accordance  witk  Ae  M 
professions  of  the  Whig  pertr,  end  ene 
which  he  was  sni«  wooid  ntiykli  tks 
Government  in  the  confidcnee  ef  the  ceaa- 
try.  The  stamp  icpon 
'  been  brought  forwaxd  ni 
by  Mr.  Chadwick  and  odwr 
bet  it  never  was  s«nkd.  TW 
i>edsc^\i  aner  ic;2:h  dsfcnskn;  Wl  di  ite 
arpiiaezi^s  were  fiN-  its  cnBoe  frptnl.    It 

ps'roc  ^n»n  harir^  a  ^iKii 
ifd  w^as  th;:s  iKnTSSMiasil  is 

i^  wcckix^  cIlsimw     ll»ee  taiiei 
w^iil  wcctly  ibe  cccuaurUMn  «f  d 
v-cri^ *:::;:  £Di  be^  ££  Liw  ^bas  if  i 
be  Wibrnid 

$4=7tfnik.  31  weeU  we  he 
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GoYernmenty  except  in  consequence  of 
pressure  and  watchfulness  on  the  part  of 
the  people.  Income  flowing  spontaneously 
into  the  Exchequer  was  never  sponta- 
neouslj  given  up,  and,  therefore,  he  wished 
to  impress  upon  the  House  that  if  there 
should  be  a  surplus,  thej  ought  not  to 
permit  of  its  being  appropriated  to  the  in- 
crease of  our  fighting  establishments.  He 
had  the  most  perfect  confidence  that  the 
expanses  of  those  estabhshments  might  be 
reduced.  He  had  testified  to  that  convic 
tion  bj  his  votes  in  the  House  so  often 
that  it  was  not  necessary  then  to  dwell 
longer  on  the  subject.  He  thought  it  most 
satisfactory  to  contemplate  the  great  suc- 
cess which  had  attended  the  commercial 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 


polioy  • 
oer  fo] 


Br  for  Tamworth.  If  ever  there  was  a 
policy  capable  of  proof  by  mathematical 
demonstration  to  be  successful,  both  as  to 
its  effects  on  revenue  and  on  trade,  it  was 
that  commercial  policy  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  commenced  so  boldly,  and 
carried  out  so  vigorously  from  1824  to 
1847.  It  was  that  policy  which  his 
light  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  must  carry  out.  He  hoped, 
al80»  that  the  Whig  party  would  take  up 
their  old  ground,  removing  the  taxes  on 
knowledge,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
remitted  those  on  food,  for  knowledge  was 
liext  to  food.  He  believed,  from  accounts 
he  had  received  from  the  northern  districts, 
that  trade  might  be  considered  to  be  in  a 
more  satisfactory  condition  than  it  had 
been  some  time  since.  No  doubt  there 
weVe  difficulties  yet  to  be  contended  with. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  home  trade  was 
not  as  good  as  might  be  wished;  but  its 
state  might  be  accounted  for  by  the  famine 
in  Ireland,  and  the  partial  failure  of  the 
crops.  But  it  was  difficult  to  estimate 
statistically  the  consumption  within  the 
British  dominions.  They  might  not  be  in 
a  position  to  say  what  the  increase  or  de- 
crease in  the  homo  trade  had  been.  There 
might  have  been  intervals  of  depression  ; 
but  he  believed,  upon  the  whole,  as  far  as 
the  labouring  classes  were  concerned — he 
noke  more  especially  of  those  of  the  north 
elf  England — ^they  never  were  in  a  better 
position  than  at  present ;  that  the  wages 
of  labour  never  before  commanded  so  large 
^proportion  of  the  necessaries  and  com- 
ibrts  of  life.  To  place  within  the  reach  of 
die  labouring  classes  a  larger  amount  of 
die  necessaries  and  comforts  of  life,  was 
me  great  object  which  the  advocates  of 
fte  free-trade  policy  had  in  view;  that  ob- 


ject had  been  in  some  degree  attained. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  they  might 
not  still  further  improve  the  condition  of 
the  labouring  classes,  and  that  there  was 
not  much  to  be  done  ;  but  what  he  did  say 
was,  that  the  comniercial  policy  which  had 
been  pursued,  had  in  this  respect  been  sue* 
cessful  to  no  small  extent. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  said,  that  as  the 
country  Gentlemen  had  been  so  often  aU 
luded  to  by  hon.  Members  from  the  othez 
side  of  the  House,  he  thought  it  but  fair 
that  a  Member  on  their  side  should  be 
allowed  to  contribute  his  quota  of  informa* 
tion  upon  the  subject  that  had  been  drawii 
into  the  discussion  of  this  evening.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  charged  the 
country  Gentlemen  with  an  entire  forget- 
fulness  of  their  own  interest;  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  who  was 
once  attached  to  that  party,  said  that  if 
they  were  all  united,  their  mtcrest  in  the 
country  would  be  much  greater  than  it 
really  was.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  they  were  a  divided  body.  He 
(Mr.  Stafford)  did  not  exactly  know  what 
the  right  hon.  Member  meant;  but  upon 
general  subjects  of  political  economy  he 
would  appeal  to  the  votes  given  in  that 
House  as  to  whether  they  were  a  divided 
body  or  not.  If  the  right  hon.  Member 
meant  that  their  interest  would  be  in- 
creased by  the  advocacy  of  those  political 
opinions  which  he  entertained,  he  would 
refer  him  to  what  had  taken  place  in  the 
recent  county  elections  as  his  answer  to 
such  a  statement.  There  never  was  a 
greater  mistake  made  than  to  represent 
the  opinions  of  the  farmers  to  be  such  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  sup- 
pose. Any  person  that  had  watched  the 
proceedings  that  took  place  at  the  late 
Hampshire  election,  must  know  that  the 
feelings  expressed  by  the  county  Members 
here,  were  not  only  sympathised  with  by 
the  farmers,  but  were  exaggerated  outside 
of  this  House.  Let  them  take  any  county 
election  during  the  present  Session,  and 
they  would  find  sufficient  evidence  to  show 
that  the  farmers  were  still  more  in  favour 
of  protection,  or  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Member  called  the  retrospective  policy  of 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Member  said, 
that  the  labourers  in  the  north  of  England 
were  very  well  employed,  and  that  thejr 
wages  were  good.  He  (Mr.  Stafford)  had 
only  to  say,  that  in  reference  to  that  dis- 
trict in  England  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, no  such  flattering  tale  could  be 
told,  They  did  not  consider  that  the  6X« 
2C2 
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pertment  at  present  in  course  of  trial  had 
succeeded.  He  liaci  listened  assidnously  to 
every  Gentleman  who  had  risen  on  the 
opposite  Bide  of  the  House,  hut  he  bad  not 
heard  one  say  that  the  system  of  free 
trade  had  been  carried  out  as  yet.  The 
right  ben*  Gentleman  eulogised  the  Go- 
vernment for  repealing  the  navigation 
laws,  and  also  praised  the  right  hou. 
Baronet  tlie  Meuiher  for  Tarn  worth — who 
with  his  party,  he  regretted  to  see,  were 
absent — for  what  he  had  done  ;  hut  lie 
said  that  greater  experiments  must  be  tried 
in  free-trade  legislation.  The  farmers  in 
the  midland  and  the  Bouthern  districts, 
lit  all  events,  balled  with  no  satisfaetion 
the  pi-ogress  of  this  experiment;  and  they 
said  that  the  experience  of  the  past  offered 
very  little  guarantee  for  the  success  of  the 
future*  The  right  hou.  Member  for  ifan- 
chester  said,  that  the  excise  duties  ought 
to  be  removed,  in  order  consistently  to 
carry  out  this  free-trade  experiment.  The 
country  party,  however,  said  that  the 
heavy  amount  of  taxation  in  this  country 
prevented  them  carrying  out  their  free- 
trade  system.  When  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site were  obliged  to  make  the  admissions 
which  they  had  heard,  they  stood  self-con- 
demned upon  their  own  statements.  The 
advocates  for  free  trade,  in  recommending 
that  the  duty  should  be  taken  off  paper, 
80  as  to  encourage  the  diffusion  of  know- 
ledge, which  they  said  was  only  second  in 
importance  to  the  duties  upon  food,  ap- 
peared to  forget  that  there  were  still  pro- 
tection duties  upon  certain  articles  of  food, 
the  abolition  of  which  not  one  of  this  party 
had  raised  bis  voice  in  favour  of — be  al- 
luded to  the  duties  upon  butter  and  cheese, 
SsBsion  after  Session  passed,  leaving  these 
duties  still  untouched.  He  would  tell 
them  why;  because  they  knew  that  the 
revenue  derived  from  these  articles  could 
not  he  spared.  And  what  hon.  Members 
opposite  said  of  thoae  duties  to  which  he 
alluded,  his  party  said  of  the  duties  that 
they  had  already  repealed.  They  could 
not  carry  out  consistently  their  free-trade 
principles,  and  maintain  faith  with  the 
national  creditor.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  present  high  rate  of  wages  enabled 
the  labouring  population  of  this  country  to 
obtain  a  greater  snpply  of  food.  He  would, 
however,  remind  them  of  one  part  of  the 
kingdom  to  whieh  no  allusion  had  heen 
made  when  speaking  upon  this  subject, 
where  there  existed  the  lowest  rate  of 
wages  and  the  lowest  price  of  food ;  yet 
there,  where  the  life  of  a  man  could  be 


maintained  at  the  cheapest  rate,  was  the 
greatest  misery,  suffering,  and  stan^ation. 
Cheap  food  was  not  the  only  question  con- 
ccn>ing  the  prosperity  of  the  poor  man. 
Of  what  advantage  was  it  to  the  poor  man 
that  food  should  be  cheap,  if  men  despaired 
of  the  means  of  purchasing  it  at  any  price? 
The  farmers  might  jet  be  induced  by  their 
necessities  to  unite  together  for  purposes 
it  would  be  difficult  to  dissuade  them  from. 
They  felt  that  their  distress  had  been 
brought  upon  them  by  means  repugnant  to 
their  honest  and  straightforward  charac- 
ter. It  was  more  than  could  be  expected 
that  they  would  preserve  that  strong  at- 
tachmcut  to  the  institutions  of  the  countiy 
by  wliich  they  bad  been  hitherto  so  strongly 
distinguished.  He  agreed  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  in  thinking  that  free  trade 
had  much  farther  to  go.  The  country 
Gentlemen  of  England  had  hitherto  strug- 
gled more  to  support  the  national  defences 
of  the  country  than  aristocratic  institutions 
and  public  wealtir,  Tlic  time,  however,  might 
couio  when  they  would  find  themselves 
placed  in  much  difficulty  by  the  policy  that 
bad  been  recently  pursued.  There  was  an 
agitation  going  on  for  the  repeal  of  the 
malt  tax.  He  believed  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
bad  pledged  himself  to  assist  in  the  removal 
of  that  impost.  He  (Mr,  Stafford)  knew 
not  whether  the  amount  of  thankfulness 
and  gratitude  received  was  sufficient  to  in- 
duce him  to  persevere  ;  but  the  farmers  of 
England,  finding  themselves  deprived  of 
all  protection,  would  be  sloiv  to  support 
those  aristocratic  institutions  which  they 
had  heretofore  so  ardently  desired  to  main- 
tain. But  this  state  of  things  would  no 
douht  suit  the  democratic  policy  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  AVest  Riding,  Find- 
ing themselves  thus  betrayed  and  deserted, 
they  may  bo  induced  to  lend  themselves  to 
the  phantasies  and  fallacies  of  tbe  day, 
and  thereby  place  the  institutions  of  the 
country  in  great  jeopardy, 

MurcOBDEN  did  not  intend  to  be  se- 
duced into  any  discussion  on  tbe  questions 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northamptonshire;  be  would 
merely  observe^  that  ho  considered  the  ex- 
perience of  every  tlay  justified  tbe  views  he 
entertained  as  to  free  trade  in  corn.  He 
should  not  waste  the  time  of  tbe  House  by 
going  out  of  bis  way  to  talk  on  the  subject, 
but  was  content  to  leave  it  to  time,  and  to 
abide  by  that  test,  as  to  the  result  of  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  still  was  pleased  to 
call  an  experiment,     But  when  the  hon. 
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Gentleman  told  them  that  the  fai*mers  were 
the  especially  loyal  class,  and  that  they 
were  now  hecoming  democratic  in  their 
yiews,  and  that  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try were  not  safe  in  their  hands,  he  must 
take  leave  to  deny  that  they  were  the  ex- 
dasiyely  loyal  class.  He  contended  that 
there  was  as  much  loyalty  and  rational  re- 
spect for  established  institutions  amongst 
the  shopkeepers  and  the  middle  classes  of 
London  and  other  large  towns  as  amongst 
the  farmers.  With  regard  to  the  malt  tax, 
he  had  made  no  profession  to  the  farmers 
on  that  subject.  What  he  had  said  was, 
that  he  would  vote  for  its  repeal  along  with 
other  taxes  which  he  thought  were  unsound 
in  principle.  Unless  they  reduced  the  pub- 
lic expenditure  or  increased  direct  taxation, 
he  did  not  mean  to  hold  it  out  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  reduce  the  malt  tax.  But 
he  had  spoken  of  the  necessity  of  reducing 
the  excise  duties,  not  for  the  purpose  merely 
of  decreasing  the  burdens  of  taxation,  but 
for  remoying  the  impediments  which  they 
offered  to  the  industry  of  the  country.  He 
belieyed  they  had  discussed  that  night  the 
way  in  which  the  revenue  was  derived,  and 
the  injury  which  the  present  process  of 
taxation  inflicted  on  the  trade  and  industry 
of  the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  referred  to  the  malt  tax. 
Now  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  received  com- 
munications from  the  counties  of  Sussex 
and  Kent,  asking  him  to  bring  forward  a 
Motion  to  repeal  both  the  malt  and  the  hop 
duties.  The  hopgrowers  represented  to 
him  that  they  were  subjected  to  all  kinds 
o#Datural  calamities  in  the  pursuit  of  their 
bosiness.  They  had  to  contend  with  the 
blight,  the  fly,  the  flea,  the  mildew,  the 
honej-dew,  and  a  variety  of  other  diseases 
to  which  the  hop  plant  was  liable;  but  they 
said  that  all  these  were  nothing  as  com- 
pared with  the  evil  of  the  excise  duty, 
which  was  a  periodical  blight  overrunning 
the  whole  district.  Here  was  a  beggarly 
250»000{.  to  produce  which  the  evil  influ- 
ence of  the  excise  regulations  was  spread 
oyer  four  or  five  counties  to  such  an  ex- 
tent, that  they  were  told  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sussex,  that  if  it  were  persisted  in 
tibey  might  expect  an  outbreak  in  the  coun- 
try. Here  was  a  proof  of  the  prejudicial 
iiduence  of  these  excise  duties  on  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country.  Then  the  paper 
duty  had  been  referred  to;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  being  connected 
vidi  that  trade,  considered  it  might  not  be 
poper  that  he  should  detail  all  the  griev- 
\  which  the  excise  duty,  and  the  vex- 


atious regulations  which  were  adopted  for 
levying  it,  imposed.  The  manufacturers 
generally  said  that  they  found  those  regu- 
lations a  far  greater  burden  than  the  amount 
of  money  they  were  called  upon  to  pay. 
See  how  these  regulations  interposed  in 
the  changes  which  arose  from  time  to  time 
in  the  carrying  out  of  a  man's  business. 
Lately  there  had  been  a  change  in  the 
postage,  which  had  occasioned  a  very  ex- 
tensive manufacture  of  envelopes.  Would 
any  one  believe,  who  had  not  hoard  it  from 
a  practical  man,  as  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  had, 
that,  by  the  regulations  of  the  excise,  a 
paper  manufacturer  might  cut  out  the  enve- 
lopes, but  was  not  permitted  to  fold  them  on 
his  premises  ?  Then  look  at  the  time  regu- 
lations and  the  unnecessary  impediments 
they  imposed  on  the  manufacturer.  Tou 
must  leave  the  paper  on  the  premises  twen- 
ty-four hours  before  it  can  be  removed,  and 
this  twenty-four  hours  often  amounted  to 
forty-eight.  Now  in  these  days,  when  bu- 
siness was  carried  on  with  an  expedition 
unknown  to  their  forefathers,  such  regu- 
lations amounted  to  far  greater  imp^- 
ments  than  ever  were  contemplated  when 
they  were  first  framed,  perhaps  a  century 
or  two  ago.  The  increased  facilities  of 
movement  resulting  from  the  introduction 
of  new  powers,  did  not  admit  of  such  im- 
pediments. Why,  it  was  like  putting  a 
toll-bar  across  a  railway.  The  increased 
activity  and  speed  with  which  manufac- 
tures were  conducted — the  vast  number  of 
transactions  as  compared  with  the  course 
of  trade  in  former  times — ^rendered  these 
impediments  quite  insupportable;  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must  make 
up  his  mind  that  he  would  have  to  endure 
a  pressure  for  the  removal  of  these  ob- 
noxious and  almost  unendurable  taxes, 
which  he  would  not  be  able  long  to  resist; 
and  he  must  make  up  his  mind  either  for 
a  large  reduction  of  expenditure,  or  to  make 
up  the  deficiency  by  direct  taxation.  At 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  he  had 
named  several  articles  on  which  he  thought 
the  duties  should  be  abolished,  every  one 
of  which  had  been  alluded  to  since  in  this 
House.  Tea  was  one  of  those  articles, 
and  this  was  a  difficulty  which  the  Govern-  . 
ment  must  meet.  The  Liverpool  people 
had  adverted  to  this  subject ;  and  when 
they  found  they  could  not  succeed  because 
of  the  state  of  the  revenue,  they  converted 
their  agitation  for  a  reduction  of  the  tea 
duties  into  a  Financial  Reform  Association. 
But  they  were  as  anxious  for  a  reduction 
of  the  tea  duties  as  ever.     There  was  an- 
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t)tlier  duty  which  had  not  been  referred  to 
daring  the  present  discussion,  with  regard 
to  which  some  change  must  also  be  made; 
that  was  the  duty  on  timber.  Having  re- 
pealed the  navigation  laws,  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  prepared  to  meet  the  agita- 
tion which  would  follow  for  the  repeal  of 
tliat  duty.  They  wore  not  statesmen  if  they 
were  not  prepared  to  meet  that  demand.  The 
•qnestion  was,  how  were  they  to  do  it  ?  It 
«ould  be  done  only  by  reducing  the  public 
expenditure,  or  by  increasing  direct  taxa- 
tion. There  was  no  other  way  in  which 
it  oould  be  done.  He  did  not  think  that 
^he  country  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
•Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  budget  on 
this  occasion.  He  had,  however,  made  a 
8tep  in  the  right  direction.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  propose  to  spend 
more  than  he  was  to  receive  ;  but  then  he 
did  not  propose  to  spend  less.  True, 
•there  was  an  estimated  surplus  of 
150,000^.,  or  something  like  it;  but  there 
^ould,  in  all  probability,  be  an  excess  in 
-the  expenditure  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
-over  the  estimates,  as  there  had  been  last 
year,  and  then  the  surplus  might  turn  out 
a  deficiency.  But  what  he  contended 
ira«,  that  they  were  spending  too  much 
money.  He  compared  the  estimates  for 
the  ensuing  year  with  those  of  the  Duke 
•of  Wellington's  Government  in  1830 — 
the  last  year  of  the  boroughmongers — and 
he  found  it  was  5,500,000^  more.  And 
let  them  remember  that  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington and  his  Government  were  upset  by 
the  Whigs  on  a  Motion  brought  forward 
by  Sir  Henry  Pamell,  on  account  of  their 
extravagance.  They  had  since  had  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  it  had  resulted  in  their 
flpending  5|  millions  more  for  governing 
the  country,  than  it  had  cost  under  a 
boroughmongering  Parliament.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  the  Reform  Bill  had 
not  done  good.  It  had  done  good,  but  it 
had  not  produced  so  much  economy  and 
retrenchment  as  they  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pcct.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
not  suppose  that  the  country  was  satisfied 
with  the  present  state  of  things.  He  be- 
lieved there  would  be  more  pressure  upon 
the  Government  for  economy  before  an- 
other Session,  than  ever  there  was  before. 
He  believed  many  Members  for  counties 
were  now  for  economy  and  retrenchment, 
and  would  be  found  next  Session  voting 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose for  carrying  out  a  more  rigid  system 
of  economy  than  had  yet  been  attempted. 
He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


would  prepare  himself  for  that  result,  and 
that  during  the  recess  he  would  see  the 
necessity  of  preparing  another  and  better 
budget;  and,  if  so,  if  he  would  only  make 
sufficient  reductions  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  next  year,  at  all  events  he  might  eal- 
oulate  on  the  support  of  the  constituenoy 
of  the  West  Riding. 

Mr.  HEYWORTH  said,  it  had  afforded 
him  great  pleasure  to  hear  the  turn  the 
debate  had  taken,  because  he,  like  many 
other  hon.  Members,  was  strongly  in  fa- 
vour of  the  removal  of  the  customs  and 
excise  duties.  He  was  sure  the  protec- 
tionists would  admit  that  an  enormoof 
amount  of  pauperism  existed  in  the  coon* 
try,  that  this  pauperism  could  onlj  be  re- 
lieved by  cheapness,  and  that  things  could 
not  bo  cheap  unless  customs  and  excise 
duties  on  articles  of  consumption  #ere 
abolished.  He  was  in  no  way  interested 
himself  in  the  import  or  export  of  these 
articles;  but  he  felt  for  the  sufferings  of 
his  fellow-men,  and  he  believed  ilwt  if 
equal  advantages  wore  afforded  to  all 
classes  of  the  people,  landed  proper^  would 
be  increased  some  thousands  per  cent. 
He  wished  to  see  prosperity  of  trade,  and 
he  was  sincerely  anxious  to  promote  any 
measures  which  would  produce  that  da* 
sirable  result. 

Mr.  G.  SANDARS  rose  to  make  a  re- 
mark on  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, **  that  our  revenue  had  suffered 
from  the  unfortunate  state  of  affairs  in  the 
north  of  Europe."  He  could  hear  testi- 
mony to  that  fact,  as  he  was  weU  aware 91 
the  falling-off  in  the  trade  of  Laneaabire 
and  Yorkshire,  in  consequence  of  the 
blockade  of  the  German  ports;  also  of  the 
distress  which  it  had  produced  in  some 
parts  of  Yorkshire,  particularly  in  the 
port  of  Hull,  where  some  thousands  <rf 
hands  were  thrown  out  of  employ,  and  the 
trade  of  that  port  almost  panlysed.  But 
was  not  the  Government  to  blame  in  soms 
measure  for  this  state  of  thinffsf  Had 
they  carried  out  the  treaty  of  1720 

— "  guaranteeing  to  Denmark  the  Duehy  of 
Schlcswig,  and  defending  it  against  all  and  tirerf 
one  who  may  endeavour  to  disturb  tt  either  dl» 

rectly  or  indirectly  " — 

he  believed  the  present  unfortunate  war 
would  not  have  taken  plaoe.  It  was  also 
the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Chrremment  to 
see  that  the  blockade  was  an  effective  one» 
and  that  equal  privileges  were  granted  to 
us  as  to  other  neutr^  Powers.  He  had 
given  notice  of  a  Motion  on  that  questSinii 
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and  if  he  obtained  an  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  he  would  be  able  to  show 
to  the  House  that  the  blockade  was  not  an 
effective  one,  according  to  the  law  of  na- 
tions, and  that  we  were  not  in  consequence 
bound  to  obey  it.  He  had  documents  to 
proTO  this  )  also  that  the  ships  and  com- 
merce of  foreign  nations  had  in  numerous 
instances  a  preference  oyer  the  ships  and 
trade  of  this  country.  It  was  the  duty  of 
our  Goyeniment  to  protect  the  trade  and 
shipping  of  this  country,  and  not  allow  a 
repetition  of  the  treatment  we  had  of  late 
been  subject  to.  Indignity,  if  not  insult, 
had  been  offered  to  the  flag  of  this  coun- 
try ;  indeed,  the  feeling  was  strong 
l^hroughout  Europe  that  England  dared 
not  assert  her  rights;  that  she  was  bound 
over  to  keep  the  peace;  that  if  you  kicked 
lier  she  dared  not  kick  again.  He  was 
as  much  a  friend  of  peace  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding,  and  had  as 
great  an  abhorrence  of  war;  yet  he  would 
not  submit  to  the  sacrifice  of  our  trade 
and  commerce,  and  to  attacks  upon  our 
Bonour  and  dignity  as  a  nation,  even  for 
the  sake  of  securing  the  blessings  of  peace. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  wotild  make  one 
other  obsenration.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  told  them  that  the  sum  received  into 
the  national  exchequer  for  duties  on  com 
the  hist  financial  year  was  950,000?.  He 
remembered  assuring  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  would  amount  to  near  a 
million.  At  the  time  he  was  incredulous, 
and  said  he  hoped  he  might  get  it.  He 
bad  got  it,  and  it  was  to  be  regretted  he 
would  not  get  it  in  future.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  he  expected  the 
I*,  duty  would  bring  in  250,000^  per  an- 
num; if  so,  a  fixed  duty  of  5s,  would  bring 
in  1,250,000^  per  annum,  and  this  would, 
except  in  years  of  scarcity,  come  out  of 
the  pocket  of  the  foreign  grower,  and 
would  not  enhance  the  price  of  com  to  the 
consumers  of  this  country. 

Ma.  COBDEN  said,  he  shouM  not  have 
made  a  single  remark  if  the  speech  they 
had  just  heard  had  emanated  from  a 
eonnty  Member ;  but  he  could  not  forbear 
obserring  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
1>er  who  had  just  spoken,  was  not  sent  to 
that  Hoose  by  the  people  of  Wakefield  to 
propose  a  tax  upon  bread.  He  (Mr.  Cob- 
den)  was  rather  astonished  to  hear  a  pro- 
positioii  of  that  kind  come  from  such  a 
quarter.  The  hon.  Member  had  proposed 
•  tax  of  5s.  on  foreign  wheat,  and  he  had 
adanlled  that,  if  imposed,  the   foreigner 


would  pay  it.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
dealt  in  corn,  and  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  would 
take  the  liberty  of  putting  a  case  to  him. 
Suppose  he  had  a  thousand  quarters  of 
corn  arrived  at  Hull,  from  Dantzio,  and 
that  there  was  a  duty  of  Bs,  upon  it  | 
would  ho  sell  that  corn  to  the  English 
consumer  for  the  same  price  if  it  wero  on 
shore  as  if  it  were  afloat  ?  Would  ho  not 
sell  it  at  so  much  less  afloat  ? — and,  if  on 
shore,  would  he  not  say  to  the  consumer, 
**  You  must  pay  the  5s,  duty  additional  ?" 
How  then  could  he,  himself  a  corn-mer- 
chant, get  up  in  that  House  and  allege 
that  a  duty  paid  on  the  importation  of  a 
foreign  article  was  not  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer but  by  the  foreigner  ? 

Mr.  G.  SANDARS  said :  Sir,  I  should 
not  have  risen  again  but  to  repel  the  un- 
fair attack  made  upon  mo  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Yorkshire;  and  I  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  was  not  pledged  to  support 
free  trade;  and  that  I  am  as  independent 
as  to  my  conduct  in  this  House  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  as  free  to  support  such 
measures  as  I  believe  in  my  conscience  tO 
be  right,  irrespective  of  party.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  I  promised  to  support 
free  trade.  Sir,  what  I  said  was,  that  at 
free  trade  had  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  I  should  give  it  a  full  and  fair 
trial.  I  have  said  nothing  inconsistent 
with  this.  I  do  regret  that  for  the  pur- 
poses of  revenue,  not  protection,  we  hare 
not  a  duty  to  bring  us  in  upwards  of  one 
million  per  annum.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  has  put  an  hypothetical 
ease  to  prove  that  I  am  wrong  in  the  as- 
sertion I  have  made,  **  that  a  duty  of  4#, 
to  5s,  comes  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  fo- 
reigner." Sir,  I  deal  not  with  hypothetit, 
but  with  facts ;  and  I  tell  him  that  when 
the  duty  is  reduced  the  priee  rises  abroad^ 
and  when  it  is  increased  the  price  declinea 
abroad.  Thus  in  March  last  year,  when 
the  duty  was  restored,  it  suddenly  rose 
to  7s,  per  quarter ;  the  price  on  the  Con- 
tinent declined  equally,  so  as  to  meet  the 
prices  in  onr  market,  which  were  little 
affected  by  the  advance  of  duty  ;  and  this. 
Sir,  is  the  usual  ease,  exeept  in  years  of 
scarcity;  then  the  price  of  eom  abroad 
governs  onrs,  and  not  onrs  theirs. 

Mr.  ELLIS  was  happy  to  inform  the 
House  that  the  mannfacturers  of  the  town 
of  Leicester  were  at  present  well  employed. 
There  was  not  one  man  willing  to  work 
there  who  could  not  find  employment.  The 
operatives  were  cheerful  and  happy,  and 
the  inhalntanta  general!/  were  enjojnig 
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comfort.  Being  one  of  the  magistrates  of 
the  horough,  he  could  recollect  the  time 
when  there  were  not  less  than  thirty  pri- 
soners to  be  tried  at  the  sessions ;  twenty 
or  thirty  was  the  average,  but  at  the  last 
sessions  there  were  only  four  for  trial.  He 
might  also  state  that  whatever  might  be 
said  about  free  trade,  no  ill  effects  from 
that  measure  had  been  felt  at  Leicester; 
and  that  when  provisions  were  low  in  that 
town,  wages,  instead  of  being  low  also,  had 
a  tendency  to  advance.  In  fact,  since  the 
year  1836  trade  was  never  better  in  the 
town  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  than 
it  was  at  present ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  it 
would  continue  brisk  so  long  as  Yorkshire 
and  Lancashire  were  prosperous  and  pro- 
visions were  cheap. 

Mr.  HARRIS  said,  he  could  speak 
from  personal  observation  of  the  improved 
condition  of  the  population  of  the  town 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
(Leicester).  He  was  happy  to  be  able  to 
state  that  since  the  year  1833  trade  had 
not  been  in  a  better  condition  than  it  was 
during  the  present  season;  and  he  was 
further  rejoiced  to  add,  that  the  borough 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  con- 
tained a  contented  and  thriving  popula- 
tion. 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  was  very  glad  to 
learn  that  the  constituents  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  last  addressed  the  House 
were  happy,  contented,  and  prosperous. 
It  was  weU  for  him  then  to  be  able  to 
make  such  a  statement ;  but  it  was  very 
much  to  be  apprehended  that  some  time 
hence  he  could  offer  to  the  House  no  such 
pleasing  picture  of  the  condition  of  the 
people  whom  he  represented.  As  re- 
garded agriculture,  he  feared  that  matters 
were  very  bad,  and  that  they  were  likely 
to  become  much  worse.  Not  very  long 
since  a  large  number  of  ablebodied  men 
came  to  him  at  his  residence  in  the  coun- 
try, stating  that  they  were  without  em- 
ployment and  without  bread  for  their  fa- 
miUes ;  and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
they  and  the  country  generally  attributed 
such  an  intense  degree  of  distress  to  the 
operation  of  free-trade  principles,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  im- 
puted such  marvellous  good  effects.  If,  as 
the  hon.  Member  boasted,  he  gave  cheap 
bread  to  many  persons,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  he  put  many  persons  out 
of  bread,  and  amongst  that  number  were 
those  who  came  to  his  (Mr.  Plumptre's) 
house  lately,  stating  their  unhappy  case. 
They  were  from  sizty  to  seventy  in  num- 


ber, and  being  fathers  of  families  might  be  ^ 
said  to  represent  a  large  population,  all 
of  whom  were  in  the  utmost  distress ;  and 
in  the  midst  of  that  state  of  things  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  t^ked  as  if 
he  alone  knew  what  was  right  and  fitting 
for  the  Government  and  the  Legislature  to 
do— always  using  towards  them  the  lan- 
guage of  dictation.  **  You  must  do  this, 
and  you  shall  do  the  other ; "  and  he  went 
on  as  if  he  intended  to  ''  lead  them  all  by 
the  nose. ''  Now,  he  should  take  the  liberty 
of  telling  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  not  be  led  by  the  nose,  nor  did  he 
believe  that  the  country  would  submit  to 
any  such  language;  such  a  style  of  ad- 
dress was  wholly  unbecoming  a  free  and. 
independent  assembly.  The  opinions  of 
the  hon.  Member  were  not  the  opinions  of 
the  House;  and  though  that  Gentleman 
might  think  that  "  wisdom  would  die  with 
him,"  yet  that  was  not  the  opinion  either 
of  the  House  or  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HUME  rose  to  observe,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  had  never  shown  any  disposition  to 
dictate  to  the  House  or  to  any  individoal 
Member.  The  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  did  not  object  to  the  Member  for 
Wakefield  expressing  any  opinion  which 
he  might  happen  to  entertain,  but  merely 
expressed  a  difference  of  opinion  from  him, 
at  the  same  time  expressing  some  sorprise 
that  a  Gentleman  who  represented  a  po- 
pulous borough  should  utter  a  word  in 
favour  of  a  5s.  duty  on  com. 

The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to,  the 
House  resumed,  and  the  report  was 
ordered  to  be  received  on  Monday. 

TRANSPORTATION  FOR  TREASON 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Mr.  MOORE  rose  and  said,  had  he  felt 
satisfied  that  the  question  before  the 
House,  as  he  understood  it,  had  been 
fairly,  fully,  and  distinctly  stated  by  any 
one  hon.  Member  who  addressed  it  during 
the  previous  stages  of  the  Bill,  he  should 
not  have  troubled  them  with  the  remarks 
that  he  was  about  to  make.  It  struck 
him  that  in  the  midst  of  the  prejudices  and 
passions  which  unfortnnately  surrounded 
this  subject,  the  real  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion had  been  but  imperfectly  attended  to. 
The  real  question  appeared  to  him  to  be 
this  —  whether  that  House  of  Commons, 
which  had  just  recorded  its  liberal  assent 
to  the  compensation  of  rebels  on  the  jotber 
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side  of  the  Atlantic,  for  losses  which  they 
had  sustained  in  consequence  of  their  own 
rebeUions  proceedings,  should  now  with 
the  same  breath  proceed  to  pass  a  law  in 
order  to  inflict  on  rebels  on  this  side  of  the 
Atlantic  a  punishment  which  the  law  of 
the  laud,  as  it  stood  at  present,  did  not 
permit  them  to  inflict?  He  was  aware 
that  hoD.  and  learned  Gentlemen  had 
stated  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  law  in 
its  present  shape  did  enable  the  Crown  to 
commute 'Sentence  of  death  for  high  trea- 
son in  Ireland  to  transportation  ;  but  he 
took  the  liberty  of  saying,  that  the  argu- 
ments in  support  of  that  opinion  were 
utterly  illogiciu  and  irrelevant  to  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House.  In  considering  the 
question,  the  House  was  bound  to  assume 
uat  the  existing  law  did  not  confer  upon 
the  Grown  the  power  of  commuting  the 
sentence  upon  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  his 
unhappy  associates.  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien 
had  been  convicted  and  sentenced  to  pains 
and  penalties;  and  it  did  so  happen  that — 
i^eiULing  not  in  a  legal  or  quibbling,  but 
in  a  matter-of-fact  English  sense — under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  the  extreme  penalty 
of  the  law  could  be  inflicted  on  him.  The 
sense  of  the  people  of  England,  of  the 
dvilised  world,  and  of  progressive  civili- 
sation, was  against  that  infliction — and 
what  alternative  remained  ?  Imprison- 
ment for  life.  The  preamble  of  this  Bill 
stated  what  was  false  in  fact  as  well  as  in 
law.  It  stated  that  doubts  had  arisen  as 
to  the  power  of  the  Crown  to  mitigate  the 
punishment  of  parties  convicted  of  high 
treason  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  believe 
that  there  was  a  doubt  of  any  such  kind  in 
the  mind  of  any  lawyer.  All  lawyers,  he 
believed,  admitted  that  where  punishment 
of  death  was  remitted,  the  Crown  had  the 
power  of  inflicting  imprisonment  for  life. 
It  was  an  utf^r  perversion  of  the  fact  to 
assert  that  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to 
substitute  a  lighter  for  a  heavier  punish- 
ment :  its  object  was  in  fact  directly  the 
reverse.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  had  quoted  the  case  of  Cuffey 
and  others  who  had  been  found  guilty,  as 
he  stated,  of  offences  not  more  flagrant 
than  those  brought  home  to  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien;  and  yet  the  humble  English 
malefactor  was  transported  for  life,  whilst 
the  Irish  gentleman  was  only  to  be  im- 
prisoned. He  (Mr.  Moore)  cordially  con- 
curred in  the  sentiment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman;  and  he  believed  he 
might  add  that  such  an   injustice  would 


be  an  anomaly  in  the  operation  of  our  pre- 
sent laws.  But  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  mean  to  assert  that  an  ex  post 
facto  law  like  the  present  had  been  brought 
forward  to  inflict  additional  punishment 
upon  the  English  offenders  ?  It  had  not 
been  the  custom  of  that  House  to  treat 
English  offenders  in  that  way,  and  he 
hoped  that  in  the  present  instance  the 
Legislature  would  not,  for  the  sake  of 
punishing  Irish  offenders,  establish  a  new 
precedent.  When  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  talked  of  equal  punishment  for 
equal  treason,  could  he  see  no  further  west 
than  the  land  lying  at  the  other  side  of  the 
Irish  Channel  ?  Was  his  vision  so  limited 
that  he  could  see  nothing  beyond  the  At- 
lantic ?  Had  he  forgotten  the  speech 
which  he  made  the  other  night  on  the  Ca- 
nadian question  ?  He  (Mr.  Moore)  hoped 
that  the  House  would,  by  their  vote  on  this 
question,  disprove  the  assertion  that  Eng- 
land crouched  before  those  who  were  in  a 
position  to  demand  their  rights,  but  press- 
ed most  heavily  on  the  weak  and  fallen. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  upon  the  Bill ;  Mr.  Bemal  in 
the  chair. 

The  preamble  was  postponed. 

On  Clause  1, 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  rose  to  move  some 
Amendments,  of  which  he  had  given  no- 
tice. After  the  division  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  when  so 
few  Irish  Members  were  found  in  the  mi- 
nority, he  was  unwilling,  he  said,  to  for- 
feit his  position  in  that  House  hy  a  further 
opposition  to  it.  But  he  must  remark  that 
on  this,  as  on  every  other  occasion,  the 
Irish  Members  had  shown  a  deplorable 
want,  not  only  of  unity  of  purpose  and 
suicerity  of  principle,  but  of  that  quality 
which  Englishmen  so  well  understood  and 
prized,  and  which  he  would  designate  by 
the  homely  appellation  of  "pluck."  To 
the  decision  of  the  House,  however,  he 
would  bow ;  and  all  that  remained  for  him 
to  do  was  to  endeavour  to  mitigate  the 
severity  of  the  measure,  and  to  remove 
some,  not  all,  for  that  was  impossible,  of 
the  objections  which  he  entertained  to  it, 
and  to  vote  against  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill,  whether  his  Amendments  were 
agreed  to  or  not.  The  preamble  having 
been  postponed,  he  proposed  to  leave  out 
the  words  '*  declared  and,"  which  would 
take  away  from  the  Bill  its  declaratory 
character,  and  make  it  simply  an  enact- 
ment. Suppose  it  had  been  the  case  of 
an  Englishman,  or  a  Chartist,  the  House 
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would  never  have  heard  the  last  of  it,  even 
from  the  great  Reform  party,  who  were 
always  either  absent  from  divisions  of  this 
kind,  or  present  to  swell  the  Ministerial 
majority.  This  Bill  went  to  inflict  a 
punishment  which  those  to  whom  it  ap> 
plied  declared  to  be  worse  than  death,  and 
which  was  so  represented  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  penal  settlements,  corroborated  by 
the  official  statements  of  Government  of- 
ficers. With  singular  inconsistency.  Mi- 
nisters now  called  on  the  House  to  sanc- 
tion this  disgraceful  punishment,  by  inflict- 
ing it  on  these  unhappy  Irishmen.  By 
making  this  a  declaratory  Act,  they  sought 
to  get  rid  of  the  enormity  of  the  proceed- 
ing ;  but  a  declaratory  Act  could  only  be 
constitutional  where  it  was  demanded  by 
a  great  and  overwhelming  necessity,  or 
where  doubts  really  existed  in  the  minds 
of  the  Judges  as  to  the  construction  of  the 
law.  This  was  no  such  case  ;  but  here 
Parliament  was  called  on  to  interfere  to 
prevent  the  courts  of  justice  from  declar- 
ing the  law.  It  was  said,  this  was  to  save 
a  man  from  being  hanged  ;  he  declared 
that  they  could  not  hang  him  ;  the  legal 
difficulties  would  prevent  that.  If  he  were 
banged,  it  would  but  carry  out  the  sen- 
tence of  the  legal  tribunal ;  and  sooner 
than  have  it  commuted  in  the  way  pro- 
posed, the  prisoner  asked  to  have  the  hard 
and  bloody  sentence  executed.  Govern- 
ment knew  that  if  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien 
were  placed  on  board  a  convict  ship,  the 
next  day  he  would  be  brought  to  the  bar 
of  the  courts  in  Dublin ;  and  he  doubted 
not  the  Judges  were  prepared  to  do  their 
duty.  He  was  proud  that  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  had  acted  in  the  independent 
manner  he  had  done ;  he  had  always  been 
proud  of  his  friendship.  The  declaratory 
words  in  the  Bill  were  introduced  to  cover 
a  false  purpose  ;  and  he  should  persist  in 
his  Amenament,  because  he  wished  to 
show  the  Bill  to  be  what  it  really  was,  a 
novel  enactment.  It  belonged  to  the  same 
category  of  measures  as  the  Bill  of  pains 
and  penalties  which  the  Whigs  passed 
against  Lord  Stafford  in  1642 — as  that 
which  they  had  passed  in  the  following 
reign — and  a  long  catalogue  of  similar 
measures.  It  might  be  said  that  the  doc- 
trine of  expediency  warranted  the  trans- 
portation of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  as  a 
warning  to  those  more  sincere  than  dis- 
creet in  their  agitation.  Had  he  imitated 
other  agitators,  he  would  not  have  fallen 
into  this  lamentable  folly  and  guilt,  nor 
I  he  have  incurred  the  displeasure  of 


the  Minister.  So  desperate  was  the  posi- 
tion to  which  this  Bill  would  reduce  the 
convicts,  that  he  could  not  refrain  from 
wishing  his  friend  a  speedy  death,  if  the 
measure  were  carried.  He  appealed  to  all 
who  had  been  acquainted  with  these  unfor- 
tunate men  in  better  days,  if  the  Bill 
would  not  be  tantamount  to  a  sentence 
upon  them  either  of  lunacy  or  death.  He 
would  not  undertake  that  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  would  be  alive,  or  in  his  right 
mind,  at  the  end  of  a  week  after  he  was 
consigned  to  another  custody  by  this  Bill. 
He  had  not  petitioned  that  tne  sentence  of 
death  might  be  inflicted  on  him,  but  he 
had  protested  against  a  new  law  being 
passed  applying  to  him  and  his  com-r 
panions  the  worst  in  the  whole  category 
of  our  punishments.  At  no  former  period 
had  the  doctrine  been  avowed  that  any 
person  engaged  in  an  armed  rebellion,  no 
matter  how  brief  or  contemptible,  must 
necessarily  suffer  the  punishment  of  death, 
or  be  deported  to  a  penal  settlement. 
Lord  Wintoun,  sentenced  to  death,  in  1715, 
for  high  treason,  who  had  gained  several  bat- 
tles over  the  royal  partisans,  was  not  only 
respited,  but  had  his  liberty  restored,  and 
his  property  resettled  on  his  wife  and  fa- 
mily. That  was  under  the  tyrannical  go- 
vernment of  George  L,  when  the  neeeasity 
of  a  signal  example  might  have  been  truly 
pleaded.  The  further  back  they  went, 
the  more  merciful  would  they  find  the  doc- 
trine to  be  with  regard  to  the  law  of  high 
treason.  Take  what  period  they  would, 
they  would  And  in  it  their  disgrace,  and 
the  condemnation  of  this  Bill.  The  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  never  had  been  the  law. 
The  punishment  of  transportation  was  not 
a  punishment  known  to  the  common  law. 
The  Government  contemplated  what  was 
illegal  in  altering  the  sentence  of  trans- 
portation without  this  Act.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment state  openly  what  they  meant. 
Let  them  not  say  at  one  and  the  same  time 
that  this  was  a  Bill  to  alter  the  law,  and  not 
to  alter  the  law.  They  should  know  what 
it  was  they  were  really  about,  because 
their  time  was  too  valuable  to  be  taken  up 
with  irrelevant  discussions.  And  yet  these 
discussions  were  forced  upon  them  by  the 
G  0 vemra  en t .  Why  should  they  be  called  on 
at  that  late  period  of  the  Session  to  pass 
such  a  Bill  ?  He  was  sorry  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Shef- 
field had  introduced  so  much  bitterness 
into  the  debate,  and  should  have  compared 
these  unfortunate  gentlemen  to  a  gang  of 
persons  in  this  country  whose  ehjeot  was 
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to  assaasinate  the  police,  to  rob  tbe  Bank, 
and  fire  the  city  of  London.  Tbe  case  of 
Mr.  Cuffey  was  not  like  that  of  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien,  for  the  former  had  been  tried  for 
felony.  Be  rejoiced  that  the  latter  bad 
sot  been  tried  for  felony,  because,  but  for 
that  merciful  blunder,  nothing  could  have 
aaTed  him  from  transportation.  They 
eould  do  80  now,  by  not  passing  this  Bill. 
He  hoped  they  would  not  call  on  the 
Queen  to  do  violence  to  her  own  natural 
fbelings  of  mercy.  If  this  measure  passed, 
the  English  constitution  would  be  lost — ^he 
begged  pardon,  not  the  English  constitu- 
tion, for  this  measure  extended  only  to 
Ireland.  With  a  great  doubt  of  obtaining 
even  a  little  mitigation  of  this  Bill,  he  now 
begged  leaye  to  propose  his  first  Amend- 
ment. 

First  Clause,  page  1 ,  line  3  :— Amend- 
ment proposed  to  leave  out  the  words, 
** declared  and.'* 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  did  not 
tKimplahi  of  the  course  taken  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  but  would  not  follow 
liM  example  by  entering  at  such  length 
into  the  general  subject  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had.  Ho  would  confine 
himself  strictly  to  the  Amendment.  The 
prineiple  of  the  Bill  had  been  already 
affirmed  by  a  large  majority,  which  in- 
isUided  in  it  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. There  was  no  ground  whatever  for 
vaying  the  measure  had  been  hurried 
through  the  House  with  an  indecent  haste. 
So  far  from  that,  there  was  not  even  a 
miggestion  on  the  part  of  the  Goveramcnt 
that  the  ordinary  course  of  proceeding 
should  be  suspended.  Some  hon.  Gentle- 
men spoke  of  suspending  the  Standing 
Orders,  bnt  no  Standing  Order  applied  to 
a  Bill  of  this  description.  It  was  said  that 
the  petitioners  prayed  that  the  sentence  of 
death  might  be  carried  into  effect.     They 

S rayed  for  nothing  of  the  kind,  but  they 
id  pray  that  some  such  Bill  as  the  pre- 
sent might  be  passed.  ['*  No,  no  !'*]  He 
would  read  the  paragraph  of  their  peti- 
tion to  which  he  referred.  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  said — 

"If  it  were  desirable  that  the  sentence  of  death 
should  be  commuted  into  one  of  transportation 
far  life,  it  was  incuml>cnt  on  the  Grovemment  to 
produce  a  statutory  enactment  rather  than  to  vio- 
late the  law." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asked 
why  this  Bill  was  introduced  ?  He  would 
answer,  in  the  words  of  the  preamble,  that 
doubts  had  arisen  which  it  was  proper  and 
deairable  to  remove.     There  was  no  doubt 


entertained  amongst  the  Irish  Judges  or 
in  Westminster  Hall  about  the  efficiency 
of  the  present  law:  but  doubts  had  arisen 
in  other  quarters,  which,  as  he  had  already 
said,  it  was  right  to  remove.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  said,  that  doubts  were 
entertained  by  some  members  of  the  Irish 
bench  respecting  the  efficiency  of  the  pre- 
sent  law.  Such  was  not  the  case,  and  it 
ought  to  be  remembered  that  the  Bill 
came  down  from  the  other  House  sanc- 
tioned by  authorities  of  the  highest  legal 
eminence,  not  one  of  whom  entertained 
a  doubt  as  to  the  present  law,  although 
they  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  proper  to 
remove  doubts  which  had  arisen  elsewhere 
by  a  declaratory  enactment.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  every  Member  of  that  House 
that  it  would  be  inconvenient,  if  not  un- 
becoming, to  allow  a  discussion  to  take 
place  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
Ireland  by  men  who  had  been  convicted 
and  were  under  sentence  for  high  treason. 
He  submitted  to  the  House  that  there 
were  no  grounds  whatever  for  asking  the 
House  to  concur  in  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNBLL  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral had  given  them  a  new  ground  for 
opposing  the  Bill.  Necessity  was  called 
the  plea  of  tyrants,  to  which  a  companion 
adage  might  be  added,  that  inconvenience 
is  the  plea  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  it 
would  be  inconvenient  for  a  court  of  law  to 
decide  on  this  case.  What  inconvenience 
eould  there  be  in  deciding  what  the  law 
was  by  the  existing  tribunals  of  the  land, 
whose  specific  duty  it  was  to  do  so  ?  He 
thought  the  Bill  contained  some  uncon- 
stitutional points,  and  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  confirmed  him 
in  that  conviction.  The  object  of  all  the 
amendments  was  to  make  the  Bill  pro- 
spective and  not  retrospective,  and  the 
first  step  towards  that  was  to  get  rid  of 
the  declaratory  part.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  the  law  was  clear.  Why 
not  then  leave  the  courts  of  law  in  Ireland 
to  decide  ?  If  they  were  going  to  enact  a 
new  law,  the  country  should  be  made 
aware  of  the  fact;  there  should  be  no  am- 
biguity in  the  matter.  He  protested 
against  this  appeal  to  Parliament  to  cut  a 
knot,  which  ought  to  have  been  left  to  the 
Judges  of  the  land. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  regretted  that  he  was  not 
present  when  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  was  proposed,  as  he  should  certainly 
have  voted  against  it.      It  was  not  that  he 
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lia<l  Any  Hympatby  with  tho  parties  affected 
bv  tho  Hill,  but  he  considered  the  prin- 
ciple of  altering  tho  law,  with  a  view  to 
the  applieation  of  a  particular  punishment, 
A  most  dangerous  one.  They  need  not  go 
hack  to  distant  times  for  an  example  of 
ihn  law  being  allowed  to  take  its  course. 
Thirty  years  ago,  Abraham  Thornton, 
having  ilrst  violated  Mary  Ashford,  and 
afterwards  murtlowd  her,  claimed  the  right 
of  wager  by  battle.  His  claim  was  al- 
lowed; and  naving  been  acquitted,  he  left 
tlio  country*  llo  (Mr.  Munti)  should  cer- 
tainly vote  for  th«  Amendment. 

Mh«  MOOUK  said,  tho  hon.  and  learned 
OenUemau  tho  Attorney  General  had 
»taletl  a«  the  n^aaon  why  t^e  Bill  had  been 
intri^uetHl«  that  grave  doubts  had  arisen 
with  r^^ixl  to  tho  existing  law, 

Tho  ATTOKNKY  GKNKRAL:  I  did 
IH>I  iM\v  **grav^^  doubts,**  but  ••doubts.*' 

Mh.  MOOUK  wished  to  know  in  what 
ouaHiMr  tK\vM»  doubt*  had  arisen  f 

Th<^  ATTOKNKY  UKXKRAL:  I  hare 
IK>  ditt^uUv  iu  answvriv^  lh«  questioii. 
My^  n^l^  i»«  iu  Inplaud. 

Miu  MOOKK  thought  ih«  Mouse  ought 
K>  W  iatlvvmH^d  sMvi&caUr  by  whom  doubts 
Wi4  KN»a  imiKsrtaivHNl. 

TW  ATTOR^KY  GKXKRAL:  I  am 
«K^  ia  tW  KaVil  Wf  ;!4atiag  aay  doubts  which 
W^  Wa  <\>mmuuicatied  to  me  in  <\mi- 
tUnralial  <v«amuaicati^Mis. 

Ma.  F.  VKKNv  U  <>>aU  m4  admit  that 
tW  UMKndaab  vvav>mM<d  miaiEhi  Mv»feHT 
W  Mfaided  as  aadce  »fa»pai^  %!«  d«at2iu 
It  awi^t  W  Imie  ^mi  fiairdvMii  had  a«M  Wea 
jyaand  aadur  tW  ^cvvai  siNd;  Vat  aa  iaii- 
mat»m  iad  Wwa  made  a^  ^i^m  ikat  it  was 
nM  Am"  ^a^fat^  v^'  vW^rmaeat  t^  <anT 
tW  liraawaN-  iate  <^*t.  W^^k^  aay  «tte 
^NtwioaJI  Aat  y<a  a  mere  hitpid  aeetext  ^ 
«Nivd  WT  tkte  CW^a  m-S^t  Ve  «iitWiaa»a£T 
>         r4 1     xV  V&aaJ^ce  iad  Wea  ecaMaio^ 


such  an  abuse  of  the  Royal  prerogative  as 
the  letting  the  convicted  parties  loose  upon 
society.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Roscommon  said  the  Government  had 
committed  a  blunder,  because  out  of  re- 
spect for  the  anxious  feeUngs  of  the  fami- 
lies of  the  prisoners  they  had  made  an  early 
communication  of  their  intention.  The 
Government  might  have  committed  a 
blunder;  they  might  not  have  known  from 
experience  how  the  parties  would  act  when 
the  humanity  of  the  Goremment  was  exhi- 
bited. As  regarded  tiunsportation,  that 
was  the  ordinary  and  sole  condition  on 
which  mercy  was  extended  to  persona  in 
the  position  of  the  prisoners.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Youghall  had  spoken  of  this  Bill  as  <me  of 
a  series  of  penal  measures.  The  object 
was  simply  to  afwimilate  the  law  of  Ireland 
to  that  of  Englaiid;  and  he  presumed  that 
the  only  reason  why  the  case  had  m>t  beea 
expressly  provided  for  hj  a  statute  was, 
that  the  Irish  L^islaUire  had  mii  contem- 
plated that  the  crime  of  treason  would  ever 
be  punished  with  aay  other  peoaltj  than 
death. 

Ma.  C.  ANSTET  explained  that  liis 
riicht  boo.  Friend  had  i 


What  he  iatemM  to  convey  was,  thai  the 

prisoaeffs^  haviac  a  ease  of  exceptions,  had 

a  richt  to  have  ^oee  exceptions  dedded  by 

a  W^  tribunal:  whmas  he  had  ^is  ob- 

jectMaa>  ^  Bin  dtas  it  was  to  be  made 

!  aa  Mr  jMst  .^ia:a»  lav.     He  had  no  abjec- 

j  tarn  t»  tbe  Bill  if  it  were  made  aoMy  to 

•  tefer  a»  fatare  cmes^     He  bad  ' 

-  aankrsawd  ia  scaae  of  bk  sbjetta,  and  it 

I  was  m^w  hs 


ttieii 


\^>^eaawat  »ii  \vaMaaia^*ai^  aa 


r  MMk  tVai  a»  W  hen 
1)4  tbe  \K<>tat  wved  te  Vaw 
a^al^  Vi^^^te  Maie%hat  t^i 

I  a  a^aa^  %►  tae  vjr***,  i^aeei-  ^a^ 

a^^  jNMMi  ay^m  tlMaik  ^vv»iii 

t     hnI  eai^  yifc  %W  e^^M^NtM^a  tW 

^ky^^i  tri^  ^^k  ^w>     ^1^1  \\\v 
^^^^^  ^^^  ^^w  ^•n^     ^w<^wv^*^ 

tiiie^  ^*Nf^  W  tW  >aU.- 

kja   ^^d^^OMA    1^M>  ^AM^^^ 


<vaaatrag<  tb» 

pMface  wT 
ifamsd  wc 
t^  t^  w^ai.  a  ome  m 

Mii  cdtfc%satctM  T^ 
^leoktace. 

Mv  r  ?.  3^X  HS  MwMaid 

%'W^  ^vaai  IMC  W 


iS(im^a»>  :|«9i^a);^  wqi^L  w 
^aiiNw.  tuft  Vwiaa^  W  "^^as 


aieiiNia  ^  amnr  7alc:f  faUk  ifna 
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wordbg  of  the  indictment;  and  surely  they 
ought  to  have  the  advantage  of  this  greater 

doubt,  which  was  so  distmctly  admitted  to 
exist. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  '  de- 
clared and  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  151  ; 
Noes  27  :  Majority  124. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Adiur,  H.  E.  Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  Grey,  R.  W. 

Adure,  Yiaot.  Gwyn,  H. 

Aubod,  hon.  Col.  Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Arkwrigfat,  G.  Hastie,  A. 

Baioet,  M.  T.  Hastie,  A. 

Baldwin,  G.  B.  Hawes,  B. 

Barinff,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T.    Hay,  Lord  J. 

Bast,  M.  T.  Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 

Bellflfw,  R.  M.  Heathcote,  G.  J. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.  Henry,  A. 

Beikeley,  C.  L.  G.  Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 

BlaekaU,  S.  W.  Hindley,  C. 

Kaekstone,  W.  S.  Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 

Bonverie,  hon.  £.  P.  Hodges,  T.  L. 

B<7le,  hon.  Col.  Hood,  Sir  A. 

BriMO,  M.  Hope,  Sir  J. 

Broadley,  H.  Howard,  Lord  E. 

Broekldhnrst,  J.  Jervis,  Sir  J. 

^Hytherton,  J.  Jones,  Capt. 

Bunhury,  W.  M.  Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Gavendiih,  W.  G.  Lacy,  H.  C. 

Cha|^,  W.  J.  Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Childen,  J.  W.  Lemon,  Sir  C. 

Oholmely,  Sir  M.  Lewis,  G.  C. 

Ckriaty,  S.  Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 

Clay,  J.  Locke,  J. 

dements,  hon.  C.  S.  Lockhart,  W. 

Clhe,  H.  B.  Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 

Cobbold,  J.  C.  M'Gregor,  J. 

Coekbom,  A.  J.  E.  Maitland,  T. 

Coke,  hon.  £.  K.  Martin,  J. 

Cowan,  C.  Mathcson,  Col. 

Craig,  W.  G.  Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Crowder,  R.  B.  Meux,  Sir  H. 

Carrie,  H.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Cnrteis,  H.  M.  Morris,  D. 

Daliymple,  Capt.  Mulgrave,  Earl  of 

DaTies,  D.  A.  S.  Mundy,  W. 

Bmmmond,  H.  H.  Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B.    Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 

Duncan,  G.  Ord,  W. 

Duncoft,  J.  Palmer,  R. 

Dondas,  Adm.  Palmerston,  Visct. 

Dondas,  Sir  D.  Parker,  J. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Edwards,  H.  Pilkington,  J. 

Farrer,  J.  Pinney,  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 

Floyer,  J.  Price,  Sir  R. 

Forbes,  W.  Prime,  R. 

Fordyoe,  A.  D.  Renton,  J.  C. 

Forster,  M.  Repton,  G.  W.  J. 

Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W.  Ricardo,  0. 

Freestun,  Col.  Rice,  E.  R. 

Glyn,  G.  C.  Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Goddard,  A.  L.  Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Granby,  Marq.  of  Russell,  Lord  J. 

GreenaU,  G.  Russell,  F.  C.  H. 

Greene,  T.  Rutherfiird,  A. 

Gren&ll,  C.  P.  Shafto,  R.  D. 

GrenfeU,  C.  W.  SheU,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 


Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerville,rt.hn.  SirW. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thiclmesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
TyreU,  Sir  J.  T. 


Wall,  C.  B. 
Watkins.  Col.  L. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
West,  F.  R. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Willyams,  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
WUson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
WyviU,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


Xt«<o/fAe  Noes. 

Devereux,  J.  T.  O'Brien,  Sir  L. 

Dickson,  S.  OTonnell,  J. 

Dunne,  Col.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Fagan,  W.  O'Flaherty,  A. 

Fox,  R.  M.  Power,  Dr. 

French,  F.  Raphael,  A. 

Grace,  0.  D.  J.  Rawdon,  Col. 

Greene,  J.  Reynolds,  J. 

Keating,  R.  Sadleir,  J. 

Lawless,  hon.  0.  Scully,  F. 

Meagher,  T.  Sullivan,  M. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gormon  Williams,  J. 
Moore,  G.  H.  tellers. 

Muntz,  G.  F.  Anstey,  T.  C. 

Nugent,  Sir  P.  Roche,  E.  B. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  rose  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
This  was  the  fourth  Bill  of  pains  and  penal- 
ties that  had  been  passed  against  Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien  in  one  year.  He  would 
ask  them  if  that  was  not  a  melancholy 
subject  to  reflect  upon  ?  He  might  he  told 
that  that  was  not  the  fault  of  the  loyal  in- 
habitants of  Ireland,  or  of  that  House. 
He,  however,  could  not  consider  that 
House  or  the  Executive  Government  per- 
fectly blameless  for  what  had  taken  place, 
though  he  was  not  there  to  palliate  the 
offences  of  these  Gentlemen;  hut  he  con- 
sidered that  the  Government  ought  not  to 
have  looked  calmly  on,  while  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  and  his  associates  were  publishing 
threats  against  the  Government,  and  hold- 
ing nightly  meetings,  but  ought  to  have 
had  them  arrested  and  held  to  bail.  That 
House  and  the  authorities  had  done  enough 
to  vindicate  the  law;  and,  therefore,  this 
measure  ought  not  to  be  proceeded  with. 
Messrs  Smith  O'Brien  and  Meagher  were 
convicted  by  a  jury  which  it  had  been  as- 
serted was  packed,  but  they  unanimously 
recommended  those  unfortunate  men  to 
mercy.  They  appealed  to  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  who  ruled  against  them; 
a  further  appeal  was  then  made  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  when  they  were  again 
ruled  against.  After  the  various  petitions 
were  presented  to  the  Executive  in  favour 
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of  mercy  being  extended  to  these  unfortu- 
nate men,  and  it  had  been  generally  under- 
stood that  they  could  not  be  executed,  then 
came  the  document  of  the  5th  of  June,  for 
commuting  their  sentences;  and  he  called 
upon  the  Government  to  allow  counsel  to 
be  heard  at  the  bar  of  the  House,  or  an 
inquiry  to  be  instituted  on  the  subject,  and 
he  believed  it  would  be  found  that  other 
documents  had  been  executed — though  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  the 
Home  Department  was  not  aware  of  them 
— which  must  prevent  the  sentence  of 
death  being  carried  into  effeot.  He  could 
not  believe  that  Lord  Denman  and  the 
other  law  Lords  who  approved  that  Bill 
could  entertain  the  same  opinion.  With 
respect  to  there  being  no  necessity  for  the 
Bill,  as  had  been  enunciated  by  the  Attor- 
ney General,  the  fact  of  their  passing  it 
proved,  that  they  thought  there  was  a  ne- 
cessity for  it.  He  thanked  God  he  was 
not  a  lawyer,  as  it  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  science  for  mystifying  that  which  was 
otherwise  plain.  He  denied  that  transpor- 
tation was  mercy  to  these  unfortunate  men, 
who  had  been  recommended  to  morcy  by 
the  jury  that  convicted  them.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Pepartment  had  said,  that  the  people  of 
England  would  not  countenance  these  men 
being  let  loose  upon  society.  He  was  sorry 
•uch  a  phrase  had  been  used,  for  they 
•hould  recollect  that  these  men  were  gen- 
tlemen. [An  Hon.  Member:  So  much 
the  worse.]  He  was  told  so  much  the 
worse.  Why,  Washington  was  a  gentle- 
man, and  had  he  not  been  successful  he 
would  have  been  a  felon;  and  some  of  the 
brightest  ornaments  in  English  history 
would  have  been  deemed  rebels,  had  they 
not  proved  successful  in  their  efforts  to  so- 
ouro  tho  liberties  of  the  people.  They 
wore  magnifying  a  mountain  into  a  mole- 
hill. [Laughter.]  He  was  glad  that  he 
had  put  the  cart  before  the  horse,  as  it  had 
proiiucod  that  burst  of  merriment.  They 
were  magnifying  a  molehill  into  a  moun- 
tain. Thoy  wore  cAlling  a  row  with  the 
polioo  in  a  oabU^ge  gaixlon  in  tho  county 
of  Tipporary  a  robollion.  Thoy  were  call- 
ing that  a  n^boUiou  whcro  nobody  assembled 
but  tho  unfortunate  mon  themselves.  They 
woiH)  oaUing  that  a  rebellion  in  which  six 
or  ttovon  nton  »pont  a  month  in  tho  moun- 
taiiii  t>f  Tipporary,  running  away  from 
•vory  noaroorow  which  hapiuMied  to  bo 
made  of  a  polioonuurn  hat;  and  tho  leader 
of  tho  •o^eallod  roboUiuu  walked  into  a 
roUwAj  station  with  a  **  kbol**  on 


his  back  offering  8002.  for  hU  apprehen* 
sion.  He  wish^  the  Goyemment  woold 
follow  the  example  set  by  Lord  Comwallis 
in  1798,  who  pardoned  seventy  prisoDeiB 
convicted  of  treason.  There  was  a  rebel, 
too,  dignified  by  his  followers  by  the  name 
of  General  Cluny,  who  had  encoanlered 
the  King's  troops  at  Enniaeorthj,  and 
beaten  them.  He  held  that  town  for  a 
week,  and  had  the  county  of  Wexford 
under  his  control  for  three  months.  Ge- 
neral Cluny  was  tried  for  high  treaMm, 
convicted,  and  condemned  to  be  hanged; 
but  his  hfe  was  spared;  and,  after  two 
years'  imprisonment  in  Fort  St.  George, 
he  was  set  at  liberty,  was  now  alive  and 
well,  and  Queen  Victoria  had  not  a  more 
loyal  subject.  That  was  the  coarse  he  was 
anxious  should  be  followed  with  regard  to 
these  cabbage-garden  heroes,  and  it  woaU 
do  more  than  anything  to  excite  the  grati* 
tude  and  respect  of  Ireland  for  the  Qveen 
and  the  Government. 

Major  BLAOKALL  said,  that  wnry 
Irish  Member  had  spoken  against  dtt  BEQ; 
he  had  taken  a  different  course,  aal  in- 
tended to  support  the  Bill  throoghoal  Its 
various  stages.  If  he  could  think  thai  this 
wiis  an  ex  post  facto  law — ihat  h  was 
levelled  exclusively  against  these  pereens, 
to  carry  out  a  punishment  to  which  they 
were  not  liable  according  to  the  preeoit 
law,  he  should  have  joined  those  who  op- 
posed this  Bill,  and  given  it  every  opposi* 
tion,  as  was  done  by  the  hon.  and  leanied 
Member  for  Youghall;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  that  this  was  a  declaratory  Bill,  and 
that  it  was  only  to  remove  certain  doubts 
that  had  arisen  in  Ireland.  Then  it  was 
said,  if  the  law  was  perfectly  clear*  why 
should  any  Bill  be  introduced  ?  He  eould 
see  a  good  reason  for  introducing  the  Bill, 
although  the  law  was  perfectly  clear;  he 
could  understand  that  at  this  moment* 
after  political  excitement  had  reached  snoh 
a  height,  it  would  not  be  expedient  to  open 
the  question  again  in  a  court  of  law.  Tins 
was  an  unpleasant  Motion  for  Irish  Mem« 
bers  to  express  an  opinion  upon,  as  they 
were  interested  in  the  fate  of  these  per^^ 
sons,  with  whom  they  had  associated.  He 
would  yield  to  no  man  in  feelings  of  sym* 
pathy  for  those  who  had  incurred  the 
penalty  of  the  law;  but  he  could  not,  in 
the  exorcise  of  his  duty,  shut  his  eyes  to 
tho  mischiefs  which  had  arisen  from  the 
acts  of  these  men,  and  the  neeesuty  of 
punishment  being  inflicted.  It  was  all 
very  wdl  to  say  l^at  it  was  a  meeting  of  a 
few  persons,  and  that  it  ended  in  t  fipit  in 
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a  cabbage  garden;  but  he  knew  that  the 
country  had  suffered,  and  that  capital  was 
drivea  from  Ireland  by  the  political  excite- 
Tfieni  caused  by  the  acts  of  these  men. 
Shopkeepers  were  taught  to  he  generals 
and  captains,  and  wore  a  green  and  gold 
uniform.  He  thought  they  ought  to  leave 
it  to  the  mercy  of  the  Crown  to  deal  with 
these  men  who  had  brought  these  calami- 
ties on  the  country;  and  for  these  reasons 
he  should  support  the  Bill  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNELL  begged  to  inform 
the  hen.  and  gallant  Member  for  Longford 
that  Government  had  confessed  that  it  was 
an  ex  post  facto  law;  if  it  were  not,  why 
was  not  the  punishment  carried  out  ? 
Being  an  ex  post  facto  law,  there  could  be 
Ho  doubt  that  it  was  unconstitutional. 

Mb,  C.  ANSTEY  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
Wfor  Salford  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  make  his  oustomarv  Motion  of  adjourn- 
ment? If  not,  he  should  move  that  the 
Chairman  now  report  progress. 

Sib  G.  grey  asked  the  hon.  and  learn- 
^  Member  whether  his  intention  was  to 
obstruct  the  course  of  the  public  business  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Salford  would  on 
this,  as  on  all  other  occasions,  no  doubt 
adopt  no  course  calculated  to  obstruct  the 
progress  of  public  business.  The  Irish 
poor-law  stood  in  the  Paper  for  next  week, 
and  adjourning  the  further  progress  of  this 
Bill  to  a  future  day  must  have  the  effect  of 
postooning  that  measure. 

Mb.  C.  ANSTEY  repelled  the  imputa- 
tion that  he  was  actuated  by  a  desire  to 
obstruct  public  business.  Such  was  not 
his  object,  but  ho  saw  several  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
get  through  them  all,  the  principal  of  which 
had  not  been  so  much  as  noticed.  The 
next  Amendment  referred  to  the  discre- 
pancy between  the  preamble  and  the  enact- 
ing part  of  the  Bill;  and  there  were  a  va- 
riety of  others  to  which  it  was  necessary  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Uouse. 

Same  Clause  :  —  Another  Amendment 

!>ropo8ed,  after  the  word  **  offender,"  to 
nscrt  the  words  **  who  may  be  hereafter 
convicted  and.** 

Question  put,  **  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted.** 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  24, 
Noes  140:  Majority  116. 

Same  Clause  : — Amendment  proposed, 
to  leave  out  the  words  **  for  any  offence 
whatsoever  by  Law  punishable  with  Death,*' 
la  order  to  insert  the  words  **  for  High 
Treason." 


Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  129; 
Noes  19:  Majority  110. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  moved  another 
Amendment,  his  object  being  to  make 
the  enacting  part  of  the  Bill  agree  with 
the  preamble. 

The  CHAIRMAN  intimated  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Youghall  that  his 
next  Amendment  could  not  be  put,  as  not 
being  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  [The 
Amendment  was,  at  Une  15  to  omit  the 
word  "transportation,"  and  insert  ** im- 
prisonment during  the  Queen's  pleasure, 
or  banishment."] 

Mr.  lawless  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man  report  progress. 

Mr.  MONSELL  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  as 
being  contrary  to  the  repeated  decisions  of 
the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down« 
and  should  have  thought,  after  the  un- 
equivocal expressions  of  its  opinion  on  this 
Bill  which  the  House  had  already  given, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  would  have 
allowed  the  debate  to  have  proceeded  with- 
out further  opposition  of  this  character. 
But  there  was  one  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  particularly  as  his  own  attention  had 
also  been  frequently  called  to  it.  He  had 
been  told,  and  always  without  justice,  that 
he  did  not  bring  forward  measures  in  re- 
gard to  Ireland,  and  that  when  he  did  so 
they  were  postponed  from  week  to  week. 
Now,  he  had  stated  that  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  have  brought  forward  on  Monday 
the  consideration  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Bill;  and  on  Thursday  next  it 
was  the  intention  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  have 
made  a  proposal  to  the  House  respecting 
a  railway  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  which 
would  lead  to  the  immediate  employment 
of  a  great  number  of  persons  in  that  part 
of  the  country.  These  were  practical 
questions;  but  if  Irish  Gentlemen  threw 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  he  should  be  unable  to  accom- 
plish what  he  proposed.  He  could  only 
say,  therefore,  that  he  must  delay  any 
other  measure  until  the  House  should  have 
decided  upon  the  Bill  now  before  them — 
and  he  only  hoped  that  the  House  would 
admit  that  any  delay  that  might  take  place 
with  respect  to  legislation  for  Ireland  waa 
not  his  fault. 
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Mr.  lawless  would  repeat  that  it 
was  through  the  fault  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  there  had  been  any  waste  of  public 
time.  Why  had  not  the  Government  ira- 
prisooed  those  unhappy  gentlemen,  instead 
of  bringing  forward  an  ex  post  facto  Bill 
to  tnnsport  them?  However,  as  to  fur- 
ther opposition,  he  did  not  see  what  bene- 
ficial result  would  come  of  it.  He  had 
done  his  duty  by  opposing  the  measure  in 
aD  its  stages,  until  now,  and  he  would  now 
withdraw  all  further  resistance. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  put  it  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Toug- 
hall,  whether  after  the  very  unequivocal 
manner  in  which  on  three  occasions  that 
erening  the  House  had  expressed  its  opin- 
ion with  respect  to  this  (he  admitted)  most 
objectionable  measure,  it  would  be  wise  to 
press  the  opposition  to  it  any  further  ?  For 
his  own  part  he  must  say  that  he  very 
moch  doubted  the  wisdom  of  such  a  pro- 
ceeding, and  questioned  whether  it  would 
be  productive  of  tho  least  advantage  to  the 
unfortunate  gentlemen  whose  interests  his 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  had  at  heart. 

Mu.  C.  ANSTKY  observed,  that  the 
Amendments  which  still  stood  on  the 
Paper  under  his  name  were  totally  dis- 
Mmilar  from  those  on  which  the  House 
bad  already  divided.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Oeotleman,  after  alluding  at  some  length 
iff  tho  character  of  tho  Amendments  in 
qacfttion,  which  he  attempted  to  vindicate, 
conclud^sd  by  stating  that  in  deference  to 
tlie  general  feeling  of  tho  House,  he  would 
not  press  all  those  Amendments  on  the 
present  occasion.  Ho  would  bring  the 
majority  of  thorn  forward  on  tho  third 
rea<ling,  and  would  for  tho  present  content 
himself  with  moving  tho  following  pro- 
yiso: — 

**  Providc<l  alwayN,  that  notliing  in  this  Act 
contained  shall  l>o  coimtniod  to  impair  or  hinder 
the  oxereiio  of  any  prcropfativo  of  tho  Crown,  in 
virtue  whereof  llor  Majenty  may  grant  hor  freo 
or  conditional  pardon  to  any  luch  ofTundor." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  only  roason  why  ho  objected  to 
the  proviso  was,  that  ho  know  it  to  be 
wholly  unnecessary.  Tho  Bill  did  not 
trench  in  the  least  on  the  prerogativo  of 
the  Crown. 

Mr.  ANSTET  declared  his  intention 
to  divide  notwithstanding. 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  implored  of  his 

hon.   and  learned  Friend  not  to  put  tho 

House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing.     The 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must  surely 

himself  aware  that  the  proviso   was 

f  unnecessary. 


Mr.  C.  ANSTET  at  length  relnetaotly 
consented  not  to  divide  on  the  Amendmeot. 
If  the  Irish  Members  chose  to  desert  him, 
he  would  not  expose  himself  to  the  ridicule 
of  going  into  the  lobby  by  himself,  but 
would  merely  content  himself  with  saying 
**  Aye"  to  the  Amendment. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment;  to 
be  read  3°  on  Monday  next. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore Two  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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MiKUTBa.]    PuBUc  BiLUk— 1*  Admiiiiitiatlaoof  JHliee 
(VanooaTO't  IiUnd) ;  EedfliiMtiadJiiiiMiieaon. 
5*  Gnmd  Jury  Cen  (Irdaiid). 

PBTrrion 8  PasBSKTBO.  By  Lord  Stantey,  ftm  ^-wnlrtr, 
AfaMM,  and  StremlMin,  agaiiHt  the  PttBattcBlvj  OMte 
BilL— By  Loid  Brougham,  ftom  Minilitii,  that  Pw- 
■oot  ol)|)ecCing  to  ObUis  may  be  alkmad  to  inAa  AttnM- 
tion.— By  the  Duke  of  Clevelaad,  and  Liad  MotM^le, 
from  Harworth  and  DarUngtan,  ^aiiiit  nnwtfiy  any 
New  Lioeoaet  to  Beer  Shopa. — Vtoui  Bbammm,  and  a 
Number  of  Plaeet  fai  Scotland,  ^ainit  the  lauyuied 
Alteration  of  the  prewnt  Station  for  MaU  Oowawudeatioo 
between  the  South-Wert  of  Scntland  and  the  ftarth  of 
Ireland.— From  the  City  of  London,  fai  finonr  of  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  BUU-From  Beondan,  for  Ptotae- 
tion  from  unrettricted  Forego  Oompatftloa.— From  Mal- 
ton,  for  Extending  the  Juriadietion  of  dmmty  Cooitfc 

DIPLOMATIC  RELATIONS  BETWEEN 
SPAIN  AND  ENGLAND  —  FRENCH  IN- 
TERVENTION IN  ITALY. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  rose  to  put 
the  question  on  that  subject,  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  He  thought  tbeir  Lord- 
ships would  be  of  opinion  that  if  it  bad  not 
been  for  the  many  and  great  events  whidi 
they  had  recently  witnessed  in  Tariooa 
parts  of  the  Continent  of  Europe,  and  the 
powerful  and  overwhelming  interest  with 
which  they  were  invested,  it  was  probable 
the  anomalous  condition  of  our  relations 
with  the  Spanish  Government  would  have 
called  for  some  notice  from  Parliament; 
and  it  was  from  a  conviction  of  the  great 
importance  of  the  subject  that  he  was  led 
to  ask  for  information  respecting  it  ftoxa 
tho  noble  President  of  the  Council.  It 
was  now  more  than  a  year  since  our  diplo- 
matic relations  with  the  Court  of  Maorid 
were  abruptly  terminated,  and  under  cir- 
cumstances of  much  indignity  to  the  re-r 
proscntative  of  Her  Majesty  at  that  Court. 
Ho  did  not  understand  that  any  satisfac- 
tion or  reparation  had  been  made  for  the 
violence  thus  committed.  At  the  same 
time  he  avowed  that  the  dismissal  of  a 
Foreign  Minister  by  any  Government  was 
not  a  proceeding  which  necessarily  ad* 
mitted  of  no  justification.    Every  6oTeni« 
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ment  possessed  the  power,  every  Govern- 
ment bad  exercised  that  power  when  they 
thought  their  essential  interest  or  safety 
"was  concerned.  When  the  Regent  Or- 
leans dismissed  the  Spanish  Ambassador 
from  the  Court  of  France,  he  did  not  con- 
fine himself  to  sending  his  passports;  but 
lie  had  him  arrested  and  conducted  to  the 
frontier  under  a  strong  guard.  But  after- 
ivards  the  Regent  entered  into  a  justifica- 
tion of  that  proceeding,  which  justification 
■was  pronounced  by  all  Europe  to  be  per- 
fectly satisfactory,  although  undoubtedly 
it  was  a  violation  of  the  law  of  nations. 
The  late  proceeding,  violent  as  it  had  been, 
had  not  amounted  to  anything  like  the 
proceeding  ho  had  just  instanced;  but  for 
this  proceeding,  such  as  it  was,  no  sufii- 
cent  justification  had  as  yet  been  offered. 
At  the  same  time  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Spanish  Government  had  acted  under  the 
strongest  persuasion  of  the  danger  in  which 
ihey  were  placed,  and  a  perfect  conviction 
that  the  representative  of  this  country  had 
taken  an  active  part  in  the  internal  trou- 
bles existing  in  their  own  country.  It  ap- 
peared almost  incredible,  but  then  he  be- 
lieved  it  to  be  the  fact,  that  the  Spanish 
Ooremment  were  fully  persuaded  of  the 
hostile  disposition  of  this  country,  and  of 
its  representative,  towards  it,  and  of  our 
readiness  to  aid  those  efforts  at  disturb- 
ance and  revolution  which  at  that  time  pre- 
Tailed  in  their  country.  That  appeared  to 
him  incredible;  but  there  were  reasons 
ivhich  might  account,  at  least,  for  the  ex- 
istence of  that  belief  on  their  part.  Much 
as  he  blamed,  and  deeply  as  he  lamented, 
that  policy  of  personality  and  hatred  which 
had  been  attended  with  such  mischievous 
effects  in  many  parts  of  Europe — and  in  no 
country  had  it  been  more  mischievous  than 
in  Spain — it  was  not  his  intention  to  enter 
into  and  follow  up  an  examination  of  those 
steps  which  might  account  for  that  belief 
and  persuasion  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment. Beginning,  as  he  might  do,  that 
despatch — that  first  unprovoked  insult  to 
the  Spanish  Government — in  July,  1846, 
very  shortly  after  the  accession  of  Ilcr 
Majesty's  Government  to  office,  and  con- 
cluding with  that  most  astounding  despatch 
of  the  16th  of  March  last  year,  which  was 
'written  three  weeks  after  the  French  Re- 
volution, and  delivered  to  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment shortly  after  the  suppression  of  a 
military  revolt  in  the  streets  of  Madrid — 
that  despatch,  delivered  at  such  a  time  and 
under  such  circumstances,  was  little  calcu- 
lated to  stifle  all  those  apprehensions  and 
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those  fears  which  the  Spanish  Government 
entertained  with  respect  to  the  disposition 
of  the  British  Government  and  its  repre- 
sentative. But  the  Spanish  Government 
had  always  professed  their  desire  to  show, 
in  the  strongest  manner  possible,  that  they 
entertained  no  disrespect  for  this  countiy; 
and,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  acted  under 
a  strong  conviction  of  the  feeling  to  which 
he  had  adverted.  He  admitted  that  it  was 
no  justification  of  the  step  they  had  taken; 
but  at  least,  under  the  circumstances  it  was 
some  palliation,  and  as  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment had  constantly  professed  a  desire 
to  make  the  most  ample  reparation  to  this 
country  which  it  was  possible  for  them  to 
make  consistently  with  the  preservation  of 
their  own  honour,  he  could  not  see  where 
the  great  difficulty  lay  which  should  pre- 
vent an  accommodation  taking  place;  for 
more  than  the  utmost  degree  of  reparation 
consistently  with  the  honour  of  Spain  we 
could  not  reasonably  expect,  and  less  than 
that  ought  not  to  content  us.  If  such, 
then,  were  the  feeling,  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  that  accommodation  which,  it 
appeared,  had  been  proposed,  should  not  be 
speedily  and  finally  accomplished.  In  the 
proposal  of  the  Spanish  Government — he 
was,  of  course,  ignorant  of  the  particulars 
which  might  have  taken  place — he  under- 
stood that  the  most  ample  professions  had 
been  made  of  a  desire  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  this  country  in  a  manner  that  might  be 
satisfactory.  Fortunately  the  question 
was  now  between  the  two  Governments. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  per- 
sonally concerned  stood  completely  excul- 
pated by  his  own  Government;  he  had  re- 
ceived the  approbation  of  his  Government; 
he  had  received  honours,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived a  new  distinction  in  his  profession 
of  equal  or  even  greater  importance  than 
that  he  had  formerly  possessed.  The  ques- 
tion now,  therefore,  remained  exclusively 
between  the  two  Governments;  and  if  they 
were  animated  by  those  feelings  which 
would  appear  to  have  been  professed,  cer- 
tainly on  the  side  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, and  he  believed  on  the  side  of  this 
country  also,  he  could  see  no  reason  why  a 
mutual  understanding  should  not  be  arrived 
at.  But  he  trusted  if  those  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries  should  be  re- 
newed, it  would  not  bo  as  a  means  of  re- 
newing a  spirit  of  meddling,  of  threatening 
or  recommending,  but  that  it  should  be  to 
extend  that  encouragement  and  counte- 
nance to  the  Queen  of  Spain  which  was 
due  from  all  the  allies  of  Her  Majesty, 
2D 


803    Diphmatie  Belations  between    {LORDS}  Spain  and  Englatii—        804 


He  had  been  induced  to  take  that  parti- 
cular opportunity  of  making  an  appeal  to 
the  noble  Marquess  upon  the  subject,  in 
consequence  of  what  he  had  recently  wit- 
nessed of  the  conduct  of  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment, and  of  the  actual  condition  of 
that  country.  The  events  that  had  oc- 
curred recently  in  Continental  nations  de- 
fied all  calculation;  and  any  man,  after  the 
French  revolution,  when  he  looked  on 
Spain,  and  saw  it  a  country  discontented, 
its  power  distracted  at  home,  and  power- 
less and  possessing  littlo  consideration 
abroad — deprived  of  what  they  had  been 
over  and  over  again  assured  was  its  only 
support,  the  countenance  of  the  French 
monarchy — any  man  would  have  thought 
such  a  country  and  such  a  Government 
must  inevitably  crumble  to  pieces  without 
that  support.  But  that  had  not  been  the 
case;  on  the  contrary,  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment had  acquired  strength,  and  cer- 
tainly, in  some  respects,  owing  to  the  re- 
jection of  English  advice;  ho  would  not 
flay  in  consequence  of  that  rejection,  but 
they  had  not  only  succeeded  in  completely 
putting  down  every  revolutionary  and  de- 
mocratic attempt  at  home,  but  had  also, 
for  the  first  time,  pacified  the  northern 
provinces,  and  put  an  end  entirely  to  the 
Carllst  war  there.  Nay,  more  than  that, 
they  had,  as  a  most  remarkable  proof  of 
their  power  and  humanity,  declared  an 
amnesty  so  large  and  liberal  that  he  did 
not  remember  to  have  seen  the  like  from 
any  Government  whatever — an  amnesty  so 
extensive,  and  with  such  few  exceptions, 
that  he  believed  the  Conde  de  Montcmolino 
himself  might  go  to  Spain  to-morrow,  if 
he  thought  fit,  without  incurring  any  dan- 
ger. In  addition,  too,  to  that  proof  of 
power  and  of  the  tranquillity  of  the  coun- 
try, showing  how  little  they  dreaded  from 
internal  disturbances,  they  had  found  means 
to  send  a  considerable  force  to  Italy — some 
8,000  or  10,000  men — to  assist  in  the  res- 
toration of  the  Pope  to  his  dominions.  In 
doing  that,  they  had  not  only  showed  tran- 
quillity with  respect  to  disturbances  at 
home,  but  also  the  reconciliation  of  Spain 
to  the  Holy  See— a  matter  which  must 
tend  very  much  to  the  future  tranquillity 
of  that  country,  and  was  therefore  a  step 
which  it  was  of  very  great  importance  to 
be  accomplished.  But  they  had  done  more 
than  even  that.  It  had  been  said  that  we 
were  rather  disposed  in  this  country  to 
estimate  all  mankind  according  to  the 
limount  of  cotton  manufactures  they  con- 
■umed.     We  had  certamly  been  enabled 


to  furnish  Spain  with  a  confliderable  quaii^ 
tity  of  the  precious  commodity  by  means 
of  smuggling;  but  it  had  been  the  object 
of  every  Minister  for  the  last  thirty  years 
to  obtain  a  treaty  with  Spain  by  which 
those  cottons  should  be  legally  introduced 
into  that  country — an  endeavoui*  which  had 
been  vain  up  to  the  present  time.  It  would 
be  vain  at  the  present  moment  to  doubt 
the  sincerity  of  Espartero  in  his  desire  to 
make  such  an  arrangement  with  this  conn* 
try.  When  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  was 
at  the  Foreign  Office  himself,  a  treaty  for 
that  purpose  was  proposed,  to  which  the 
two  Governments  bad  no  objection  |  but 
the  Spanish  Government  was  not  strong 
enough  to  resist  the  Catalonian  interest, 
and  Espartero  was  obliged  to  abandon  the 
treaty.  Now,  such  was  the  power  of  the 
present  Spanish  Government,  that,  without 
any  solicitation,  without  any  treaty,  the 
man  whom  they  had  done  their  utmost  to 
overthrow  as  a  Minister,  had,  by  consulting 
the  interest  of  his  own  country,  done  that 
which  had  been  the  object  of  this  country 
for  the  last  thirty  years  to  obtain,  and  had 
introduced  our  manufactures  at  a  rate  of 
duty  which  was  not  extravagant.  At  all 
events,  it  was  the  first  step  taken,  whicsh 
could  not  but  lead  to  the  best  conseqaences 
hereafter.  There  was  one  step  more  re* 
mained  for  that  Government  to  take^  Al* 
though  it  was  perhaps  unwise  to  make  a 
political  prediction  at  any  time,  and  cer- 
tainly as  applicable  to  Spain  of  all  other 
countries,  still  he  expressed  his  hope  and 
belief  that  if  the  present  Spanish  GoTefn*' 
ment  remained  in  office,  they  would  obtain 
before  long  a  satisfactory  arrangement  with 
English  bondholders.  He  knew  the  pre* 
sent  Minister  of  Finance  to  be  one  of  the 
most  enlightened  men  who  had  held  that 
department  since  the  great  war;  he  had 
the  will,  and  General  Narvaea  had  the 
power;  and  where  the  power  and  the  will 
were  both  found,  he  was  sanguine  in  be^ 
lieving  that,  if  they  remained  in  office,  a 
long  time  would  not  elapse  before  a  aatii- 
factory  settlement  would  be  brought  abont. 
But  that,  in  some  measure,  would  depend 
upon  ourselves.  He  could  not  say  that  he 
regarded  with  entire  satisfaction  some  cyf 
the  late  proceedings  connected  with  thii 
subject.  He  knew  it  was  very  easy  to 
write  a  stinging  despatch,  or  prepare  a 
very  triumphant  manifesto;  but  the  matter 
was  not  much  advanced  by  that  mode  of 
proceeding,  and  they  ought  rather  to  look 
to  a  mode  which  would  be  attended  with 
Buocessi  and  which  should  mottt  speedily 
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and  effeotuallj  obtain  relief  for  our  dis- 
tressed  fellow-countrymen.  It  was  with 
an  earnest  desire  to  see  the  question  put 
at  rest,  that  he  expressed  tlie  feeling  and 
hope  that  he-  entertained  on  the  subject. 
If  any  roice  so  humble  as  his  could  reach 
the  Spanish  Government,  ho  would  say  to 
them  that  in  settling  their  claims  they 
would  be  doing  that  which  would  not  only 
redound  to  their  own  honour,  but  which 
would  not  fail  to  bo  attended  with  great 
advantage  to  their  own  country.  lie  would 
now  beg  to  ask  the  noblo  Marquess  whe- 
ther there  was  any  prospect  of  a  speedy 
renewal  of  our  diplomatic  and  friendly  re- 
lations with  the  Spanish  Govonunent  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
tbat  he  was  quite  prepared    to   give  an 
answer  to  the  question  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  called  his  attention,  but  which  he 
had  hardly,   from   the  notice    previously 
given,  expected  to  be  accompanied  with  an 
explanation  of  views  so  general  or  extond- 
ed  as  that  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
^ven  expression,  with  respect  to  the  policy 
of  Spain,  foreign  as  well  as  domestic,  the 
invasion  of  Italy —    [The  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen :     No !  ]      lie    begged    the    noble 
fiarl's  pardon;  but  the  noble  Earl  bad  ad- 
verted to  a  considerable  range  of  topics, 
lying,  to  all  appearance,  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  question  to  which  it  had  beforehand 
been  intimated  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  dircctod.     He  would  an- 
swer the  question  which  the  noble  Earl 
Baid  he  would  ask,  ond  which  he  had  ask- 
ed.    He  did  not  moan  to  go  into  any  dis- 
^niBsionwith  respect  to  those  circumstances 
"^bich  the  noble  Earl  had  described  as  hav- 
ing preceded   the   extrusion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty B  Minister  from  Spain.     Those  cir- 
cumstances   having   been   formerly   made 
^natter  of  discussion  in  this  House  and  in 
the  country,  it  was  unnecessary  to  dwell 
upon  them  now,  because  upon  the  subject 
of  the  indignity  with  which  that  Minister 
was  compelled  to  take  his  departure,  there 
was  at  that  time  but  one  opinion  in  this 
country,  as  there  was  but  one  opinion  in 
that  House;  and  he  was  persuaded  that, 
Upon  reflection,  there  would  be  but  one 
opinion  now.     The  noble  Earl  had  truly 
stated  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  every 
Government    to    send   away   any   foreign 
Minister  who  might  not  be  so  fortunate  as 
to  discharge  his  functions  without  giving 
canse  of  oifencc;    but  there  had  been  no 
occasion  on  which  such   an  act  had  not 
been  accompanied  by  a  justification.    That 
Justification  had  not  been  made  satisfac- 


I  torily  in  the  present  case  up  to  the  present 
;  time.  The  noble  Earl  stated  that  the 
j  Spanish  Government,  as  he  understood, 
had  expressed  a  desire  to  give  ample  repa- 
rstion  on  that  subject.  If  the  noble  Earl 
knew  that,  he  knew  that  which  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  did  not  know — he 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  could  only 
say  that  no  such  reparation  had  been  offer- 
ed. He  would  not  discuss  the  question  as 
raised  by  the  noblo  Earl,  for  no  offer  of 
reparation  had  been  made.  Regretting 
much  what  had  passed,  this  Government 
had  been  at  all  times,  and  at  the  present 
moment  was,  prepared  to  receive  any  such 
offer  of  ample  reparation.  The  best  proof 
this  Government  could  give  of  that  dispo* 
sition  was  the  readiness  with  which — ^per- 
haps the  noble  Earl  might  be  aware — to- 
wards the  end  of  last  year  it  accepted  the 
proposal  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the 
Belgians,  founded  on  certain  circumstances 
which  he  thought  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge, to  offer  his  mediation  on  this  subject 
to  the  British  and  Spanish  Governments 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting,  with  a  just 
regard  to  the  honour  of  both  parties,  a  re- 
newal of  that  intercourse  which  had  unfor- 
tunately been  suspended.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  lost  no  time  in  signifying  their 
acquiescence  in  that  proposal,  and  their 
readiness  to  listen  to  any  communication 
His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Belgians 
might  have  to  convey.  But,  notwithstand- 
ing, the  Spanish  Government  up  to  this 
moment  had  not  mnde  any  offer  of  a  na- 
ture which  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the 
Belgians  had  thought  to  be  such  as  he 
could  recommend  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Britif*!!  Government.  The  noble  Earl 
had  truly  stated  that  the  eminent  and  dis- 
tinguished individual  who  had  been  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  this  insult,  this  un- 
merited insult,  had  since  been  appointed  to 
another  foreign  mission;  and  the  noble  Earl 
was  also  correct  in  considering  that  this  ap- 
pointment was  made  partly  with  a  view  of 
manifesting  the  confidence  reposed  in  him 
by  the  Government,  and  as  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  sense  which  they  enter- 
tained of  his  services.  But  though  he 
had  been  so  appointed,  it  was  not  the  less 
necessary  that  reparation  should  be  given, 
not  only  to  the  honour  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  but  to  the  personal  honour  of 
that  Minister  who  had  been  subjected  to 
insult.  This  country  would  be  wanting 
in  respect  to  itself  and  to  the  individuals 
whom  it  employed  to  represent  them 
in  foreign  Courts,  if  it  did  not  require, 
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previous  to  any  renewal  of  diplomatic  re- 
lations— a  renewal  which  no  one  desired 
more  than  he  did — that  the  honour  hoth  of 
the   (Government   and   of  that   individual 
should  ho  set  heyond  all  question.     When- 
ever the  Spanish  Government  was  so  ad- 
vised to  make  this  communication  through 
the  medium  of   tho  illustrious  Person  to 
%vhom  lie  had  alluded,  he  could  answer  for 
it  confidently  that  it  would  meet  the  imme- 
diate attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Goveni- 
lucnt — Ilcr    Majesty's  Government   most 
oamostly   desiring  to   renew   with    Spain 
those  friendly  relations  which  they  wished 
to  entertain  with  all  countries.     He  should 
not  refer  to  the  statements  which  the  nohle 
Earl  had  made  as  to  past  proceedings.  He 
should  only  allude  to  that  alteration  of  the 
commercial  system  of  Spain  which,  as  the 
uohlo  Earl  stated,  had  not  heen  made  in  a 
spirit  of  concession  hy  Spain — which  had 
uot  heen  made  to  give  satisfaction  to  this 
country — hut  which   had  heen   made    on 
grounds  infinitely  more  decisive,  on  grounds 
connected  with  the  interests  of  Spain  her- 
self; and  it  was  only  in  reference  to  those 
interests  that  any  Government  had  ever 
Wen  justified  in  pressing  the  adoption  of 
that  tariff  hy   the  Spanish   Government. 
Whether  that  tariff  was  of  so  heneficial  a 
nature  as  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  sup- 
pose, or  would  be  attended  with  such  benefi- 
cial etifecta  on  the  commerce  between  Spain 
and  other  portions  of   the  w^orld,  was  a 
question  on  which  he  (the  Marquess    of 
liansdowne)  should  not  now  enter;  but  he 
would   state   his   belief    that    Spain    had 
adopted  in  this  respect  a  wise  course,  and 
one  that  did  hor  honour.    In  adopting  that 
policy,  she  had  yielded  to  no  remonstrance 
from  any  other  country;  but  she  had  yield- 
ed to  that  most   powerful   remonstrating 
power  of  all  in  all  countries  in   bringing 
Govemmonts  to  their  senses  on  the  subject 
—tho  renionsti*ances  administered  by  the 
smuggler;  year  after  year  making  it  more 
and  moro  impossible,  with  any  regard  to 
tho  real  interests  of  the  country,  to  retain 
a  »vstem  of  commercial  policy  at  variance 
Yritli  tho  maxims  which,  through  Europe, 
fortunately  prevailed  to  a  great  extent,  and 
xirero  beivuuug  more  and  more  extended. 
In  conclusion,  he  should  only  say,  with  rc- 
S|KVt  to  tho  Spanish  Government,  tliat  it 
was  jH^rfivtly  cons^istent  with   their    own 
honour,  if  thoy  were  mi;jled  and  misinform- 
«iU  a»  ho  had  no  doubt  they  were,  with  re- 
ran! to  the  personal  conduct  of  Sir  Uenry 
Bulwor,  to  fr\H>  the  luuiour  of  that  geutle- 
froiu  all   imputation.     If  that  were 


done,  there  could  be  no  desire  in  this  coun- 
try to  exact  any  more  than  the  admission 
of  that  fact.  Before  he  sat  down,  he 
should  refer  to  a  subject  which  some  time 
ago  had  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
their  Lordships.  In  a  conversation  which 
then  took  place,  a  good  deal  of  anxiety 
was  displayed  on  the  part  of  a  noble  Lord 
to  ascertain  the  precise  nature  of  the  com- 
munications made  by  the  Govemm^it  of 
France  to  the  Government  of  this  coontrjy 
respecting  their  views  on  tho  expedition 
which  sailed  some  timo  ago  for  Civita 
Vecchia.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
had  then  stated  that  though  there  was  no 
objection  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  give  the  information,  they  did 
not  think  it  fit  or  expedient  to  make  such 
communication  of  what  had  passed  in  terms 
without  previously  consulting  with  the  Go* 
vernment  of  France,  and  ascertaining  how 
far  such  communication  might  or  might 
not  meet  the  approbation  of  that  Govern- 
ment. That  course  having  been  taken,  he 
had  now  to  state  that  the  Government  of 
France  were  perfectly  willing  that  the 
communications  in  question  should  be  made 
known  to  this  country;  and  he  had,  there- 
fore, now  to  lay  on  the  table  the  papers  re* 
lating  to  the  expedition  to  Civita  Vecchia^ 
which  he  held  in  his  hands. 

POST  OFFICE  PACKET  COMMUNICATION 
BETWEEN  SCOTLAND  AND  IRELAND. 
The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
lily  Lords,  I  experience  considerable  re- 
luctance, and  I  must  throw  myself  on 
your  Lordships*  indulgence  for  bringing 
before  you  again  a  subject  which  I  have 
more  than  once  submitted  to  the  House. 
I  am  influenced,  however,  solely  hy  an 
anxious  desire  to  do  a  public  service,  to 
prevent  the  ruin  of  a  large  number  of 
Irish  and  Scotch  industrious  persons — to 
uphold  the  shortest  communication  be- 
tween the  south-west  of  Scothind  and 
Ireland — and  to  prevent  the  false  economy 
of  a  miserable  saving  with  the  ahandon- 
ment  of  great  public  advantages.  I  am 
aware,  my  Lords,  I  stand  on  very  weak 
ground  in  advocating  the  matters  of  the 
[petition  I  am  to  present  to  jonr  Lord* 
ships.  Independently  of  my  very  hum- 
ble abilities,  I  belong  to  neither  of  the 
great  parties  in  this  Ilouse.  I  am 
certainly  not  a  favourite  with  the  nohle 
Lords  over  against  me,  and  I  cannot 
rank  myself  amongst  the  household  troopa 
of  the  able  and  talented  leader  of  the 
I'onsor*'   tivo  party  in  the  House.     I  feel 
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I  can  obtain  no  aid  but  from  an  honest 
examination  of  this  case  on  its  own  merits. 
It  will  not  be  necessary  for  me  to  go 
very  much  at  large  into  the  subject ;  a 
general  printed  outline  of  the  case  has 
been  sent,  I  hear,  by  the  petitioners  to 
every  Peer.*  The  question  resolves  itself 
under  three  heads  :  —  First,  the  adv^n- 
tages  and  convenience  of  the  best  and 
shortest  passage  for  postal  communica- 
tion and  passengers  between  the  south- 
west of  Scotland  and  the  north  of  Ire- 
land. Secondly,  the  prudence  and  wis- 
dom, after  an  expenditure  of  nearly 
400,000?.  annually  added  to  for  the  last 
half  century,  of  abandoning  the  harbours 
constructed,  for  a  saving  of  money  im- 
material in  the  amount,  and  evidently 
detrimental  to  a  large  class  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  who  have  been  led  to 
place  confidence  in  the  preservation  of 
these  harbours,  and  consequently  to  lo- 
cate there  and  in  the  vicinity.  Thirdly, 
whether  the  economy  expected  to  arise 
from  the  change  in  contemplation  amounts 
to  such  an  advantage  as  entirely  to  put 
an  end  to  the  various  advantages  deriv- 
able now  from  the  present  trade  of  the 
harbours.  I  certainly  had  hoped,  as 
well  as  the  petitioners  whose  cause  I 
advocate,  that  upon  a  deputation  to  the 
Prime  Minister  he  would  not  so  suddenly, 
without  notice,  and  against  promises  held 
out  and  made,  and  contrary  to  all  pre- 
cedent, force  this  cruel  measure  upon 
an  impoverished  population,  and  deprive 
Scotland  and  Ireland  of  the  advantages 
derived  more  or  less  in  a  series  of  years 
from  these  ports,  without  the  most  se- 
rious reflection  and  examination.  With 
this  view,  after  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  opposite,  had 
intimated  to  me  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  abandon  the  harbours,  a 
large  deputation  waited  on  Lord  John 
Russell.  What  passed  has  been  in  sub- 
stance stated  in  all  the  public  papers. 
Lord  John  Russell  desired  some  time  to 
consider  the  matter  before  he  gave  his 
final  opinion,  and  on  Friday  I  received 
the  answer,  which  I  will  now  take  leave 
to  read  to  the  House  : — 

"  Chcsham-placc,  Juno  22,  1849. 

**  My  Lord  —  Upon  consideration  of  tho  me- 
morial!} respecting  tho  mail  communication  from 
Portpatrick  to  Donaghadeo,  tho  Government 
have  come  to  the  decision  to  abandon  the  postal 
route  between  those  pLices. 

"  The  harbours  will  bo  attended  to  by  the  Ad- 
jmralty,  but  it  is  not  thought  advisable  to  con- 


tinue the  expetise  of  the  packets  when  the  ser- 
vice can  be  more  cheaply  provided  for. — I  havo 
tho  honour  to  be,  your  Lordship's  obedient  hum- 
ble servant,  "  J.  Russkll." 

Your  Lordships  will  see  by  this,  that 
the  postal  communication  is  abandoned. 
But  Lord  John  Russell  states,  that  the 
harbours  will  be  attended  to.  What  ad- 
vantages or  saving  of  public  money  will 
or  can  arise  if  the  packets  of  the  Post 
Office  are  to  be  taken  away,  or  in  what 
manner  the  harbours  are  to  be  attended 
to.  Lord  John  Russell  is  entirely  silent, 
and  does  not  point  out.  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  I  could  extract  such  a  com- 
munication from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  would  justify  me  in  point  of 
duty  to  the  petitioners  in  abandoning  my 
Motion.  But  it  is  declared  it  is  not 
thought  advisable  to  continue  the  ex- 
pense of  the  packets.  How  the  Queen's 
subjects  are  in  future  to  cross  without 
packets,  or  the  harbours  to  bo  made 
available,  or  what  saving  is  to  ensue, 
appears  to  me  more  than  ever  necessary 
to  ascertain  by  a  searching  Parliamentary 
inquiry.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  first 
consideration  of  this  subject,  no  one  will 
deny  that  the  shortest  communication  — 
of  eighteen  miles  between  land  and  land 
—  if  not  the  very  best  that  could  have 
been  originally  devised,  now  exists ;  it 
has  stood  the  test  of  more  than  half  a 
century.  Various  reports  from  time  to 
time  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament  have 
been  made  upon  it.  The  majority  of 
these,  together  with  the  reports  of  a 
large  number  of  officers  and  scientific 
professional  civil  engineers,  as  also  many 
different  First  Lords  of  the  Admiralty — 
Lords  Haddington  and  Auckland  especial- 
ly in  this  House  —  also  many  eminent 
admirals,  such  as  Admiral  Sir  G.  Cock- 
bum,  and  Admiral  Beaufort  —  have  one 
and  all  declared  in  favour  of  these  two 
harbours.  It  is  truo,  however,  that  a 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  EUenborough), 
for  a  short  time  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, fired  aTandom  shot  at  my  hum- 
ble efforts  the  other  evening  to  serve  a 
district  he  was  once  acquainted  with. 
Whether  that  was  kindly  done,  or  in  taste, 
the  noble  Earl  knows  best;  possibly  other 
circumstances  than  the  mere  harbours 
in  some  thirty  or  forty  years  have  in- 
fluenced his  judgment.  He  stated,  how- 
ever, he  was  once  nearly  lost  in  a  storm 
going  into  Port  Patrick ;  but  allow  mo  to 
remark  that  was  certainly  nearly  half  a 


811 


Past  Office 


{LORDS}  Paciet  Commmieation       813 


century  ago.  Has  the  noble  Earl  any 
knowledge  or  insight  of  all  tliat  has  heen 
done,  aud  all  the  moneys  kid  out  since; 
and  what  the  present  state  of  the  harhoura 
now  are?  If  he  haa  not,  I  maiutain  hia 
testimony  goes  for  nothing;  and  certainly, 
if  m}^  memory  serves  mo  correetly,  1  should 
not  be  disposed  to  give  the  noble  Earl 
credit  for  great  knowledge  either  on  rniU- 
tary  or  naval  subjects,  for,  1  think,  in  a 
celebrated  speech  in  May  or  June  in  1815, 
he  prophesied  the  Duke  of  Welhngton's 
defeat  ak  Waterloo.  Passing,  then,  this 
single  opiniou  of  one  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Lord  Auckland,  by  letter,  not 
only  interested  himself  in  the  harbours, 
but  positively  took  measures  to  place  a 
Bteamboat  on  the  station  this  year.  This 
I  have  under  his  own  handwriting.  I 
must  hero  observe  that  during  the  last  ten 
years,  the  paeki'ts,  in  the  very  worst  wea- 
ther, have  never  missed  tkcir  passage,  and 
great  has  been  the  convenience  to  passen- 
gers. It  is  true,  by  false  economy,  and 
depriving  the  harhoura  of  fair  piny,  giving 
old  crazy  boats,  cutting  off  a  good  mail 
ooach  that  used  to  run,  every  poBsiblo  dis- 
advantage has  been  given  to  the  harhoura 
by  the  Post  Office ;  but  still  their  use  and 
convenience  have  been  undoubted.  The 
opinions  of  the  Provost  of  Stranraer  and 
the  Mayor  of  Loch ry an  were  given  bo 
strongly  by  Mr.  Caird  at  the  meeting  with 
Lord  John,  that  I  feel  myself  bound  to 
read  them  to  the  House,  being  more  con- 
vincing  than  auytbing  I  could  add.  Mn 
Caird,  the  Provost  of  Stranraer,  says — 

*•  The  principle  timt  tlio  abort  sea-passago  ought 
to  bo  mairitninod  had  uniformly  prtnaih?d.  Now, 
the  present  Gcvtjrnment,  afcer  deliberate  ooiisi- 
drratiou,  hinl  BJinctioiif.'d  the  same  priiiciplp  by 
reoonuncnding  to  thu  Houso  of  Commoni,  witliln 
the  laiit  two  years,  to  isaue  a  gmr^t,  which  wag 
accordiugiy  issued,  for  ooinpleting  and  improving 
the  harbour  of  rortptitrick.  IIo  auhmJttQd,  ther»» 
fore,  that  they  were  entitled  to  ask  what  change 
of  cirr  urns  tan  oes  had  occurred  to  justify  a  rever- 
sal of  the  oouourrlng  decisions  of  every  Govern- 
ment  which  Imd  existed  during  the  In^i  quarter  of 
ft  century  ?  They  wore  not  a  ware  of  any  change 
of  circumstances  unfavourable  to  the  existing  sta- 
tions, exeept  thnt  they  were  told  that  an  offer 
had  been  m&de  by  a  trading  company  at  Oreenook 
to  carry  the  nuiib  by  the  route  tVom  Greenook  to 
Bclhiit,  cither  for  nothmg  or  at  30 Z.  for  a  year, 
being  9cf.  or  lOrf.  for  each  voyage  of  HO  nit  lea. 
That  would  be  a  very  liheral  offer  if  it  was  disin- 
t«it«st«d,  and  a  very  liafe  bargain  for  tho  Goverji- 
mcnt  if  they  had  any  security  for  its  permanenco. 
It  would  enable  them  to  maintain  their  oxiating 
establisliments,  and  give  additional  facilitiea  to  the 
public  without  additional  coat  to  tho  revenue. 
But  if  it  wa«  to  bo  part  of  the  arrangement  that 


I  they  should  break  up   tlirir  exi^thig  eBtabliah 
meats,  no  prudent  Government  could  base  its  ca 
cuLatious    or   its    permanent  arrangements  on  ft 
propohuil  wliieh  was  so  inanifosHy  ilhisory  as  an 
ort'er  of  gratuitous  servicer  for  the  fir^t  year.     In 
the  end,  the  Govommeut,  if  it  should  adopt  tlif 
prof*osal>  must  pay  tho  full  price  for  a  voyage  of 
^0  instead  of  a  transit  of  IB  miles.     They  wouh" 
still  have  to  maintain  a  mail  communication,  b^ 
land,  for  the  south  of  Scotland;  and  then,  whottJ 
they  had  broken  up  tho  establitthmcnts  which  halfl 
a  million  of  public  money  had  been  cxpc'nded  tO 
form,  thoy  might  discover,  too  la  to,  that  the  ont 
year's  bargain   for    lOii.   a  voyage  had   been  zk 
penny-wise    and     poundfoolish    expedient.      Ho.  J 
then   adverted   to   the   reduction   of  the  anntiat J 
expense  whieii  hns  been  accomplithed  by  the  abo«1 
lition  of  tho  harbour  itaff,  through  the  transfer  of  I 
the  harbours  to  the  Admiralty,  and  stated  that  (f  i 
tlte  maila  were  tlirown  open  for  contract  at  Port-  f 
patrick,  a  atill  greater  reduction  of  expenditure^  1 
might  be  accomplished :  that  even  as  it  was,  ii  ( 
was  by  far  tho  ohtfap4?»t  station  in  the  kingdckiii^  ' 
and  iu  maila  were  mure  punctual  tlian  those  of 
any  other,  both  of  which  advantages  arose  from 
tho  shortness  of  the  &ea  pafi?iag^e.     lie  admitted 
that  there  was  a  just  complaint  of  the  slowness  of 
tho  mail««    One  cause  was  certainly  the  miserablo 
yea&ols  which   tho   Admiralty  sent  tbere — LlUi* 
putian  craft,  with  engines  of  :io   horse   power, 
which  crept  along  at  a  nvto  of  six  miles  an  hour, 
taking  two  hours  and  a  half  to  make  a  passage 
which  proper  vessels  could  easily  acoompluih  in 
an  Itour  and  a  quarter.     But  the  delay  waa  stiU  j 
more   imputable  to  the  misarrangemcnt  of  tho 
mails.    The  mails  for  the  south  of  England  ac- 
tually lay  at  Portpatrick  from  1.30  p.m.  till  2.17 
next  day.     After  some  further  observations,  ho 
eonoloded  by  urging  that  the  great  expendituro 
which  had  been  made  for  establishing  thii  oom^ 
inunication  should  not  be  lightly  abandoned,  least 
id'  all  at  tho  very  moment  when  the  harbours  had 
been  completed  and  adapted  for  superior  Teasels  { 
and  if  the  deputation  should  not  have  sticeoeded 
in  conviticing  the  Govu^rnmcnt,  at  least  he  sub* 
mitted  that  they  had  laid  rcaBonable  ground  for  a 
Pariiamcutary  inquiry  into  tlic  subject.*' 

Noir,  as  to  the  prudence  and  wisdom  of 
this  new  General  (I  may  call  it,  I  bclieye) 
General  Post  Oflico  pUn  and  decision. 
Wo  are  happily  hleseed  not  with  what  may 
bo  termed  a  d^^partineiital  Government, 
This  IB  very  evident  in  our  foreign  atlairg, 
and  now  seemingly  in  our  Post  Ofiioo 
arrangements.  I  havo  often  complained 
how  much  eacli  department  for  years  has 
suffered  through  the  deeiaion  of  tliia  ques* 
tion  or  another*  Last  year  tho  deeiaion 
was  in  the  Admiralty;  in  eonaeqnonoc  of 
some  change,  I  helieve,  in  making  up  tha 
accounts,  it  is  the  Poatmaster  GeneraPs 
new  arrangement.  Now,  1  maintain  the 
Houso  has  a  right  to  know  from  the  Post- 
master General  what  the  details  of  tho 
plan  are,  what  his  contracts  have  heeni 
and  with  whom*  Why  is  all  this  to  ho 
amiiggled  over>  the  publio  knowing  ab&o« 
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Iviely  nothing  but  that  they  have  lost 
ihe  eoDTenience  of  the  harbours,  and 
Qanj  poor  persons  are  ruined?  With 
•U  respect  for  the  noblo  Marquess,  he 
■eema  alone  to  have  beoome  the  6ft- 
Ir^ptvn^ur  with  some  railway  or  steam 
Mmpany,  not  with  his  own  monoy,  but  the 
imUio  money,  to  give  cheaper  and  bettor 
0onveyance  than  that  which  exists,  with 
vhieh,  however,  the  country  is  entirely  sa- 
liffied,  and  has  demanded  no  change.  My 
Iiordi»  we  have  examples  that  plausible 
Bew  uhemei  truly  into  strange  bubbles  in 
AaM  days  of  progress.  I  have  no  great 
&ith  in  the  noble  Marquess's  experiments 
4o  economise,  except  they  are  put  to  his 
flradit  in  Cabinets  in  saving  the  Exche- 
The  noble  Marquess  issued  the 
day  a  notice  to  all  householders  to 
;  slits  in  their  fine  mahogany  doors,  with 
m  box  behind,  for  the  celerity  of  the  Post 
Oflioe  letter  earners.  Why,  such  boxes 
^iroiild  be  receptacles  for  all  anonymous 
letters,  petitions,  &c.,  directed  to  the 
Sonte.  All  letters  then  must  be  taken  in. 
The  inconvenience  of  these  letters  being 
delayed  if  addressed  to  persons  supposed 
io  be  at  a  house,  and  were  not  so,  must  be 
ebvions*  Here,  again,  like  this  trivial  ar- 
nngement,  appears  to  be  more  haste  and 
worse  ipeed.  But  the  point,  above  all 
others,  that  astonishes  me,  is,  that  the 
Postmaster  General,  an  Irishman,  who 
ought  on  that  score  to  promote  the  com- 
mnnieation  between  the  two  islands — who 
ought  to  be  aware  of  the  destitution  of  our 

Eolation — who  ought  to  lend  a  fostering 
d  to  his  unfortunate  countrymon — is 
setoally  the  hand  that  strikes  the  blow. 
He  should  have  remembered  that  the  rate 
in  aid  was  inflicted  on  Down  to  aid  the 
southern  unions,  and  he  should  have  scorn- 
ed to  deprive  the  towns  whose  inhabitants 
have  settled  near  these  harbours,  and  get 
their  daily  bread  and  employment  there- 
from, under  the  belief  they  would  ever  re- 
main permanent,  of  the  small  advantages 
they  now  reap.  But,  my  Lords,  I  say  we 
have  a  right  to  have  these  contracts  before 
ns,  and  see  now  who  we  are  to  depend  on. 
And  now  with  regard  to  the  economy  of 
the  new  arrangement  in  preference  to  the 
old  plan,  and  with  a  knowledge  of  what  we 
are  to  lose,  your  Lordships,  I  trust,  will 
agree  with  me,  that  we  ought  to  have  an 
inqniry,  more  especially  if  the  harbours 
are  now  given  up,  and  the  contracts  only 
fof  a  short  period.  We  are  likely  in  some 
Csw  years  to  be  in  a  situation,  when  the 


railroad  is  completed  from  Dumfries  to 
Kirkcudbright,  deeply  to  lament  our  short- 
sighted policy;  and  Parliament  may  be 
called  again  at  a  very  large  and  heavy  ex- 
pense to  reopen  the  harbour,  repair  the 
works,  and  send  those  boats  for  safe  pas- 
sage there  which  they  now  refuse.  The 
harbour,  I  believe,  costs  the  country  now 
somewhere  about  2,0002.  per  annum.  Put 
an  end  to  this.  The  mail  must  still  run  to 
Port  Patrick.  No  saving  as  to  the  mail 
would  accrue.  Something  seems  intended 
by  the  Admiralty  as  to  keeping  the  har- 
bours. Arc  they  to  have  boats,  and  what 
boats?  Under  what  orders  or  directions 
are  they  to  be  placed  for  passengers  ?  In 
short,  will  the  noble  Marquess  place  on 
this  table  a  short  account  of  his  project, 
the  expenses  to  be  incurred  by  it,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  present  arrangement,  and  let 
us  actually  see  the  amount  in  pounds,  shil- 
lings, and  pence,  for  which  this  deplorable 
sacrifice  of  that  part  of  the  country  is  to 
be  made  by  Her  Majesty *s  Government  ? 
I  am  well  aware  I  have  taken  up  your 
Lordships*  timo  too  long,  but  I  also  beg  to 
inform  you  I  placed  a  petition  directed  to 
Iler  Majesty  in  Lord  John  Russeirs  hands, 
from  and  signed  by  an  immense  population 
in  the  interested  districts;  and  to  this  I 
have,  as  yet,  received  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  no  reply.  I  left  the  petition  with 
Lord  John  Russell  for  Sir  G.  Grey.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  wrong,  if  they 
deem  no  reply  necessary  to  this  appeal. 
They  are  not  aware  how  dear  Her  Majesty 
is,  how  anxiously  she  is  looked  up  to,  and 
what  sacrifices  for  her  immediate  person 
all  grades  in  Ireland  would  make.  They 
have  appealed  to  Her  Majesty  herself,  and 
many  who  do  not  know  Her  Ministers 
think  they  may  not  have  appealed  in  vain. 
Deeply  have  they  ever  felt,  especially  in 
their  late  destitution,  Her  Majesty's  liberal 
and  generous  aid  to  Ireland,  and  I  am  sure 
it  is  with  heartfelt  gratitude  they  will  hail 
her  late  large  donation  of  five  hundred 
guineas.  But,  my  Lords,  what  Ireland  all 
over  would  value  ten  times  more,  and  hail 
with  a  universal  shout  from  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other,  would  be  Iler  Ma- 
jesty's presence  on  her  Emerald  Isle.  I 
have  always  sincerely  lamented  that  suc- 
cessive Governments  seem  to  have  been 
afraid  of  advising  this  excursion  and  visit. 
One  year  the  monster  meetings  and  O'Con- 
nell  prevented  it;  anotlier  year,  the  Irish 
clubs;  now,  I  suppose,  it  will  be  the  desti- 
tution and  poverty  of  the  aristocracy.     All 
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theso,  ill  my  mind,  aro  and  have  been  ill- 
judged  excuses.  The  Government  may 
depend  upon  it,  that  whatever  may  happen 
to  my  unfortunate  country — more  sinned 
against,  I  think,  than  sinning — or  how- 
ever She  may  he  governed  by  the  advice 
of  a  weak  and  misjudging  Ministry,  there 
is  at  the  bottom  of  sucli  hearts  a  devotion 
to  loyalty,  above  all,  a  devotion  to  the  most 
interesting  Monarch  that  ever  sat  upon  a 
Throne,  In  short,  if  She  came  amongst 
them,  and  showed  her  compassionate  and 
sympathising  feelings  at  the  present  crisis, 
Her  reception  might  for  the  moment,  by 
the  ecstacy  it  would  create,  put  the  rest  of 
her  dominions  out  of  her  head.  She  might 
not  bo  received  as  in  luxurious  England,  in 
towers  and  gorgeous  palaces,  but  she  would 
have  far  beyond  outward  splendour,  the 
offerings  in  humble  abodes  of  the  enthusi- 
astic loyalty  of  the  most  grateful  and  affec- 
tionate people  over  whom  she  reigns.  He 
begged  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire ami  examine  into  the  Expediency  and  Ad- 
Tantage  of  removing  the  Post  Office  Packet  Sta- 
tion and  Communication  between  the  South. west 
of  Scotland  and  the  North  of  Ireland ;  and  to  as- 
certain the  public  Grounds  upon  which  the  safe 
Sea  Pa5sage  of  Eighteen  Miles  between  the  Har- 
bours of  Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadcc  is  to  be 
now  abandoned,  and  those  Uarbours  which  have 
cost  the  Country  nearly  -100,000/.  consequently 
ruined,  in  order  for  the  sake  of  a  trifling  Saving 
to  substitute  a  long  Sea  A'oyage  of  Ninety  Miles 
from  Greenock  to  Belfast,  which  is  now  the  Object 
proposed  by  ller  Majesty^s  Government ;  and  to 
report  thereon  to  the  House." 

The  Earl  of  CAWDOR  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  prolonging  the  discussion 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  introduced, 
but  to  suggest  that  the  inquiry  should  be 
extended  to  the  route  between  Milford  Ila- 
ven  and  Waterford.  Everything  had  been 
commenced  for  establishing  that  oonmiuni- 
cation  between  the  two  countries:  but  last 
year»  without  any  notice  whatever  to  the 
parties  interested  in  the  project,  it  was 
suddenly  abandoned :  and»  in  consequence, 
a  letter  sent  from  any  part  of  the  west 
coast  south  of  Holyhead  to  Waterford  and 
Cork,  had  to  g\>  n>und  by  Holyhead  and 
Dublin.  Now.  if  it  was  worth  while  to  as- 
sist the  estabUshmout  of  the  route  from 
London,  nu  Holyhead,  surely  it  was  of 
equal  importance  to  ojvn  a  i\>mmuntoation 
between  the  mineral  di^triet^  of  England 
and  thi^se  of  Ireland;  and  he  ho}>ed  an  op- 
portunity would  bo  atforded  to  the  advo- 
cates of  I  he  plan  fv^r  stat  ing  their  ease.  1 1  wa;s 
iiat  view  thai  he  should  pn^pixdo  to  in- 


troduce into  the  Motion,  after  the  word  "Go- 
vernment," the  words  "  and  also  to  inqtnre 
into  the  reasons  which  have  led  to  the  aban- 
donment of  the  Post-office  communication 
between  Milford  Haven  and  Waterford." 

The  Earl  of  HADDINGTON  said,  & 
good  deal  of  controversy  had  taken  place 
upon  the  question,  of  whether  the  long 
land  conveyance,  with  a  short  sea  voyagOt 
was  preferable  to  a  long  sea  passage  luid 
short  land  route;  and  during  the  dispute  a 
largo. amount  of  public  money  was  spent  in 
trying  experiments,  which  were  said  to  have 
eventually  established  that  the  former  mode 
of  travelling  was  generally  more  successful 
and  more  to  he  depended  upon  than  the 
latter.  Much  of  his  attention  had  been 
taken  up  with  the  subject,  and  as  he  cer- 
tainly agreed  with  that  result,  he  coidd  not 
help  thinking  that  some  inquiry  was  due 
in  this  instance. 

The  Makquess  of  CLANRICARDB  was 
not  desirous  of  withholding  any  information 
on  the  subject ;  but  really,  in  his  opinion, 
it  was  hardly  one  requiring  the  investiga- 
tion of  a  Committee.     It  was  a  question 
that  their  Lordships  could  examine  and 
determine  upon  at  once,  rather  than  wait 
for  the  report  of  a  Coounittee  on  a  matter 
of  detail,  which  ought  to  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Post  Office  authorities;  and 
!  if  their  Lordships  determined  to  go  into  a 
;  Committee  on  the  subject,  it  seemed  to 
:  him  that  there  coidd  hiutlly  be  any  trifling 
detail  connected  with  any  department  of 
the  State,  which  their  Lordships  might  not 
be  called  upon  to  inquire  into.     With  re- 
ference to  the  merits  of  the  case  itself,  he 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  he  should  be 
:  able  to  convince  their  Lordships  that  the 
!  change  was  not  adopted  with  a  view  to 
I  any    petty    economy,    hut    that    it    was 
'  thought,  after  due  deliberation  and  minute 
i  inquiry,  to  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
<  public.     He  regretted  to  hear  from  the 
noble  Marquess  that  the  change  was  Ukelj 
'  to  seriously  deteriorate  the  value  of  pro- 
\  perty  in  Ireland,  though  he  could  not  co- 
'  incide  with  him  in  some  of  his  arguments, 
or  give  fuU  credit  to  all  his  statements.   It 
had  always  been  admitted,  both  in  and  oat 
of  Pariiament,  that  the  best  principle  upon 
:  which  to  conduct  the  postal  arrangements 
'  of  the  country  was  that  which  secured  the 
{  greatest  amount  of  pubUe  convenienoe  and 
'  advantage  at  the  smallest  possible  eost; 
i  and  although  he  was  quite  wUling  to  agree 
*  with  the  noble  Marquess,  that  in  estaUish- 
I  bg  a  steam-packet  commtmication.   Go- 
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Ternment  was  not  bo  much  bound  to  look 
to  the  expenditure  as  to  the  general  bene- 
fit it  was  likely  to  confer  on  the  country, 
he  was  far  from  admitting  that  this  rulo 
held  good  in  all  oases.  In  the  case  of  the 
Holyhead  station,  the  ground  upon  which 
the  GoYcmment  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  de- 
cided upon  inducing  parties  to  advance 
money  for  the  formation  of  this  harbour 
and  railway,  by  undertaking  to  pay  a  cer- 
tain sum  for  the  conveyance  of  the  mails 
vhen  the  works  should  be  completed,  was 
not  so  much  that  the  undertaking  would 
lacilitato  the  transit  of  letters,  as  that  it 
would  confer  large  and  lasting  benefits 
upon  the  two  countries.  Under  ordinary 
circumstances,  and  acting  upon  the  prc- 
Tailing  principle  which  regulated  the  man- 
agement of  the  Post  Office  department, 
auch  an  expenditure  never  could  have  been 
justified;  but  the  case  now  before  their 
Lordships  was  an  entirely  different  one. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl 
who  last  addressed  the  House,  that,  gcncr- 
allj  speaking,  the  short  sea  passage  was  a 
most  desirable  object  to  obtain  in  all  postal 
communications ;  but  here,  again,  there 
were  exceptions  to  the  rule,  for  there  was 
another  great  principle  which  ought  not  to 
be  lost  sight  of  by  the  Post  Office,  and 
that  was  to  follow  the  routes  which  public 
cpinion  and  long  usage  had  decided  to  be 
the  best  means  of  transit.  Now,  if  there 
were  any  community  in  the  united  king- 
dom who  were  well  qualified  to  form  an 
opinion  upon  the  immediate  subject  under 
discussion,  as  well  as  of  the  value  of  time 
in  the  transit  of  correspondence  relating  to 
trade  and  commerce,  it  was  the  manufac- 
torera  of  Glasgow  on  one  side  of  the 
Channel,  and  the  merchants  of  Belfast 
on  the  other.  Well,  then,  it  might 
not  be  known  to  their  Lordships,  but 
it  was  a  fact,  that  there  wore  many 
Bteam  packets  trading  between  Belfast  and 
Scotland,  and  had  been  so  doing  for  years, 
without  receiving  any  aid  or  encourage- 
ment from  the  Government,  and  many 
thousands  a  year  were  annually  expended 
in  keeping  up  this  long  sea-voyago  com- 
munication, so  convenient  was  it  found  to 
the  trading  public  on  both  sides  of  the 
Channel.  But  he  would  take  leave  to 
point  out  to  their  Lordships  some  details 
connected  with  this  matter,  which  would 
more  immediately  concern  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  his  case  for  inquiry — namely, 
as  they  would  show  the  effect  the  proposed 
change  would  have  upon  the  time  of  transit 
of  the  correspondence  of  these  countries. 


He  was  sorry  that  he  had  not  got  a  con* 
tinuous  return  for  the  year  of  the  letters 
carried  between  Ireland  and  Scotland  by 
the  two  routes  referred  to  in  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Marquess  ;  but  the  figures  he 
was  about  to  mention  would  furnish  their 
Lordships  with  some  notion  of  what  the 
feeling  of  the  public  must  be  upon  the 
merits  of  the  two  passages.  In  the  first 
fortniglit  of  the  month  of  January  there 
passed  through  the  Edinburgh  Post  Office, 
to  go  to  Ireland  by  way  of  Glasgow, 
21,000,  and  coming  from  Ireland  to  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow  in  return,  there  were 
23,000  letters,  making  in  all  44,000; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  for  the  same 
period,  the  number  of  letters  passing  from 
Scotland  to  Ireland,  by  way  of  Port  Patrick, 
was  8,000,  and  coming  from  Ireland  in 
return,  6,000,  making  14,000.  And  their 
Lordships  must  bear  in  mind  that  these 
figures  did  not  include  the  letters  from 
Paisley,  and  other  towns  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, that  made  up  bags  of  their 
own;  and,  therefore,  he  was  disposed  to 
tell  their  Lordships  that  not  only  five- 
sixths  but  nine-tenths  of  letters  passing 
between  Ireland  and  Scotland  went  by 
way  of  Glasgow.  Now,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  change  on  the 
transit  of  the  letters,  so  far  as  time  was 
concerned  ?  Why,  simply  this.  At  the 
present  time,  letters  leaving  Glasgow  and 
Paisley  at  half-past  four  p.m.,  reached 
Belfast  at  nine  the  next  morning  ;  by  the 
proposed  route,  letters  would  leave  Glas- 
gow at  six,  instead  of  half-past  four,  and 
reach  Belfast  at  about  five  the  next  morn- 
ing, in  time'  for  the  first  daily  delivery. 
By  the  return  passage,  letters  at  present 
leaving  Belfast  at  a  quarter  past  seven  in 
the  morning,  would  reach  Glasgow  and 
Paisley  about  two  o'clock  the  following 
night,  in  time  for  the  first  delivery  of  the 
following  day.  By  the  proposed  route, 
the  letters  would  leave  at  seven  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  after  the  business  of  the  day 
was  over,  and  reach  Glasgow  and  Paisley 
about  six  o'clock  the  following  morning, 
ill  time  for  the  first  delivery.  With  these 
facts  before  them,  proving,  as  they  did, 
beyond  all  question,  that  public  feeling 
was  in  favour  of  the  change,  as  it  was 
more  favourable  to  public  convenience,  was 
it  reasonable  or  just  that  Government 
should  be  called  upon  to  go  to  the  expense 
of  maintaining  a  harbour,  and  a  first-class 
fleet  of  vessels,  for  the  sake  of  keeping  up 
a  means  of  communication  which  the  pulv- 
lic  neglected,  for  what  they  consider  to  be 
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A  much  better,  inasmuch  as  it  waa  a  far 
more  convenient  route  ?  On  these  grounds, 
then,  he  insisted  that  no  case  had  been 
made  to  justify  their  Lordships  granting 
an  inquiry.  It  was  perfectly  ridiculous  to 
urge  upon  him  that  his  refusal  would  be 
taken  in  Ireland  as  evincing  a  disposition, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to  treat 
slightingly  her  claims  to  the  best  and 
■peediest  communication  with  this  country. 
Since  1845  or  1844,  when  the  Chester 
and  Holyhead  Railway  Bill  was  passing 
through  its  various  stages,  that  question 
was  fully  considered  by  Parliament;  and 
every  party  of  intelligence  and  influence  in 
the  State  pronounced  then  that  that  line 
of  railway  ought  to  bo  made  the  direct 
means  of  communication  between  the  two 
countries.  It  was  that  understanding 
which  induced  Sir  Robert  Peers  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  contract  ho  had  already 
referred  to  ;  and  whatever  the  noble  Mar- 
quess might  think  of  this,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  majority  of  their  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  arrange- 
ment 80  made  was  a  wise  and  judicious 
one,  and  one,  too,  in  every  way  likely  to 
produce  the  benefits  for  Ireland  originally 
eontemplated  from  it.  Some  allusion  had 
been  made  to  the  opinion  of  Sir  John 
Ronnie  upon  the  merits  of  the  two  routes. 
Now,  no  doubt  Sir  John  Rennie  held  a 
prominent  position  in  the  engineering  pro- 
fession ;  but  ho  could  not  consent  to  take 
his  opinion  against  that  of  distinguished 
naval  officers  who  had  been  employed  to 
examine  into,  and  give  an  opinion  on,  the 
aubjcct,  such  as  Captain  Evans,  Captain 
Beechey,  and  Captain  Washington.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  again  repeat,  that  in 
making  this  change.  Government  had  done 
what  they  thought  was  best  for  the  public 
good,  and  not  in  tho  hope  of  effecting  a 
paltry  saving  in  the  Post  Office  expendi- 
ture ;  but,  even  supposing  that  it  was,  he 
appealed  to  their  Lordships  whether,  for 
the  sake  of  keeping  up  a  place  which  the 
noble  Marquess  said  could  not  pay  its 
poor-rates  of  6(2.  in  the  pound  without  it, 
he  ought  to  put  the  country  to  the  expense 
of  an  inconvenient  packet  station  ?  He 
had  always  understood  it  to  be  objected  to 
many  of  tiie  naval  and  military  stations  in 
Ireland,  that  they  were  kept  up,  not  for 
the  good  of  the  public  service,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  towns  ;  and  it  had  always  been 
found  impossible  to  justify  their  continu- 
ance with  such  an  argument.  He  hoped, 
then,  it  would  not  be  allowed  to  prevail  in 
ihia  instance,  though  he  could  assure  their 


Lordships  that  it  was  not  any  motivei  of 
economy,  but  a  desire  on  the  part  of  Go* 
vernment  to  meet  the  public  wants,  that 
had  led  to  the  proposed  change. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  that 
if  he  could  bo  satisfied  that  the  public  serr 
vice  would  bo  really  bettor  served  by  the 
change,  as  the  Postmaster  General  had 
stated,  he  hoped  that  the  circumstance  of 
his  connexion  with  that  part  of  the  country 
in  which  Port  Patrick  was  situated  would 
not  induce  him  to  take  any  part  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  change;  but,  independently  of 
what  was  stated  in  the  petitions  presented 
to  the  House,  he  thought  he  had  heard 
sufficient  to  show  that  it  was  a  question 
upon  which  there  was  great  difference 
of  opinion.  The  Postmaster  General  had 
referred  to  the  opinions  of  distinguished 
naval  officers  against  the  communication 
between  Port  Patrick  and  Donaghadee; 
but  a  noble  Lord  who  had  not  long  since 
held  the  office  of  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (the  Earl  of  Haddington)  had  stated 
that  when  he  was  in  office  the  subject  waa 
mooted,  and  an  inquiry  made,  and  he  sa- 
tisfied himself,  upon  the  authority  of  par* 
ties  as  competent  as  any  to  form  an  opin- 
ion, that  it  was  desirable  to  keep  up  that 
communication.  It  was  in  vain  to  seek 
to  conceal  that  former  Governments  had 
called  upon  the  nation  to  spend  large  snms 
of  money  in  establishing  that  communietr 
tion,  in  the  full  belief  that  they  were  acting 
for  the  public  advantage.  It  so  happened, 
however,  that  the  advantage  of  the  short 
sea  passage  in  question  waa  neutralised  by 
their  mismanagement  of  the  postal  arrange- 
ments by  land;  and  he  considered  that  that 
formed  an  additional  reason  for  an  inquiry 
whether  some  change  might  not  be  maife 
in  those  arrangements  by  which  the  fall 
benefit  of  the  short  sea  passage  might  be 
obtained.  It  should  not  be  overlooked 
either  that  there  was  a  variety  of  interests 
involved  in  this  question.  He  admitted 
that  if  it  could  be  shown  that  a  great  sav- 
ing was  to  be  ofiTocted  by  the  proposed  arv 
rangement,  tho  consideration  of  private  in- 
terest should  be  set  aside;  but  the  saving 
contemplated  was  comparatively  small.  It 
was  no  doubt  the  duty  of  the  Postmaster 
General  in  the  management  of  his  depart- 
ment to  introduce  into  it  all  the  economy 
he  could;  still  tho  Government  of  which  ha 
was  a  member  might  look  to  considerations 
of  a  national  kind,  and  the  effect  which 
changes  of  this  kind  had  upon  certain  dis- 
tricts. There  was  but  one  opinion  of  the 
desirableness  of  a  rapid  oommunioattoD 
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being  kept  up,  if  possible,  between  those 
parts  of  the  empire  which  were  disunited 
Dj  the  narrow  channel  referred  to.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  told  them  that  a  rail- 
way to  Port  Patrick  was  in  contemplation, 
though,  owing  to  the  unfortunate  monetary 
condition  of  the  country,  it  had  not  yet 
been  accomplished.  Now,  there  was  not 
the  least  doubt  that  the  removal  of  the 
packet  stations  would  discourage  the  zea- 
lous carrying  forward  of  that  project. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  traffic  on 
that  passage  had  considerably  fallen  off; 
but  a  communication  had  been  sent  to  him 
■bowing  that,  with  a  good  steamer  and 
better  arrangements,  the  traffic  would  re- 
vive. If  it  could  be  showu,  after  due  in- 
Juiry,  that  the  station  ought  to  be  aban- 
oned,  then  he  should  himself  be  satisfied, 
and  he  thought  the  parties  who  had  ap- 
proached the  Ilouse  would  be  satisfied  also; 
out  he  could  not  conceal  from  himself  that 
an  enormous  amount  of  public  money  had 
been  expended  upon  that  line,  which,  if  a 
change  took  place,  would  bo  to  a  great 
extent  lost;  that  tho  rapid  communication 
between  the  south  of  Scotland  and  the 
north  of  Ireland  would  be  deteriorated, 
ftnd  the  property  of  a  vast  number  of  indi- 
viduals situated  in  the  neighbouring  towns 
greatly  injured.  He  would  not  call  the 
interests  of  those  individuals  **  vested  in- 
terests," but  certainly  it  was  a  species  of 
interest  with  which  they  ought  not  to  inter- 
fere without  a  sufficient  cause  being  shown, 
for  as  yet  that  had  not  been  done. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said,  that  in  the  then  thin  state  of  the 
House  ho  was  not  disposed  to  press  the 
Motion  to  a  division,  because  he  believed, 
if  he  did,  the  Government  would  carry  the 
question  against  him;  but  he  begged  to 
give  notice  that  on  a  future  day  he  would 
move  an  address  to  Her  Majesty  on  the 
subject,  and  that  he  would  previously  move 
for  copies  of  all  the  communications  that 
had  passed  between  the  parties  contracting 
wad  the  Postmaster  General  relative  to  this 
change,  and  also  for  copies  of  all  the  con- 
tracts that  had  been  made.  In  the  mean- 
time, he  begged  to  withdraw  the  Motion  he 
bad  made. 

Motion  and   proposed  Amendment,   by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday  J  June  25,  1849. 
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PcTrrioNB  PaasKNTBD.  By  Mr.  Bouverie,  ttoax  'Port 
Glugow,  againit  the  Marriages  and  Marriage  (ScoUand) 
Bills ;  flrom  Rutherglen,  against  the  LunaUos  (SooUand) 
and  the  Registering  Births,  dee.  (Scotland)  Bills;  and  ftom 
Dumbarton,  against  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill.-^ 
By  Mr.  Law,  from  Owners  of  Tithe  Commutation  Rent 
Charge,  for  au  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  Tlthci. 
—By  Mr.  R.  Hildyard,  from  Whitehaven,  for  Repeal  of 
the  Duty  on  Attorneys'  Certificates. — By  the  Sheiiffk  of 
London,  ttom  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Commons 
of  the  City  of  London,  (br  Revision  of  the  Bankrupt 
Laws. — By  Mr.  Thicknesae,  fk-om  Wigan,  in  favour,  and 
firom  Liverpool,  for  an  Alteration,  of  the  Bankrupt  Law 
Consolidation  Bill.— By  Mr.  C.  Anstey,  ftom  Hercules 
Ellis,  Barrister-at-Law,  Dublin,  for  Inquiry  respecting 
the  Conduct  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Common  Plan 
(Ireland).— By  Sir  H.  Meux,  ftom  Watton,  Hertrordshire« 
fbr  Encouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion  with  the 
Church  Eklucation  Society  for  Ireland. — By  Mr.  Thonuw 
Dunoombe,  from  Westminster,  against  the  Friendly  So- 
cieties Bill ;  A'om  Finsbury,  for  the  Establishment  of 
Home  Colonies ;  and  ttom  Ashton-under-Lyne,  for  aa 
Alteration  of  Uie  Law  respecting  Mines,  &&— By  Sir  W. 
Somervillc,  from  St.  John  Mason,  Barrister,  for  an  Alter* 
ation  of  the  Law  respecting  Leases  for  Lives  (Ireland).— ^ 
By  Mr.  Law,  from  the  Irish  Society,  against,  and  by  Sir 
R.  Ferguson,  from  Londonderry,  in  favour  of,  the  I^easo- 
hold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith, 
fW)m  Dunfermline,  for  Reform  of  the  Parochial  Schools 
(Scotland) ;  and  trom  Stirling,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Coles,  firom  the 
Clutton  Union,  for  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law 
Offlccrs.— By  Mr.  Masterman,  ttom  several  Parishes  in 
London,  and  by  other  hon.  Members,  ftoih  a  Number  of 
Places,  for  the  Suppression  of  Promiscuous  Intercourse. 
— By  Sir  H.  Davie,  ttom  Dunbar,  against  the  Police  of 
Towns  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  J.  Greene,  firom  the  Union 
of  Callan,  for  the  PromoUon  of  Public  Works  (Ireland). 
—By  Mr.  P.  Miles,  firom  Bristol,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Act. 


TRANSPORTATION  FOR  TREASON 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tho  Bill  he  now  read  the  third 
time.'* 

Mr.  NAPIER  rose  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  this  day  three  months.  He  did  not 
oppose  this  Bill  on  the  ground  of  any  of 
tho  circumstances  connected  with  the  par- 
ticular case  of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  his 
associates;  but  the  punishment  now  sought 
to  be  carried  out  could  not  be  executed 
without  the  intervention  of  the  Legislature; 
and  he  held  that  it  was  contrary  to  all  con- 
stitutional principle  to  ask  the  Legislature 
to  enable  the  Executive  to  pass  a  punish- 
ment upon  a  man  by  ex  post  facto  legisla- 
tion, after  judgment  had  been  pronounced. 
Clearly  the  present  law  either  gave  the 
power  to  commute  the  sentence  to  trans- 
portation, or  the  present  state  of  the  law 
rendered  the  power  doubtful.  If  the  power 
to  inflict  this  punishment  was  clear,  then 
the  Government  ought  to  carry  it  out  on 
its  own  responsibility;  and  if  the  power 
was  not  elear,  then  it  was  manifestly  op- 
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posed  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  to 
inflict  this  punishment  on  this  roan  hy  ex 
post  facto  legislation.  On  the  solo  ground, 
then,  of  the  unconstitutional  nature  of  this 
measure,  he  felt  hound  to  move  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months." 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  seconded  the  Mo- 


tion. 

•  Colonel  RAWDON  said,  that  Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien  had  long  been  a  useful 
Memher  of  that  House,  and  had  been 
known  for  many  years  as  one  who  was  not 
intemperate  in  language.  Only  six  years 
ago  that  Gentleman  had  moved  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  take  into  consideration  the  state 
of  Ireland,  with  a  view  to  the  redress  of 
grievances;  and  in  bringing  forward  that 
Motion,  he  said  he  was  not  an  agitator, 
but  was  sincerely  desirous  of  living  a  tran- 
quil life  in  his  own  country,  surrounded  by 
a  happy  and  contented  people,  and  that  all 
he  sought -for  was  a  redress  of  grievances. 
Those  grievances  the  hon.  Gentlemen  now 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  bench  then  ac- 
knowledged, and  supported  Mr.  S.  O'Brien 
in  his  Motion.  The  House  ought,  then, 
to  consider  the  causes  that  to  some  extent 
had  driven  him  into  the  subsequent  course 
he  had  pursued,  and  remember  that  those 
causes,  with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of  the 
case  of  Maynooth,  which  he  (Colonel  Raw- 
don)  thought  had  been  rightly  and  liberally 
dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  still  remained.  If 
the  Whigs  had  been  in  opposition  instead 
of  being  in  the  Government,  this  would  be 
considered  as  an  ex  post  facto  law,  without 
reference  whatever  to  the  question  whether 
it  tended  to  mitigate  or  make  more  strin- 
gent the  punishment  of  any  individual;  and 
considering,  as  he  did,  that  it  was  to  bring 
in  a  punishment  referring  to  a  foregone 
act,  he  should,  upon  general  constitutional 
grounds,  vote  against  the  third  reading. 

Mil.  SPOONER  said,  this  was  a  great 
constitutional  question,  and  he  thought 
that  the  opposition  to  be  offered  to  this 
Bill  ought  to  be  strictly  confined  to  con- 
stitutional grounds.  It  was  clear,  after 
the  Bill  had  been  sent  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  the  highest  legal  authority 
of  the  country,  although  it  had  not  sat 
judicially  on  the  question,  that  the  present 
state  of  the  law  was  admitted  to  be  doubt- 
ful with  respect  to  the  power  to  transport 
these  prisoners;    and  why  ought  not  the 


great  rule  of  criminal  law  to  be  adhered  to 
in  this  case,  of  giving  the  prisoners  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt?  Did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
give  any  reason  for  passing  this  Bill  ?  No, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  merely 
said  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  to  the 
House,  that  this  cause  in  the  course  of  the 
autumn  should  be  argued  in  the  Irish 
courts;  and  for  the  mere  question  of  con- 
venience it  was  proposed  to  pass  an  ex 
post  facto  law  to  place  the  prisoners  in  a 
worse  position  than  they  now  are  in.  If 
there  were  doubts  with  respect  to  the  law, 
there  were  courts  where  they  could  be 
settled,  and  the  prisoners  should  be  left  to 
make  their  appeal  to  those  courts,  however 
inconvenient  it  might  be,  rather  than  run 
the  risk  of  having  an  infraction  of  the  con- 
stitution. He  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the 
fact,  that  he  had  not  answered  the  appeal 
made  to  him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin.  He  had  put  a  question  to  him  on 
broad,  strong,  simple,  and  constitutional 
grounds,  and  had  placed  him  in  this  di- 
lemma— the  Bill  was  necessary  or  it  was 
not ;  if  it  were  necessary,  he  had  no  right 
to  pass  an  ex  post  facto  law;  if  it  were 
not  necessary,  he  had  no  right  to  come 
down  to  Parliament  to  ask  them  to  pass  a 
measure  which  on  the  very  face  of  it  was 
an  infraction  of  the  constitution.  He  (Mr« 
Spooner)  trusted  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  come  there  without  any  party  feeling, 
and  who  were  desirous  to  give  a  conscien- 
tious vote,  would  pause  until  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  answered  the  question. 
Sir  G.  grey  said,  it  was  satisfactoiy 
to  perceive,  from  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  moved  and  seconded  the 
Amendment,  that  the  case  was  so  clear 
that  they  expressed  an  opinion  that  the 
Bill  was  objectionable  because  it  was  unne- 
cessary, and  because  there  was  power  in  the 
Crown  at  present  to  mitigate  the  sentence 
to  transportation,  without  going  to  Parlia- 
ment at  all.  That  was  his  (Sir  G.  Grey's) 
impression ;  and  in  answer  to  the  question 
put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  might 
merely  refer  to  what  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  had  said,  on 
a  former  occasion,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
power  did  exist  in  the  Grown,  and  though 
doubts  had  arisen,  they  had  no  existence 
in  his  bosom.  However,  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant, having  consulted  the  law  officers  in 
Ireland,  thought  it  expedient  to  suggest 
that  this  £iU  should  be  proposed.    The 
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xneasnro  came  down  from  the  oilier  House 
with  the  opinion  of  high  authority  that  no 
snch  douhts  existed  in  their  mind;  hut  at 
the  same  time  it  was  thought  that  the  pro- 
per course  to  take  was  to  propose  the  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  allegation  (which  was 
rather  inconsistent  with  the  helicf  that  the 
power  rests  in  the  Grown)  that  the  Bill  was 
one  to  enahle  the  Grown  to  agf^ravate  the 
punishment  of  the  prisoners,   he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  denied  that  such  was  the  ohject  of 
the  Bill.     The  legal  position  of  the  parties 
was  that  of  persons  whose  lives  were  for- 
feited after  trial  and  sentence,  and  it  was 
only  by  the  mercy  of  the  Grown  extended 
to  them,  or  supposed  to   he  extended  to 
ihem,  that  their  lives  were  spared.     It  was 
not  a  Bill  to  enahle  the  Grown  to  aggra- 
vate the  panishment  of  the  prisoners,  but 
"waa  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Grown,  looking  at 
it  aa  a  legal  offence,  to  exercise  its  leniency 
Ij  that  mitigation  of  punishment  which, 
in  this  country,  was  exercised  with  regard 
to  this  offence,  and  in  Ireland  with  regard 
to  some  cases  of  capital  felony.     He  de- 
lued  that  that  was  a  practical  aggravation 
of  punishment,  as  had  been  stated  by  an 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  said  the  Grown  had 
the  power,  by  reprieving  from  time  to  time, 
to  imprison  for  life.    He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  now 
asked  the  House  to  consider  whetlier  im- 
prisonment for  life  under   such    circum- 
stances, would  not  be  a  more  severe  sen- 
tence than  transportation  ?     He  must  give 
an  explicit  contradiction  to  the  statement 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  that  this  was  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  Grown  to  aggravate  the  punish- 
ment :  it  was  merely  a  Bill  to  remove  all 
doubts  as  to  the  power  of  the  Grown  thus 
to  mitigate   the  punishment   in  cases  of 
treason. 

Mr.  F.  O'GONNOR  reminded  the  House 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  admitted, 
||hat  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  doubts 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  to  the  power  of 
the  Crown,  that  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced. Gonsidering  these  doubts,  and  the 
baste  with  which  the  measure  had  been 
passed  by  the  other  House,  they  ought  in 
that  House  to  pauso  and  give  a  mature 
(Xmsidcration  to  any  measure  which,  like 
the  present,  was  an  infringement  of  the 
constitution. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  GRAWFORD  op- 
posed the  Bill  as  dangerous  to  the  consti- 
tution. If  there  were  any  doubts  in  the 
case,  they  ought  to  be  solved  in  favour  of 
the  prisoners.  There  was  no  precedent, 
he  believed,  in  the  history  of  our  statutes 
for  Parliament  interposing  between  the 


courts  of  law,  and  the  appeal  of  an  indivi- 
dual to  these  courts.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  had  not  stood  up  in  defence  of 
constitutional  law.  The  measure  was 
dangerous  to  civil  liberty  in  England  aa 
well  as  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  denied,  as  had  been 
said,  that  those  who  opposed  the  Bill  were 
recording  their  votes  against  an  act  of 
mercy.  The  contrary  was  the  fact — they 
asked  for  a  merciful  consideration  of  the 
case  of  those  gentlemen.  They  asked 
that,  inasmuch  as  they  wero  not  to  be 
hanged,  they  should  get  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt  that  was  raised  in  their  favour,  and 
that  the  prisoners  might  be  either  confined 
during  Her  Majesty's  pleasure,  or  some 
smaller  punishment  might  be  inflicted  upon 
them.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  GhancoUor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
whether  one  million  from  the  public  trea- 
sury had  not  been  expended  to  enable  them 
to  transport  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  those 
other  persons  ?  He  was  told  that  was  an 
exaggerated  calculation,  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  work  out  the  figures.  From  the 
commencement  of  the  proceedings  they 
had  to  maintain  30,000  troops  in  Ireland. 
[An  Hon.  Member:  40,000.]  He  was 
told  there  were  40,000  there,  so  he  would 
strike  an  average,  and  say  35,000;  and 
when  they  came  to  calculate  the  expense 
of  those  troops,  they  would  find  that  the 
army  in  Ireland  had  cost  half-a-million  in 
the  course  of  the  last  two  years  more  than 
the  army  cost  in  the  two  preceding  years; 
and  if  they  calculated  the  law  and  consta- 
bulary expenses,  he  was  guilty  of  very 
little  exaggeration  when  he  said  those  pro- 
ceedings would  cost  a  million  of  money. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  now* 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  159;  Noes 
27  :  Majority  132. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Alcock,  T. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bailey,  J. 
Bainos,  M.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Bernal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Blair,  S. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bovlc,  hon.  Col. 
Brand,  T. 


Brisco,  M. 
Brown,  W. 
Binic«,  C.  L.  C. 
]5uck,  L.  W. 
Bulkelev,  Sir  R.  B.  W 
Biiller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Christy,  S. 
Clements,  hon.  C  S. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Cole,  hon.  II.  A. 
Colebrooko,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cowan,  C. 
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Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Diyett,  £. 
Brummond,  H. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Duko,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
East.  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
EUice,  £. 
Ellis,  J. 

Famham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fergus  J. 

FltiPatrick,  rt.hn.  J.W. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Gwyn.  H. 

Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Beathcoat,  J. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henry,  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
Labouchcrc,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Lascellcfl.hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lewisham,  Visct. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Loch,  J. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Maitland,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Kaiterman,  J. 


Matheson,  Col. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
Miles,  W. 

Molcsworth,  Sir  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Mure,  Col. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Old,  W. 
Oswald,  A. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Richards,  R. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Romilly,  #ir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  E.  S. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sandars,  J. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  U. 
Stansftcld,  W.  R.  C. 
SUnton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thicknosso,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornoly,  T. 
Trt'lawny,  J.  S. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Vesoy,  hon.  T. 
Villiers,  Visct. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Villiers,  hon.  F.  W.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  11. 
Watkius,  Col.  L. 
We8t,F.R. 
Wilcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Tufncll,  n. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 


Liit  of  the  Noes. 


wde,  R.  D. 
P.  S. 
,  W.  S. 

VUA|  J«    T. 


Dickson,  S. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dunne,  Col, 
Fagan,  W. 
French,  F. 


Godson,  R. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Lawless,  hon.  0. 
Meagher,  T. 
Mahon,  The  O'GormAn 
Monsell,  W. 
Muntf,  G.  F. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
0*Brien,  J. 


O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Sullivan,  M. 

TBLLXB8. 

Napier,  J. 
Spooner,  R. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3^ 

Mr.  ANSTEY  then  Tnoved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  omit  at  line  15,  page  1,  the 
word  "transportation,"  and  insert  "im- 
prisonment during  the  Queen*8  pleasare^ 
or  banishment."  The  House  baring  af- 
firmed the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  it  only 
remained  for  him  to  make  one  last  attempt 
to  mitigate  the  sereritj  of  the  Bill,  and  to 
take  away  some  portion  of  the  unconatitu- 
tional  character  that  belonged  to  it.  The 
*'  Queen's  pleasure  "  might  extend  to  im^ 
prisonment  for  a  term  of  years,  or  for  m 
few  months,  or  for  life;  but  even  the  latter 
punishment  in  severity  fell  short  of  the 
punishment  of  transportation,  which  not 
only  oppressed,  but,  far  more,  contami- 
nated. The  punishment  of  transportation 
to  a  penal  colony  had  been  condemned  bj 
almost  every  successive  Government^  and 
it  was  already  in  course  of  extinction.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  proceeded  to 
quote  the  evidence  of  the  Bishop  of  Tas- 
mania in  proof  the  corruption  of  morale 
and  prevalence  of  degrading  and  unnatural 
practices  among  the  convicts  of  Van  Die- 
men's  Land,  and  protested  against  sub- 
jecting gentlemen  of  birth  and  education 
to  the  degradation  of  contact  with  suoh 
persons.  If  the  House  passed  this  Bill,  if 
would  he  impossible  for  the  Government 
not  to  consign  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  and  hia 
associates  to  this  horrible  captivity  in  a 
penal  settlement;  they  would  take  away 
all  discretion  from  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, and  the  Home  Secretary  would  not 
dare  to  make  an  exception  in  their  favour 
from  the  treatment  to  which  all  conyiota 
on  their  arrival  were  necessarily  subjected. 
The  punishment  of  imprisonment  was  what 
they  were  liable  to  now  at  common  law« 
and  his  Amendment  would  take  awaj  ^e 
ex  post  facto  character  of  the  measure, 
and  would  be  a  declaration  of  the  present 
state  of  the  law. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL,  in  op* 
posing  the  Amendment,  stated  that  ^0 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  set  at  rest  douMa 
which  had  arisen  with  respect  to  the  power 
of  the  Crown  to  transport  a  prisoner  edii* 
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Tioted  of  tre^on.  In  tho  present  case, 
the  prisoner  was  by  law  a  convicted  felon, 
and  as  such  liable  to  the  sentence  of  death; 
and  the  object  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  be  to 
compel  the  Crown  to  the  adoption  of  one 
of  two  courses — either  to  hang  or  imprison 
the  parties.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  should  covertly 
put  forward  an  Amendment  the  very  elFect 
of  which  would  be  to  defeat  the  object  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  tho  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  assimilate  the  law  as  it  existed 
both  in  Englahd  and  Ireland;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House,  by  rejecting  the 
Amendment,  would  prevent  any  restriction 
being  placed  upon  the  exercise  of  the 
Royal  prerogative. 

Dr.  power  considered  that  it  was 
neither  necessary  for  the  ends  of  justice, 
nor  required  by  the  public  opinion  of  the 
Country,  that  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  who  was 
a  noble  and  honourable-minded  man,  and 
whose  only  crime  was  that  he  had  loved 
his  country  too  well,  should  be  subjected 
to  the  degradation  and  pollution  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Youghall;  he  should  therefore  support  the 
Amendment,  the  effect  of  which  might  be 
to  allow  those  unfortunate  persons,  if  ban- 
iflhed,  to  lead  an  honourable  career  in  some 
foreign  land. 

Mr.  DICKSON  also  appealed  to  the 
magnanimity  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  in  whose  ranks  Mr. 
Smith  0*Brien  had  often  voted,  in  behalf 
of  the  unfortunate  prisoners.  He  believed 
that  thousands  would  hail  with  delight  and 
gratitude  any  extension  of  the  clemency  of 
the  Crown  to  these  gentlemen  for  the 
paltry,  petty,  cabbage-garden  aftair — re- 
bellion he  would  not  call  it — in  which  not 
a  drop  of  blood  was  shed,  and  in  which  no 
attack  was  made  upon  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty. Nothing  would  pacify  Ireland  so 
much  as  an  act  of  clemency  to  these  per- 
sons. He  must  ask  the  House,  would 
there  not  be  sufficient  punishment  in  al- 
lowing those  unfortunate  men  to  transport 
themselves  ? 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  *  trans- 
portation' stand  part  of  the  Bill,** 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  146;  Noes 
21  :  Majority  125. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Meaghor,  T. 
Mahon,  The  0*  Gorman 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'ConneU,  J. 
O'Conncli,  M.  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
O'Flahorty,  A. 


Power,  Dr. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Sadlicr,  J. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Sullivan,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Anstey,  T.  0. 
Lawless,  C.  J. 


Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Derereui,  J.  T. 


Dickson,  S. 
Fygan,  W. 
Greene,  J. 
Magan,  "W. 


On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Mr.  lawless  said,  ho  was  yetj 
sorry  that  in  the  course  of  the  dehate 
which  took  place  on  this  suhject  there  had 
heen  manifested  so  much  of  personal  ran- 
cour. He  earnestly  hoped  that  nothing  of 
that  sort  would  operate  in  aggravation  of 
the  punishment  to  he  inflicted  on  those  un- 
happy gentlemen.  Ho  might  venture  to 
say,  that  there  was  no  more  loyal  suhject 
than  he  was;  hut,  under  the  fullest  in* 
fluence  of  a  sentiment  of  loyalty,  he  had 
opposed  the  Bill  in  every  one  of  its  stages. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  observed,  that 
though  in  the  course  of  the  debates  on 
that  Bill,  much  had  been  said  respecting 
the  circumstances  connected  with  those 
events  which  rendered  such  a  measure  ne- 
cessary, and  with  regard  also  to  the  of* 
fences  committed  by  the  persons  who  had 
been  convicted  of  high  treason  in  Ireland^ 
yet  he  and  the  other  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
had  carefully  abstained  from  saying  any- 
thing which  might  imply  a  disposition  to 
put  forth  such  considerations  as  were  cal- 
culated to  aggravate  the  offence  which 
those  persons  had  committed;  and  Minis- 
ters had  refrained  from  doing  this  in  spite 
of  the  temptations — he  might  say  the  pro- 
vocations— afforded  by  the  speeches  of 
those  who  would  have  the  Government  in- 
terfere with  the  functions  of  the  jury  and 
the  judge.  He  believed  that  the  advice 
given  to  Her  Majesty  in  this  matter  was 
the  advice  of  mercy,  and  he  could,  without 
hesitation,  aflirm  that  there  was  no  vindic- 
tive feeling  whatever.  If,  however,  the 
punishment  were  to  bo  lighter  than  the 
offence  merited,  there  would  be  found  in 
such  a  course  great  hazard  to  the  peace  of 
Ireland.  Further,  then,  he  thought  that 
some  marked  warning  ought  by  that  mea- 
sure to  be  held  out  to  those  who  might  be 
disposed  to  disturb  the  peace  and  security 
of  Ireland. 

Bill  passed. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into 
Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  after  some  obser- 
vations, relating  to  the  progress  already 
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made  in  Committee,  put  the  words  in  the 
8th  line  of  the  first  clause — "it  shall 
not  be  lawful." 

Mr.  Stafford  said,  he  had  some 
difficulty  in  knowing  where  to  begin  the 
discussion  on  which  they  wore  then  about 
to  enter;  they  would,  however,  have  had 
no  difficulty  of  that  kind  to  contend  against 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  surpassing  folly 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  who 
some  nights  ago,  at  twenty  minutes  to 
twelve  o'clock,  excluded  the  reporters.  As 
they  had  not  had  the  advantage  of  debat- 
ing in  the  presence  of  the  reporters,  it  now 
became  necessary  that  there  should  be  a 
recapitulation  of  the  arguments  used  by 
those  who  held  that  the  clause  imposing 
a  maximum  rate  should  be  negatived. 
Taking  the  question  as  one  to  be  decided 
by  precedent,  and  following  the  analogy  of 
the  English  poor-law,  he  should  say  that 
the  experiment  of  a  maximum  rate  had 
been  tried  in  some  districts  of  England, 
and  he  conceived  it  to  have  been  a  com- 
plete failure,  though  the  rate  had  event- 
ually been  doubled.  It  had  been  tried  in 
the  36th  of  George  III.,  and  in  the  52nd 
of  the  same  reign;  but  in  both  cases  it  had 
failed,  and  perhaps  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
other  side  would  be  able  to  explain  why  it 
had  proved  a  failure.  In  considering  a 
question  of  this  kind,  it  was  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  clause  imposing  a  maximum 
rate  would  not  alter  the  rate  in  aid.  The 
House  had  already  passed  a  rate  in  aid, 
but  by  the  wording  of  the  clause  no  in- 
crease of  the  rate  in  aid  would  affect  the 
maximum.  The  rate  in  aid  at  a  future 
time  might  be  increased  to  Is.,  to  Is.  6d,, 
to  2«.,  or  to  2s,  6c?.,  but  that  would  not 
lower  the  maximum.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that,  in  some  form  or  another,  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  allow  his  fellow- 
Bubjects  in  Ireland  to  starve;  the  great 
guilt,  the  great  scandal  that  must  attach 
to  the  starvation  of  a  whole  community, 
would  lead  any  Minister,  at  almost  any 
sacrifice,  to  prevent  such  a  catastrophe. 
The  measures  which  they  were  now  en- 
gaged in  passing,  would,  as  they  all  must 
see,  impose  upon  the  north  of  Ireland  the 
task  of  maintaining  the  poor  of  the  other 
provinces.  By  the  north  he  meant  all 
the  solvent  unions.  The  prosperous,  the 
solvent  part  of  Ireland,  would  be  called 
on  to  pay  for  the  impoverished  portion  of 
the  country;  and,  looking  at  the  state  of 
Ireland,  ho  should  say  that  they,  the 
Ministers  and  the  Parliament,  had  no  se- 


curity to  offer  to  the  public  that  there 
would  be  any  permanency  in  the  maximum 
rate.  It  might  be  58.,  it  might  be  7«.; 
they  had  not,  and,  in  the  nature  of  things, 
they  could  not  have,  any  security  that  such 
a  rate  would  be  permanent.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  purpose  of  introducing  the 
clause  respecting  a  maximum  was  to  in- 
duce persons  of  capital  to  settle  in  Ireland; 
but  let  the  House  for  a  moment  only  re- 
fiect  upon  the  probable  state  of  afiairs  in 
Ireland.  What  chance  had  the  solvent 
unions  that  the  rate  in  aid  would  be  tem- 
porary ?  And  if  the  maximum  rate  were 
established,  what  chance  was  there  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  allowed 
to  starve  ?  And  as  their  necessities  in- 
creased, so  might  the  rate  in  aid  bo  au^ 
mented  and  the  maximum  elevated.  The 
solvent  unions  might  administer  the  relief 
of  the  poor  in  a  manner  the  most  economi- 
cal, but  they  could  have  no  security  that 
the  less  prosperous  unions  would  do  the 
same;  on  the  contrary,  they  might  do  pre- 
cisely the  reverse;  and  the  only  secoritj 
which  the  solvent  unions  could  have  must 
be,  not  in  any  particular  provision  of  that 
Bill,  but  in  the  general  spirit  of  a  legisla- 
tion designed  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating 
industry,  and  not  that,  of  maintaining  pau- 
pers. By  the  law  of  cliargeability  a  pau- 
per was  asked  where  he  came  fix^m  ?  If 
he  replied  that  he  came  from  one  of  the 
electoral  districts  of  the  union,  he  was 
charged  upon  that;  but  if  he  came  from 
a  place  outside  the  union,  then  he  was 
charged  upon  the  union  at  large.  No 
pauper  making  a  false  statement  incurred 
any  penalty  whatever  —  no  board  of 
guardians  making  a  false  allocation  in- 
curred any  penalty,  and  the  effect  of  leaT- 
ing  the  law  in  that  state  must  facilitate 
unfair  practices.  He  never  had  heard  any 
one  say  that  the  proposed  maximum  had 
anything  to  recommend  it  beyond  this,  that 
it  was  calculated  to  lure  capital  to  Ireland; 
but  for  his  part  he  should  not  recommend 
any  one  to  purchase  land  in  Ireland  on  the 
strength  of  that  maximum.  For  these  rea- 
sons, then,  he  must  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  against  the  maximum  clause.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester was  not  then  in  the  House,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kipon  was  leaving  the  House.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester was  not  present,  as  he  wished  that 
hon.  Gentleman  to  hear  a  passage  which  he 
was  about  to  refer  to  from  a  journal  which 
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in  an  especial  degree  was  supposed  to  ex- 
press the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Memher, 
who  was,  he  understood,  to  take  the  chair 
at  an  important  meeting  relating  to  this 
subject  on  Friday  next.  The  passage  in 
the  Daily  News  contained  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  local  taxation  could  not 
be  dealt  with  by  Parliament  to  any  good 
purpose,  except  by  giving  the  ratepayers 
equal  power  to  determine  the  amount  of 
the  rate,  to  direct  its  apportionment,  and 
control  its  expenditure.  The  first  clause  of 
this  Bill  was  in  direct  contradiction  and 
antagonism  to  the  principles  there  laid 
down,  and  he  was  therefore  obliged  to  give 
it  his  unqualified  opposition. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Northamptonshire  had  complained 
of  what  he  called  his  (Mr.  J.  O'Oonneirs) 
surpassing  folly  in  excluding  the  reporters. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  right  to  make 
this  complaint,  for,  thanks  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tavistock,  the  statement  then 
made  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire reached  the  public;  and  he  now 
was  afforded  an  opportunity  of  inflicting 
upon  the  House  another  sample  of  his  sur- 
passing self-sufficiency,  prosiness,  and  emp- 
tiness. If  they  assented  to  the  proposition 
first  made,  the  landlords  would  soon  have 
the  people  in  their  own  power.  They 
could  then  immure  them  in  workhouses  in 
such  crowds  that  they  would  be  soon  car- 
ried off  by  disease  and  pestilence.  He 
(Mr.  J.  0  Connell)  had  no  suggestion  to 
make,  because  he  had  no  faith  in  the  poor- 
law,  and  he  did  not  think  it  could  be  made 
to  work  beneficially.  He  was,  however, 
disposed  to  think  that  the  maximum  rate 
was  much  too  high  in  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
maximum  rate  should  not  be  higher  than 
2s,  6d,  The  further  amount  that  might 
then  be  necessary  for  the  support  of  the 
poor  should  be  supplied  first  by  a  union 
rate  —  if  that  were  found  impossible,  it 
should  be  by  a  national  rate,  or  by  an 
imperial  rate  if  necessary. 

Sir  J.  YOUNG  observed,  that  the  gene- 
ral opinion  in  Ireland  seemed  to  be  so 
much  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  so  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  borne  testimony  to 
the  advantageous  effects  it  was  likely  to 
produce  in  many  districts  of  that  country, 
especiaUy  in  the  south  and  west,  that  he 
hoped  the  measure  would  receive  the  assent 
of  the  House.  It  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  a  feeling  of  confidence  should 
be  established  in  Ireland;  and  he  believed 
that  if  some  limit  were  fixed  with  regard 
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to  the  amount  of  poor-rates  to  be  levied, 
persons  would  be  induced  to  invest  their 
capital  in  that  country,  and  the  facilities 
for  obtaining  loans  to  be  employed  in  the 
improvement  of  cultivation  would  be  great- 
ly increased.  The  amount  of  the  rate 
upon  the  electoral  division  must  be  fixed 
with  due  regard  to  the  amount  which,  in 
ordinary  times,  the  country  could  support. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  fix  the  sum  at  5s.; 
but  he  (Sir  J.  Young)  questioned  whether 
that  sum  would  be  sufficient  for  the  proper 
relief  of  the  poor,  and  it  appeared  that 
this  view  was  taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  as 
he  now  proposed  to  raise  the  amount  to  7*., 
which  was  to  be  a  union  rate,  and  not  con- 
fined to  the  electoral  divisions;  and  this 
proposition  was  one  which  he  (Sir  J. 
Young)  believed  would  attain  the  object 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  in  view.  In  the 
majority  of  unions  in  Ireland,  the  rate  did 
not  exceed  5^. ;  but  that  amount  had  been 
very  considerably  exceeded  in  the  electoral 
divisions.  The  returns  which  had  been 
presented  to  the  House  for  the  financial 
year,  ending  the  28th  of  September,  1848, 
showed  that  the  noble  Lord^s  plan,  if  taken 
as  a  whole,  would  be  found  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case.  The  return  to 
which  he  alluded  proved  that  there  was 
not  a  single  electoral  division  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Leinstcr  in  which  the  poor-rate 
exceeded  5s,  in  the  pound.  It  would  not 
be  possible  to  isolate  the  320  imions  in 
Ireland;  but,  looking  at  the  experience  of 
the  past,  and  regarding  the  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  a  whole,  he  believed  the 
maximum  rate  would  meet  the  exigencies 
of  the  case,  although  in  some  electoral  di- 
visions the  rate,  he  admitted,  did  exceed 
the  maximum.  In  his  own  county,  Cavan, 
the  maximum  rate  would  have  met  all  the 
expenses  necessary,  because,  in  the  electo- 
ral division  in  which  the  greatest  distress 
prevailed,  a  rate  of  2d,  expended  over  the 
whole  union  would  have  been  sufficient  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  He  had 
not  found  that  the  arrangement  of  the 
unions  had  been  characterised  by  careless- 
ness or  laxity,  and  he  believed,  on  the 
whole,  that  no  danger  of  lax  expenditure 
would  result  from  throwing  the  additional 
rate  upon  the  unions.  lie  admitted  that 
there  was,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  choice  of 
evils;  but  ho  did  believe,  looking  to  the 
whole  case,  and  weighing  those  evils,  that 
considerable  advantages  would  result  from 
adopting  the  principle  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  had  been  said  that  a  union  rating  would 
2  E 
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tend  to  inoreaie  the  '?Tp»?niilraro:  3«:c  fr-m 
his  experience  he  oonfeirp-i  :hii:  .z  -rrnuii 
have  a  contrary  en^oct.  for  >.►?  *)«'!: -3^  -i  -ii^i: 
under  such  a  *js:oui  :h.?  "^I'lir-is  'f  I'lar- 
dians,  knowin-z  cha:  any  .?x:?-i  viar^ '  "i  i 
particular  electoral -iivisi I. m  -.v  ii]ii  i»>  ir-'Tn 
upon  the  union  a:  !ar^*j.  "s*-  >ui.i  ;or::: ii."=-» 
the  e.\pou'..li:ure  vory  ?.ar-?^".;'  I*  ::i  i 
been  stateii  by  ri--:  :I:  r.-  «ni»  t-  :i.?s*  n 
the  CommiittH'  i:^si-a::-s.  :!:a:  -::•?  ";:."■- 
who  looked  m'^<t  r' ir--  ■v- v  n'-  'lo  i::.-*'! 
charjrcs  were  the  ••.■-  ^-W.-*  >  x-Mi-ii.i::-.  iivi 
he  thought  thoy  tu'j^'i:  rvii.-nniii't"  v-^^*": 
that  when  the  *?'.oi.'.or.u  :i!»  :!;*.■.  ^j  .■  -  j.i 
boanls  booauieoouvor<ar':  ■»  :!i  -■.  17  i::.i'*. 
they  would  t'o'lo^v  lI*o  ^j.\i:i:-»ii.'  ir  -'.i* 
CsC-oMcio   iTuardiar's.   at!-!   f.-x  ;r::>o    il**>     1 


strict  suporvisioa  o'.x:r  :!■.•:  :i:::imi  .'ii.i-,-  <. 
Then*  was  ono  y-'vi:  v.''.»r:':y:..«l  "tv..!  -^i.^ 
admhii#trati'.ni  ot"  :!iv  y.^. --"a  v  .-j  I-.-.iii, 
the  UMportaiioo '.t' w'.  .;■:.  I  •  :"'.i!.j:"'-.  ."•;:;• 
not  bo  overrated.  Kv.^l-.-  v  ■.::.*.<  v'si;  Mii 
been  oxaT'uod  lor'."--:'  ri- :  loi;  -  lo-:  n- 
stair? ,  a:id  e v 0 -y  y "f "?  "  .'•  <-.  •■  :  !*^a :  1 :  t ■  1 
the  th  eo  ry  0 1'  ib  •.'  ' ;  •:  «.*  r-  *  -a  ■* .  'm  ■ !  ;-.;'■.  1  -"it? 
necessity  0 f  y  r*;  v :  1=  n  j^  -e  v* : ■ : ■ :  :•.:  ■*  ■;  i-i\  ■;  ■  i  <^' 
accomTiioda::?:!  '.w  I-vir  ■■..  ".:  'vi<  ■>.'..•♦<- 
sarv  thai  r-^-r  yr  :.-\'-  r^-i*^:-*  *a.:;i;ii  >;  :  .  :. 
and  that  o'd  w.ir'v !:■..: '?».'?  *'■■:.:*« I  :c  :m- 
lar-^eJ.  :•:  ..r^l.^r  i-ii:  a  y^ -•t  ?v<:i.-i!i  : 
dlscip'-i*!?  r^'.^ht  '.e  -"'" 
C!-:a:  aL*-:*?rjT::x!ji :'■.■'  ■ 
the  i-:-!-*.      ■:  :^^  • 
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'^  ^:-r7  bomaae  man.  Earl  Clancartj 
?a;d — 

•  'ir  ■»::7-*r>n«  .?f  the  outdoor   ijitem   of 
-^  !'-:     a--     -:^>nr.    'tis   rach    as  to    induce  «s 

ii  ::■-  ^ru-it-t  vr-.i)*!  to  retam  to  the  work- 
:■•  :s«-    •r-t-m      ▼«;  MunJ  chat   while  tliat   wu 

r-- wll:;^  -:.e  a— !ni  ot*  fuel  was  almost  en- 
"r"  -  r.'.-z'-'r'i.  in«i  ::ia:  she  Cumen  had  great 
tLi£- ■;.:-  -.  -  nr^^ml  ■'ri-h  in  gpttitag  their  work 
iMf...  _  i  -T-r-m  .t  lieoionliaation  had  become 
•  -• -  j»-?:"i"u  im».n:r  :lie  pi  or.  and  their  industrial 
..»    :  -    :  .■:    "-n   i.:-  ■j'*t:i»»r  L^cerfered  with.     For 

...:  -'.-■:,  Tien  -:ie  iir^e^i  commenced,  harin^ 

■  1:  i:: ■..■•in«»i"<  :n  :ae  hru*?  at  the  titM,  we 

T.:i:      in    iri^r  Mr  ''.le  f?n>?nil  admisrion  of  all 

■X  . .  T'-r«    •■:!-;.ipr'««i  4t  ooj^cs  for  relief  who  ap- 

»..-:     •:..«-    ^ni-.»«i   ::i»?   w,;.rihoa«e ;    but   from 

:::-  «■»•  r  ■»«  T'.ihiju:  iny  outdoor  relie!|  ez- 

i-<-     t  "iiiiien   .tn.l  urgent  necesiity, 

\  ];,-i    Tir..    ;^-T-r.-^   nrnviiit**!  for.  and  we   were 

▼■:.:«•=:'    'KZH' '  r  y.^ii  mcii  :h*»  month  of  August, 

-T  ■■  1:  ipni-.  :«p>;nn  :f  :ii»?  'iiolera  made  it  in- 

.  ':H.'!i-;t '  •■   :.— —ijirr  :.i:ir  xe  «h<'inld  he  prepared 

i.»-'    ■   '■■  i\A\.:yz  r'M^m  :a  :he  house,  without 

r   1.  .M._-  - ...  I,  J . ,  >v.i«T*iH,i :  }}x\z  we  hare  noae  ef 

!••  "■,-.  !n  .7  7 ■.:.»?■  mti'jr  iie  i«  section  of  the 


i  n.vfc.'ii  -VIS  yiz  to  the  noble  Lord^ 
111    -i>ir:.L    -iiii:    -v'len   latdoor  relief  wai 


■  .-.i 


i:**nc-  i(N>uni*<i  :a  work  for  the  fiiifc 

■•  ."i:  :urt'  ''  " 


•  1.  r.:«:  •  vr  *  «t:- 

:r  ':  *   :''o   w"rk- 
••»!ra:.'-H    t'  jw 


}  "v  ?»f  A.  :  ■   V  :»MT) 

■V:l<      *      nt  •!■,»!'. 
I  :-V'"i  -r  '  '   ■ 

:-^   Ea:v    :  ■ 


w:?.?.  ■:■:•:  ■•  :  :■■:%'  ::!a:fr:a. 
!:i:::':»=r  ::'  .::'.■  "i?:*  :'."  : 
uh**  iTi'«T^  ■;'*  3.1..""! r*. b'f — 
had  f'.i'rd  :  ■  V  v.'-:'<'i  I'^-irii 
f'-r  .1::!.  I'lj".  tIi^t"   v'-t:  **:■.■• 

aia^ie  irrl'i:::; 
on — ir.-i  :-:i 
on*  7   ^ar-rj  -a-i-s   \:i 

vho  •?*«■»!«?•  I  i!t  "•*"    ' 
*nd  r-'.r.  -;:»?':-,  i  •::■.■.■ 

p»-^r, ,--••*.;       *'.\--*[   -'\.t 
Ajld:r!r.i*,.i!   r  *»*■;!:   ".-jir 
the  ;ii     .^.i=':r   I-    •: 
po«i>i'.r>  V.  ■"a"-.-r- 
tfi:«M   i^'.-.'iarj    ■■.    :» 

law.  Vi  r.-,ax^  i:  :"i-i :::«  :^ 

hou».».      ?,:'    *:•?    r*-i*-^"- 
Earl  ''jt'  CI.i'onriT  :  "  t-^ 
pefipl*?   :r.   t'r.-.  w—^-fv:*, 
rcaaon-f  of  'ifiT-.-ir.-y.  "i: 
wilieii  wonid,  hr  thjc 


::-'a!'": 
r  !!''i- 
•  i  ajJv 


•  T .    1.1  m.i  v.ur  -Iwr  a*»tf'*?«."ted  to  cut  th^ 

:-ir'.  i.i.i  :\\v  ".msi-i  ii^ni"?  :ia:»  be7a  a  moetierions 

H!n«i"-    :  -■■.•fir'-^  u  '2n   jaicn  :  and  that  was 

■n.-   .1   .«.,.'   -i.iui'.rij:  -.ris^:!  •£  <:ur  adherins  strict* 

.:i«    ri-ii  t.r   -i"4:>!u  >}C  reiit^f.  because,  whefi 

■  «»'.;♦..■  T-'r»f  n  I :a:i^  :.-:s;;isres  houseless,  aiid 
n-.  r-i?»  M}  'WvmAr  warce.  and  their 
■  ■  t  !i:t^  TT*  >u  ••.•n?  ifdi":»'ac.  i?  appeared  that 
:  ii'  In  T*  ^^;!»'  u  •;  ni  -v'.'ui'i  >f  a  ^err  inadequate 
::i«»:.-  i  -.....•.■■■■^  :.iH.:u  .  az«i  oood^uentlr  we 
•\- "nil  .L  .;i-.'  Tipiin.iiso  iirwoimodatioQ  to  the 
•X".!:  ',-■  i.i.r  i.  ■'»•'.  la-l  W'?  adhered  to  that 
<*<t—\,  .  :  ii»  '.iiin'ri  wTt  -^j  prev^ent  in  the 
•t.'-::i;»o'ii---z  it.'mn-*  ".:!:»:  :i:  iji.*i'aiue  neeessarj  for 
!>       ■.•a:i.\!  i.--i.!j;';'!i»«!:;*  :J  r  ;c*  approach." 

Ii:     >  ■  v'    Y.uj^     .":c:«ide red.  then,  that 

r  vi  i  .1 ;.'"  ^  ;  u  :eiy  •!»fir-.'*wrT  that  workhouse 
lev  .'I  •-  .  ii:i::i'i!  *:v*::!d  be  prorided,  where 
^■i:  ;i:ia:a  prvper  clothing  and 


I   ^-ra:    r.-i*- ;•- 
h.ii  *■?•*♦?  1   •'a!*-: 

'i'rr  A".l   i' *r ■■•!'• 
■.  a-.:   =-  WW  f; 


:v.'!* 


\  "M  j'NTS  wid.  is  was  the  opin- 

s;    .'"■ri'rotifd  wi:h  Ireland  thai 

;ii    ri:o   ot*   "««..  with  2s,  added, 

-':■•'.  IIS  '..}  :iie  •.•ountrj.     He  did 

:>:r'.-'n.\  hov  such  a  rate  could 

■Hi  .'"..v.     I:  wa5  more  likelv  to 

:•  r"rirv  ^Tc-xz.   U  was  an  opinion 

-ifr-.Tra .-^l.   that  the   electoral 

,.;^j.-  -.,  Tj,.!  rv'Iuced  in  siie,  in 

i:    tp:    -itepiiyer?   niiirht    hare 

-i  'I  '■■■  -!-.>?  :■■  •    ^•'■■.a^':r:*ie» !■:■-.<  -"t  Jimi-i'.ihiiig  pauperism. 

^ -::■:-  p  mI  r:- :«•«    T'-o  r..vr-"ate.    ::   s-ou'd   be    recoUected, 

■■■■-■:i"5   :■>■■  :'  a'o    w:i«  a  now  ta^  in  Ir»?iaud  :  it  was  one  that 

:h:.  to  ad  111  i  tied   had  n«j:  ytt  er.ttrvd  intn  the -weial  arrangv- 
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ments  of  the  people,  and  therefore  the  im- 
position of  an  additional  rate  of  2s,  in  the 
pound  on  the  net  annual  value  towards 
the  relief  of  those  electoral  divisions  that 
were  distressed,  was  looked  upon  with  dis- 
may. It  would  tend  to  discourage  parties 
from  investing  capital  in  land,  if  they  found 
that  in  proportion  as  they  kept  down  the 
rate  to  a  reasonable  amount  in  their  own 
divisions,  they  would  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  towards  other  electoral  divisions 
in  the  same  union.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
said  that  a  union  rate  of  two  shillings  in 
the  pound  would  make  a  large  sum  of 
money  available  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
He  (Mr.  Clements)  wished  to  point  out 
the  fallacy  of  that  expectation.  In  Munster, 
out  of  twenty  unions,  twelve  of  the  elec- 
toral divisions  were  almost  wholly  at  the 
maximum  rate.  It  was  therefore  impos- 
sible to  realise  any  considerable  amount 
from  the  imposition  of  2s,  in  the  pound. 
He  thought  it  better,  in  cases  where  an 
additional  rate  was  necessary,  to  leave  the 
matter  to  the  discretion  ef  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  than  to  establish  a  maxi- 
mum rate,  which  would  be  too  low  in 
unions  not  distressed,  and  too  high  in 
unions  that  were  distressed.  He  shoidd 
cei*tainly  give  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  which 
would  do  away  with  the  necessity  of  es- 
tablishing any  maximum  rate  at  all. 

M&.  W.  FAGAN  said,  that,  as  a  choice 
of  evils,  he  was  in  favour  of  a  maximum 
rating;  because  he  was  aware,  from  his 
knowledge  of  a  portion  of  Ireland,  that, 
owing  to  the  enormous  amount  of  poor- 
rates,  wealthy  farmers  were  quitting  the 
country,  and  the  land  was  getting  more 
and  more  out  of  cultivation;  and  in  such  a 
proportion  were  the  rates  increasing.  It 
was  -  impossible  that  the  Incumbered  Es- 
tates Bill  could  have  any  effect,  unless 
there  was  a  maximum  rate.  Capitalists 
would  not  purchase  land  subject  to  an  un- 
limited rate  as  it  at  present  existed.  It 
would  appear,  from  what  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire,  that 
the  great  apprehension  was  that  the  5s.  rate 
would  be  exceeded,  and  that  the  maximum 
rate  was  a  mockery,  because  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  a  new  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  save  the  lives  of  tlie  people. 
Whea  he  recollected  that  the  average 
amount  of  poor-rate  in  Ireland,  in  1845, 
was  but  5d,  in  the  pound,  that  they  had 
had  three  years  of  famine,  and  that  not- 
witlistanding  the  famine,  only  280  elec- 


toral divisions  had  exceeded  5s,  in  the 
pound,  he  could  not  believe  that  the  5s. 
maximum  rate  would  be  levied.  Some  ob- 
servations had  been  made  as  to  the  rates 
now  due  by  the  different  unions  in  Ireland. 
If  the  famine  were  to  continue,  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  debts  due  to  contractors 
would  be  in  jeopardy  ;  but  as  he  believed 
that  they  had  only  legislated  for  the  ordi- 
nary condition  of  Ireland,  he  thought  that, 
although  the  House  consented  to  fix  « 
minimum  rate,  not  one  penny  which  was 
due  to  the  contractors  in  Ireland  would  be 
lost.  If,  by  some  unexpected  circum- 
stances, this  maximum  rate  should  be 
ever  exceeded,  he  believed  that  the  same 
means  of  preserving  the  lives  of  the  people 
would  be  adopted  which  had  been  hereto- 
fore adopted.  These  were  his  reasons  for 
supporting  the  Government  in  this  propo- 
sition of  a  maximum  rate:  he  admitted 
that  it  was  a  choice  of  evils,  but  he  acted 
according  to  what  he  conceived  to  be  his 
duty. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  that,  re- 
presenting  a  large  agricultural  constituency 
which  had  paid  more  in  rates  than  the  pro* 
posed  maximum  in  the  Bill,  it  seemed  an 
ungracious  task  to  reject  what  appeared  to 
be  a  boon  and  guarantee.  He  would  ac- 
cept that  guarantee  with  thankfulness,  if 
he  could  see  that  it  was  worth  more  thau 
the  paper  it  was  written  upon.  The  noble 
Lord  told  them  they  were  to  pay  no  more 
than  7s,  in  the  pound;  but  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  stated  what  was  to  be  done  when 
that  amount  was  reached ;  or  rather,  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  when  the  maxi- 
mum had  been  reached,  the  poor  in  Ireland 
were  to  go  back  to  the  resources  which  had 
existed  previous  to  1834,  prior  to  the  eust- 
ence  of  a  poor-law.  What  were  those  re- 
sources ?  The  conacre.  Everybody  knew 
that  whatever  might  happen,  let  there  be 
crops  or  not,  let  there  be  another  visitation 
of  famine  or  not,  the  conacre  was  gone, 
and  could  not  again  be  resorted  to.  What 
was  another  resource  ?  The  charity  of  the 
farmers  ?  It  was  obvious  that  that  source 
was  exhausted,  and  that  those  who  had 
been  used  to  beg  of  the  farmers  would  now 
beg  in  vain.  Another  resource  was  in  the 
minority — ^he  regretted  to  say — of  Irish 
proprietors  who  resided  on  their  property 
and  did  their  duty;  but  could  that  source 
alone  be  relied  upon  ?  He  believed  that 
the  promise  held  out  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  a  delusion,  and  meant  nothing  more 
than  this — the  people  of  Ireland  were  to 
be  told  that  when  the  maximum  was  reach* 
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ed.  thej  must  starve.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  so  tbin  an  attendance  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers; but  many  of  those  present  were 
members  of  boards  of  guardians.  How, 
he  asked,  would  they  act  if  that  which  had 
occurred  before  were  to  occur  again,  when 
1,500  or  2,000  people  were  turned  back 
from  the  workhouse  to  die,  and  riots  took 

?lace,  and  the  military  were  caUed  out? 
f  the  noble  Lord  had  said  that  when  Is, 
in  the  pound  had  been  paid  out  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country,  and  then  that  more 
than  that  amount  was  required  in  any  dis- 
trict, that  district  was  in  an  unsound  state, 
and  the  necessary  measures  should  be 
taken  to  render  it  in  a  sound  state — that 
would  have  been  intelligible;  and  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  intended  to  propose  some 
such  plan.  But  it  would  be  more  respect- 
ful to  the  House  of  Commons  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  state  distinctly  what  was  to  bo 
done  when  that  amount  was  reached.  Un- 
less some  explicit  declaration  that  this 
guarantee  was  not  a  mere  delusion,  were 
made  by  some  Member  of  the  Government, 
he  should  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  GROGAN  had  listened  with  much 
pleasure  to  the  announcement  of  the  noble 
Lord's  intention  to  introduce  a  measure 
respecting  a  maximum  rate  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause he  (Mr.  Grogan)  believed  that  such 
a  measure  would  induce  capitalists  to  pur- 
chase property  in  Ireland,  and  thereby 
stimulate  the  industry  of  the  country.  Bu^ 
a  perusal  of  this  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord, 
had  made  him  a  decided  opponent  of  any 
such  measure.  The  Bill  had  now  been 
before  the  House  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  the  public  at  large  were  acquainted 
with  its  provisions;  but  had  it  stopped  the 
tide  of  emigration  flowing  from  Ireland  ? 
Every  hon.  Gentleman  connected  with  that 
country  was  aware  that  tide  was  moving 
onward  with  accumulated  force.  He  had 
arrived  at  a  conclusion  the  very  opposite  to 
that  arrived  at  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Cork;  for  he  believed  that,  in- 
stead of  giving  confidence  to  capitalists  to 
purchase  land  in  Ireland,  it  would  even 
frighten  away  those  who  were  at  present 
unfortunately  owners  of  land  in  Ireland. 
This  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  contained  a 
principle  exactly  the  reverse  of  that  which 
was  in  force  in  England.  Tliis  country 
had  adopted  what  was  called  **  the  rate-iii- 
aid  system;"  but  the  courts  of  law  had 
decided  that  before  such  a  rate  could  be 
levied  for  the  relief  of  any  district,  the  re- 
sources of  that  district  must  have  been 


thoroughly  exhausted.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  should  decide  on 
taking  the  sense  of  the  House  on  his 
Amendment,  he  should  certainly  have  his 
(Mr.  Grogan 's)  support. 

Sir  D.  NORREYS  expressed  bis  be- 
lief that,  had  the  maximum  rate  been  in- 
troduced into  Ireland  before  the  famine  of 
last  year,  it  would  have  tended  to  prevent 
the  emigration  now  going  on;  it  would 
have  prevented  the  scenes  taking  place 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  of  1,500  or  2,000 
people  being  turned  away  from  the  work- 
houses, for  it  would  have  covered  the  most 
extreme  cases  that  had  occurred.  Out  of 
the  130  unions  in  Ireland  there  was  not 
one  in  which  more  than  7b.  in  the  pound 
had  been  collected;  and  there  were  only 
seven  in  which  5s.  in  the  pound  was  ex- 
pended. He  believed  that  there  were 
only  II  out  of  the  130  unions  in  which  7«. 
in  the  pound  was  expended;  and  there 
only  24  in  which  5s.  in  the  pound  was  ex- 
pended. Surely  these  figures  went  to 
show  that  this  measure  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  crush  Ireland  in  the 
manner  described  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posed to  the  Bill.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  spoken  against  the  measure,  because, 
in  their  opinion,  a  maximum  rate  of  7s*  in 
the  pound  was  calculated  to  destroy  all 
confidence- in  the  owners  of  land  in  Ireland, 
and  would  deter  capitalists  from  making 
purchases  in  Ireland;  but  he  should  like 
to  be  informed  how  an  unlimited  extent  of 
liability  was  likely  to  inspire  confidence. 
The  arguments  of  the  opponents  of  this 
measure  appeared  to  him  to  be  mysterious; 
he  could  not  possibly  comprehend  them. 
He  really  believed  that  the  absence  of 
such  a  measure  as  this  had  inflicted  im- 
mense injury  on  Ireland.  The  great  evil 
under  which  that  country  laboured  -was 
want  of  confidence;  but  he  firmly  believed 
that  this  measure  would  restore  to  that 
afflicted  land  such  a  degree  of  confidence 
as  would  restore  to  her  prosperity  and 
happiness.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  argued 
that  this  measure  would  have  a  demoral- 
ising tendency,  but  he  was  decidedly  of  a 
contrary  opinion.  He  believed  that  it 
would  improve  the  moral  condition  of  Ire- 
land, which  the  present  system  had  ren- 
dered most  deplorable.  The  maximum 
rate  appeared  to  be  absolutely  necessarj 
to  preserve  the  lives  of  the  poor  popnla- 
tion.  How  many  farmers  formerly  com- 
paratively wealthy  had  been  driven  from 
their  property  by  these  increasing  rates  f 
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And  was  it  not  natural,  when  a  man  saw 
the  rates  rising  and  running  up  around 
him  as  they  did  in  the  years  1847  and 
1848,  that  he  should  feel  it  was  hopeless 
to  attempt  to  stem  the  current?  As  to 
the  difficulties  started  by  hon.  Members 
about  the  probability  of  extravagaq^  and 
useless  expenditure  being  the  consequence 
of  a  rate  in  aid,  he  considered  that  their 
best  security  against  that  lay  in  the  in- 
terest which  the  ratepayers,  the  guardians 
inckisive,  had  in  keeping  the  amount  down. 
>?ay,  he  believed  that  the  effect  of  a  maxi- 
mum rate  being  fixed,  would  be  to  engage 
the  poor  themselves  in  seeing  the  poor- 
laws  economically  administered  in  the  dis- 
trict, and  that  for  their  own  sake.  He 
confessed  that  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  was  morally  degraded,  and  that 
there  was  no  hope  of  elevatuig  their  moral 
position  until,  by  securing  property  from 
unlimited  liabilities,  they  encouraged  the 
return  of  capital,  with  confidence  to  the 
country,  and  the  revival  of  its  commercial 
and  agricultural  concerns ;  and  that  such 
was  likely  to  be  the  effect  of  this  Bill  was 
his  firm  belief,  and  therefore  he  should 
support  it. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  expressed  his  regret 
that  through  so  long  a  debate  as  had  taken 
place  that  night,  no  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  risen  to  explain  or  defend  their 
views  as  to  the  working  of  this  clause.  He 
was  opposed  to  the  proposal  of  Her.  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  But  while  he  was 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  a  rate  in  aid,  of 
wluch  he  should  say  more  when  the  clause 
came  before  the  House,  he  said  he  felt  in- 
clined to  support  the  Bill,  not  for  the  re- 
medy which  it  proposed,  but  for  the  valu- 
able admission  in  regard  to  an  existing 
evil  which  it  involved.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  now  virtually  said  by  this  Bill, 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  and  all  the 
moneyed  interests  necessary  to  the  well- 
being  of  the  country,  had  been  all  but 
ruined  by  the  system  of  taxation  hitherto 
enforced,  and  they  proposed  therefore  to 
^x  a  maximum  rate.  He  said  it  was  an 
undoubted  principle,  now  virtually  ad- 
mitted by  the  Government,  that  taxation 
had  a  limit  beyond  which  the  effect  of  it 
was  to  destroy  production;  and  hitherto 
his  objection  to  the  poor-law  in  Ireland  had 
been  the  mode  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  chosen  to  have  it  adminis- 
tered. He  believed  no  one  could  read  the 
papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  without  seeing  that  the  evils  of 
tho  coiintry  were  aggravated,  nay,  that 


three-fourths  of  the  distress  had  been  oc- 
casioned, by  the  levying  of  the  rates  im- 
posed under  the  poor-law.  Indeed,  there 
was  no  parallel  to  be  found  to  their  proce- 
dure in  Ireland  for  the  raising  of  the  poor- 
rate,  except  in  the  despotic  measures 
adopted  by  Mehemct  Ali  to  raise  the  sums 
he  chose  to  demand  from  the  Fellahs  of 
Egypt.  The  consequence  was  that  the 
tenants  were  broken  down,  their  cattle 
were  being  swept  away,  and  poverty  was 
increased  in  amount  and  aggravated  in 
character,  under  the  pretence  of  relieving 
the  distress  of  the  country.  He  believed, 
if  the  poor-law  had  never  been  passed,  and 
if  the  country  had  been  left  to  struggle 
through  the  season  of  famine  at  which  it 
arrived,  deriving  such  aid  as  it  could  from 
the  good  feeling  its  condition  was  likely  to 
excite,  it  would  have  been  in  an  infinitely 
better  state  than  it  now  was  in.  Such  was 
the  opinion  he  had  risen  to  state.  He  would 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  a  maximum 
rate,  but  he  did  not  go  to  the  extent  of  ap- 
proving of  a  rate  in  aid  in  the  union  district. 
Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat,  complained  that  no  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  risen  to 
explain  their  views  as  to  this  clause,  he 
should  remind  him  that  this  was  an  ad- 
journed debate,  and  that  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  stated  in 
great  detail  his  opinions  the  other  day  in 
respect  of  this  very  clause,  so  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  in  full  possession  of  the  views 
of  the  Government.  He  said  he  had  lis- 
tened with  some  curiosity  to  hear  whether 
any  answer  would  be  given  to  the  clear 
and  able  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gavan;  but  he  had  heard  nothing  at  all  to 
interfere  with  the  definite  impression  which 
his  statements  were  calculated  to  make. 
Looking  to  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  there  were  two  ways  of  viewing  it-^ 
first,  as  it  was  supported  or  not  by  prece- 
dents; or,  secondly,  as  it  rested  on  certain 
peculiar  grounds  specially  connected  with 
the  present  circumstances  of  the  country. 
As  to  precedents  for  the  Bill,  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  there  was  no  precedent  for  a 
fixed  maximum  rate  on  which  the  Bill  could 
be  rested.  The  only  precedent,  as  far  as 
he  was  aware,  was  that  supplied  by  the 
highway  rates  in  England.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men would  be  aware  that  a  maximum  per 
centage  was  fixed  for  that  rate,  beyond 
which,  unless  for  certain  special  consider- 
ations, it  could  not  be  levied.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  a  precedent  which  could  be 
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adduced  in  justification  of  this  Bill;  the 
two  cases  were  different.  The  only  other 
precedent  was  that  adverted  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,  who  refer- 
red to  it  as  proving  the  complete  failure  of 
a  maximum  rate  to  meet  the  expenditure 
necessary  in  England.  He  should  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  precise  na- 
ture of  that  case.  He  said  there  never 
was,  under  the  general  poor-law  of  Eng- 
land, any  maximum  rate;  but  he  believed 
there  were  certain  local  Acts  for  the  coun- 
ties of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  fixing  a  maxi- 
mum rate  for  certain  specified  purposes. 
That  rate  was  fixed  about  the  middle  of 
last  century,  when  prices  were  low,  and  it 
was  found  to  work  satisfactorily  for  a  con- 
Biderable  period  of  time.  Towards  the 
end  of  the  century,  years  of  scarcity  suc- 
ceeded, and  in  1796  a  general  Act  was 
passed,  giving  power  to  the  counties  he 
had  named  to  exceed  the  limits  previously 
fixed  for  the  rating.  That  was  a  year  of 
peculiar  scarcity,  the  one,  he  believed,  in 
which  Mr.  Burke  wrote  his  TJtoughts  upon 
Scarcity,  Afterward,  a  further  change 
occurred,  and  about  the  year  1812,  when 
the  depreciation  of  the  currency  was  great- 
est, this  fixed  rate  again  failed  to  work 
•satisfactorily.  But  no  wonder  that  it  fail- 
ed, for  it  was  fixed  when  prices  were  low, 
and  then  was  inadequate  in  a  time  of  scar- 
city. In  the  present  case,  however,  they 
were,  in  a  time  of  scarcity,  proposing  to 
fix  a  rate  which,  for  amount,  was  not  likely 
to  become  inapplicable  to  the  circumstances 
of  future  years.  Abandoning  precedents 
as  the  support  of  the  Bill,  and  viewing  it 
as  resting  on  its  own  peculiar  ground,  he 
came  to  ask  what  those  grounds  were? 
After  a  series  of  years  in  which  the  potato 
crop  had  failed  in  Ireland,  when  the  west- 
em  and  poorer  parts  of  the  country  had 
been  afflicted  by  a  succession  of  years  of 
scarcity,  and  also  when  a  series  of  high  rates 
hod  been  exacted  from  a  very  wretched 
population  for  the  amelioration  of  that 
scarcity,  it  was  found  that  a  state  of  panic 
was  occasioned,  that  lands  were  no  longer 
tilled,  that  tenants  left  their  homes,  some 
for  America,  others  for  different  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  as  many  as  could  to  cross 
the  water  for  this  country.  The  land- 
lords could  not  get  their  rents,  and 
in  many  instances  the  state  of  the  land 
almost  resembled  the  devastation  caused 
by  an  invading  army.  Such  a  state  of 
things  was  unexampled  even  in  Ireland. 
It  became  necessary,  therefore,  both  for 
{fovernmout  and  for  Parliament  to  apply  a 


remedy,  and  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  case  appeared  to  be  to  fix  a  limit  be* 
yond  which  the  poor-rate  could  not  be  le» 
vied;  for  hitherto  it  seemed  as  if  an  an** 
limited  poor-rate  had  discouraged  agricuU 
ture.  By  the  advice,  then,  of  the  Poor 
Law  ^Commissioners,  and  those  who  were 
possessed  of  experience.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposed  to  Parliament  luch 
a  limited  rate  as  would  in  their  opinioii 
give  confidence  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
districts,  while  it  was  left  sufficiently  large 
to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  country. 
For  5s»  was  an  amount  countenanced  bj 
previous  experience  in  the  country,  where, 
although  in  some  cases  a  greater  ezpendi* 
ture  had  been  incurred,  a  larger  rate  had 
seldom  been  collected,  and  he  doubted 
whether,  if  the  distress  had  continued 
without  a  maximum  rate  being  fixed,  m 
larger  amount  would  have  been  levied. 
5$,,  therefore,  had  been  determined  on  as 
the  maximum  in  the  electoral  divisions, 
with  2s.  in  aid  in  the  union,  and  this  extra 
rate  was  not  likely  to  be  called  for  the 
sooner  because  it  had  been  proYided  for 
in  the  Bill.  He  said  that  many  of  the 
objections  which  were  urged  to  different 
heads  of  the  Bill  implied  a  variety  of 
questions  which  it  was  necessary  to 
have  settled  before  they  could  proeeed 
to  determine  as  to  the  propriety  of 
passing  the  Bill.  One  of  those  ques- 
tions was,  whether  thoy  were  legislat- 
ing on  the  assumption  that  the  present 
state  of  famine  was  to  continue,  or  on  the 
assumption  that  they  were  to  have  the 
ordinary  production  of  food  in  the  country. 
He  thought  they  must  legislate  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  ordinary  production  of 
the  potato  crop  would  be  restored.  They 
could  not  assume  the  continued  faDure  of 
the  potato  crop,  for  if  they  were  to  sup- 
pose a  continuous  state  of  scarcity,  the 
supposition  was  one  that  would  defeat  all 
calculations,  and  it  woidd  be  impossible  in 
such  circumstances  to  say  what  amount  of 
rates  might  be  required  to  meet  the  dis* 
tress.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  only 
ground  on  which  they  could  pass  a  per- 
manent measure  for  the  poor  of  Ireland 
was  to  assume  that  the  ordinary  state  of 
things  would  be  restored,  and  that  the 
earth  would  yield  its  increase  as  hither- 
to. Upon  that  assumption  he  eould  not 
but  think  that  the  fears  expressed  re- 
lative to  the  sufficiency  of  the  five- 
shilling  and  the  two-shilling  rates  were 
greatly  exaggerated.  Looking  at  the  years 
previous  to  the  year  I84d«  and  looking  at 


H6 


Poor  BAUf 


{Jove  25} 


(IrOmd)  Bin. 


84« 


the  obarftoter  of  i,he  Irish  poor-Uw,  which 
impoBad  great  restrictions  upon  outdoor 
relief,  resiriotions  greater  than  were  im- 
posed by  the  English  poor-law,  he  thought 
the  alarm  was  exaggeratod.  As  to  the 
state  of  exhaustion  in  which  the  western 
unions  were  found,  he  hogged  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  witnesses  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee  dwelt  almost 
exolusivelj  upon  the  effect  of  a  succession 
of  years  of  famine.  It  was  not  the  first 
year,  or  the  second,  which  brought  on  the 
present  distress:  it  was  a  succession  of 
years  of  distress  which  had  destroyed  their 
resources  and  exhausted  their  powers,  comr 
mercial  and  bodily.  The  reasons,  there- 
fore, for  such  remedial  measures  as  would 
restore  confidence  and  revive  agriculture 
were  never  stronger.  It  was  necessary 
for  them  to  consider  whether  they  could 
infuse  energy  into  the  people,  and  activity 
and  confidence  into  the  ordinary  pursuits 
of  the  nation.  Ho  did  not  mean  to  say, 
that  the  one  Act  before  them  was  to  be 
successful  in  producing  those  results  which 
could  only  be  attained  by  a  combination  of 
useful  measures  (  but  he  did  think  that  this 
BiU  was  an  important  contribution  towards 
such  an  end.  But  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Radnorshire  stated  his  opinion  to  be 
that  the  poor-law  had  been  the  cause  of 
the  present  distress  of  Ireland,  he  must  be 
permitted  to  say  that  he  could  not  look 
upon  that  opinion  as  other  than  a  paradox. 
He  could  not  see  by  what  possible  chain 
of  reasoning  he  could  have  brought  himself 
io  believe  that  the  relief  extended  to  the 
people  in  the  workhouses  and  out  of  them 
by  the  distribution  of  funds  on  the  strictest 
and  most  economical  principles,  so  as,  in 
the  opiniop  of  some,  it  was  not  thought  to 
be  sufficient,  was  the  cause  of  the  distress 
now  actually  existing  in  the  country.  He 
was  speaking  of  relief  under  the  poor-law, 
and  not  under  the  Labour  Rate  Act.  It 
had  been  said,  that  the  relief  given  was 
not  sufficient— that  the  portion  of  relief 
doled  out  to  the  poor  was  not  enough  for 
their  maintenance.  Whether  that  were 
true  he  would  not  take  upon  himself  to  de- 
eide;  but  the  distribution  of  relief  had  been 
made  with  the  laudable  desire  of  relieving 
ae  large  a  number  as  possible.  The  diffi- 
culty had  arisen  from  the  task  imposed 
upon  the  distributors  of  relief  of  choosing, 
among  a  large  body  of  persons,  all  of 
whom  were  almost  in  a  state  of  starvation, 
%  limited  portion  to  whom  that  relief  should 
be  afforded.  That  it  should  be  maintained, 
the  rate  had  been  levied  upon  rep 


luctant  ratepayers,  sometimes  by  distraia- 
ing  their  cattle  and  household  furniture-rr 
cases  which  often  of  necessity  occur  in 
England  as  well  as  in  Ireland — that  be^ 
cause  that  extreme  remedy  had  been  somor 
times  resorted  to,  it  should  be  maintained 
that  the  general  result  of  the  poor-law  in 
Ireland  had  been  not  to  relieve  distress, 
but  to  aggravate  it,  appeared  to  him  an  as* 
sertion  not  only  contrary  to  all  reason  an4 
probability,  but  one  that  was  contradicted 
by  the  most  decisive  experience. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  considered  the  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  clause  the  most  imporr 
tant  principle  in  the  Bill.  It  involved,  ia 
fact,  the  whole  principle  of  the  poor-law. 
It  was  acknowledged  that  every  hope  of 
amendment  both  of  the  poor-law,  and,  he 
might  say,  of  Ireland,  depended  upon  the 
maximum  rate  which  was  now  proposed; 
and  therefore  he  could  not  think  it  desira- 
ble to  discuss  this  clause  alone,  but  the  5». 
maximum  rate  following  the  2$.  union 
rate,  and  then  what  further  provision  was 
intended  to  be^made  for  the  poor.  He 
had  heard  with  great  regret  the  admission 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hereford- 
shire, that  they  must  depend  upon  the  re- 
vival of  the  potato  culture.  Consider- 
ing the  immense  opportunities  now  afforded 
for  restoring  a  better  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  to  get  out  of  present  difficulties 
by  a  restoration  of  the  potato,  would,  in 
his  opinion,  afford  a  roost  disgraceful  pio- 
ture  of  our  statesmanship.  The  poor-law, 
it  was  stated,  had  borne  down  all  classes. 
The  landlord  was  ruined,  the  tenant  in  a 
state  of  famine,  and  the  land  uncultivated. 
It  was  necessary  to  repair  this  state  of 
things  by  giving  confidence  to  agriculture, 
and  by  encouraging  capitalists  to  invest 
money  in  the  country,  and  in  this  respect 
to  assist  the  operation  of  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Act.  Such  was  the  objeet;  but 
the  House  had  not  been  told  how  the  ob- 
ject was  to  be  accomplished.  They  saw 
the  object;  they  knew  the  means  pro- 
posed to  be  applied;  but  they  had  not 
been  shown  the  relation  in  which  those 
means  stood  to  it.  There  was  to  be  a 
maximum  and  union  rate.  Now,  it  would 
be  found  that  an  immense  preponderance 
of  the  evidence  was  against  this  proposal. 
Of  forty-eight  witnesses  examined  before 
the  Committee,  thirty-three  were  examined 
upon  the  maximum  and  union  rate,  of 
whom  nine  were  either  Government  com- 
missioners or  inspectors,  and  of  those  nine, 
seven  were  against  and  only  two  for  it. 
Upon  the  whole,  fourteen  to  four  of  thofte 
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not  employed  by  Government,  and  seven 
to  twro  of  those  employed  by  Government, 
were  opposed  to  the  measure  contained  in 
the  Bill.  Yet  his  hon.  Friend,  notwith- 
standing this  evidence,  stated  the  Bill  was 
determined  upon,  because  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  and  parties  having  most 
local  knowledge,  were  in  favour  of  it.  In 
fact,  the  measure  was  condemned  by  a 
great  majority  of  the  witnesses.  And, 
taking  it  as  a  whole,  it  was  liable  to  seve- 
ral very  serious  objections.  In  the  first 
place,  it  misconceived  entirely  the  princi- 
ple of  a  poor-law;  in  the  next  place,  it 
violated  the  principle  of  a  poor-law;  and, 
lastly,  when  it  proposed  a  maximum  rate 
and  a  union  rate,  it  abrogated  the  principle 
of  a  poor-law.  The  first  objection  to  a 
maximum  was,  that  it  mistook  both  the  evil 
and  the  remedy.  It  was  thought  to  provide 
a  remedy  when  it  had  reduced  the  rate;  the 
fact  being,  that  the  value  of  the  reduction 
depended  upon  the  means  by  which  it  was 
brought  about.  If  the  rate  were  reduced 
by  reducing  pauperism,  the  advantage  was 
certain  and  clear;  but  if  the  rate  were  re- 
duced whilst  pauperism  was  increasing, 
the  remedy  was  artificial,  delusive,  and 
unsound.  Capitalists  were  keensighted 
enough  to  see  this;  and  the  House  might 
depend  upon  it  they  would  not  be  attract- 
ed by  the  mere  promise  of  a  maximum 
which  might  turn  out  to  be  delusive. 
Then,  as  to  the  union  rate,  it  violated 
the  principle  of  a  poor-law  founded 
upon  local  responsibility  and  control. 
Some  of  the  most  intelligent  witnesses, 
and  some  employed  by  the  Government  in 
the  administration  of  the  law,  showed  the 
evils  which  would  attend  it  in  electoral  di- 
visions, if  it  was  run  up  to  5*.  When 
that  took  place,  all  disposition  to  econo- 
mise would  be  lost.  Mr.  Senior  agreed  in 
this  opinion;  and  he  added  that  a  maxi- 
mum would  destroy  all  motive  to  industry 
in  the  labourer,  in  the  guardian  all  dispo- 
sition to  vigilance  and  economy,  and  that 
adequate  means  of  control  would  be  at  an 
end.  All  the  witnesses  concurred  in  say- 
ing that  the  maximum  could  not  be  kept, 
that  it  must  be  passed,  and  that  the  rate- 
payers who  trusted  to  it  would  be  taken  in. 
But  all  their  evidence  proceeded  upon  the 
belief  that  the  principles  of  a  poor-law 
were  to  be  observed  in  this  respect,  that 
we  were  to  be  faithful  to  the  principle  of 
giving  relief  to  the  poor.  They  supposed 
that  when  the  6s,  and  the  2s,  were  ex- 
luted,  legal  provision  for  the  poor  would 
l^m  some  other  source.    But  the 


Legislature  took  no  further  charge  of 
them.  It  turned  out,  then,  that  the  maxi- 
mum was  not  a  maximum  of  rate,  but  a 
maximum  of  relief;  and  the  poor  were  to 
fall  upon  casual  charity.  Now,  it  was  the 
evils  and  inconveniences  of  casual  charity 
that  had  compelled  Parliament  to  pass  the 
poor-law.  Since  that  period  the  relieving 
powers  of  districts  had  been  diminished. 
They  had  been  impoverished  by  the  poor- 
law;  and  the  fact  of  a  maximum  proved 
that  their  poor-sustaining  powers  were  ex- 
hausted. Did  the  House,  then,  consider 
what  it  was  called  upon  to  do,  by  abrogat- 
ing the  poor-law,  as  it  would  be  when  the 
Is,  rate  was  exhausted  ?  They  were  now 
repealing  the  beneficent  Act  of  Elizabeth, 
which  said  that  every  man  was  entitled 
to  relief  or  to  work.  That  law  had  been 
proved  by  experience  in  England;  and  it 
had  lately  been  extended  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland.  Upon  what  principle  could  the 
House  say  it  was  right  to  ensure  the  poor 
man  should  be  relieved  up  fo  the  7s.  point, 
and  say  afterwards  that  relief  was  not  just 
and  necessary  ?  If  relief  was  given  upon 
the  principle  that  his  life  ought  to  be  pre- 
served by  public  charity  when  he  had  no 
means  of  his  own,  why  should  not  that 
principle  be  extended  when  the  arbitrary 
point  of  7s.  had  been  reached?  Irish 
Gentlemen  would  tell  the  House  they  were 
indebted  to  it  for  new  discoveries  in  statis- 
tics. They  knew,  now,  what  was  the' 
population,  their  occupation  and  pursuits, 
and  the  duration  of  life,  and  it  only  re- 
mained to  see  what  was  the  average  value 
of  life.  According  to  this  measure,  the 
average  value  of  life  was  worth  7«.  It 
was  not  worth  7s.  6d.  Seven  shillings 
was  the  poor-law  value  of  the  pauper;  at 
three  half-crowns  he  was  knocked  down  to 
the  undertaker.  And  this  beneficent  provi- 
sion was  enacted — for  what?  Why,  really, 
to  tempt  English  speculators  to  buy  Irii^ 
land.  Their  identification  with  this  measure 
was  to  give  a  wholesome  security  to  their 
estates.  But  just  see  the  difficulty  they  got 
into.  The  object  of  the  poor-law,  then,  was 
twofold:  the  giving  of  relief,  and  the  secu- 
rity of  property.  The  evils  attending  upon 
any  poor-law  wore  so  great,  that  motiveB  of 
humanity  alone  would  not  justify  them  in 
encountering  such  tremendous  dangers, 
but  public  policy  compelled  it.  He  really 
believed  that  if  there  was  anything  which 
could  make  the  position  of  English  settlers 
in  Ireland  odious  and  intolerable,  it  would 
be  their  relation  to  this  measure.  The 
purchaser,  with  this  Bill  in  hia  hand  aa  a 
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letter  of  introduction  to  his  new  tenants, 
i¥ould  be  looked  upon  as  the  concocter  of 
the  measure.  They  would  represeut  him 
as  having  made  the  annihilation  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  population  as  part  of  his  con- 
tract. He  would  not  be  looked  upon  with 
a  welcome.  Instead  of  the  old  English 
motto  of  **  live  and  let  live,"  his  motto,  as 
they  would  represent  it,  would  be  **  live 
and  let  die.'*  This  was  all  for  the  purpose 
of  attracting  capital  and  enterprise;  and 
well  it  might  be  called  enterprise,  for  a 
man  would  indeed  be  enterprising  to  trust 
his  fortune  and  person  upon  such  terms. 
He,  therefore,  repeated  his  objections  to  a 
maximum,  as  violating  the  principle  of  a 
poor-law,  and  destroying  local  responsi- 
bility economy,  and  control,  and  as  abro- 
gating the  poor-law  altogether,  when,  the 
point  of  7s,  having  been  reached,  there 
was  no  further  provision  for  the  poor.  But 
he  went  further;  not  only  was  the  maxi- 
mum indefensible,  but  one  of  the  causes 
from  which  followed  all  the  evils  under 
which  every  class  in  Ireland  was  suffering, 
arose  from  the  breaking  down  of  the  poor- 
law;  and  it  behoved  the  House  carefully, 
deliberately,  and  cautiously  to  examine  the 
causes  of  it,  and  the  mode  by  which  they 
could  be  amended.  From  the  first  day  in 
which  it  had  been  introduced  into  Ireland, 
now  twelve  years  ago,  there  had  not  been  one 
•ingle  important  fact  of  legislation  connected 
with  it  that  had  not  been  unjust  to  Ireland, 
and  not  creditable  to  the  wisdom  of  Eng- 
lish legislation.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Radnorshire,  who 
said  that  without  a  poor-law  the  famine 
would  not  have  destroyed  all  germ  of  im- 
provement. Without  a  poor-law  they 
would  not  have  had  tenants  flying  away 
with  capital,  and  land  left  uncultivated; 
but  when  the  famine  had  gone  by  they 
might  have  had  hopes  of  improvement, 
which  had  been  diminished  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  poor-rates.  It  was  full  of  evils 
and  mischiefs,  which  must  be  counteracted 
by  other  provisions.  The  two  most  indis- 
pensable conditions  of  the  safe  working  of 
a  poor-law  were  an  efiicient  test,  and  a 
concomitant  field  of  independent  labour. 
Could  these  be  found  in  Ireland?  The 
law  was  introduced  into  Ireland,  partly 
because  the  English  were  determined  that 
the  Irish  should  maintain  their  own  poor, 
and  partly  because  it  was  alleged  that  the 
obligation  to  feed  the  population  would  in- 
duce the  proprietors  to  give  employment. 
Bat  there  were  parties  in  this  country  who 
denounced  the  measure  as  certain  to  beg- 


gar the  proprietors,  and  drag  down  all 
classes  into  one  common  ruin.  The  pre- 
sent Archbishop  of  Dublin  was  one  of 
those  who  gave  out  the  intimations  which 
were  now  in  course  of  fulfilment.  Appa- 
rently from  carelessness  and  ignorance, 
the  British  Legislature  left  out  altogether 
every  one  of  those  proper  precautions  with- 
out which  the  law  must  be  entirely  neutra- 
lised. A  test  was  the  only  security  for  the 
safe  working  of  the  poor-law;  and  it  im- 
plied that  the  condition  of  the  pauper  could 
be  made  less  desirable  than  that  of  the 
independent  labourer.  A  workhouse  test 
was  the  only  effective  test  which  had  been 
yet  devised.  It  followed,  then,  that  there 
could  be  no  economy  so  wasteful,  so  de- 
plorable, and  so  unstatosmanlike  as  to 
enact  a  poor-law,  and  grudge  the  expense 
of  an  adequate  number  of  workhouses. 
The  number  of  workhouses  must  depend 
upon  the  social  condition  of  the  people. 
Where  the  population  was  in  a  low  state 
of  poverty,  and  self-reliance  least  estab- 
lished, particular  provision  must  be  made, 
and  extreme  precaution  taken,  for  careful 
and  economical  administration,  especially 
by  such  a  number  of  workhouses  as  should 
make  the  application  of  the  test  at  all 
times  immediately  available.  He  said, 
then,  to  extend  the  English  poor-law  to 
Ireland,  without  the  precautions  for  se- 
curity taken  in  England,  was  intolerable. 
In  England,  all  the  districts  of  administra- 
tion were  of  moderate  size;  in  Ireland, 
they  were  made  of  a  perfectly  unmanage- 
able size.  In  England  there  were  600  work- 
houses; in  Ireland  the  Government  that 
introduced  the  poor-law  proposed  to  begin 
with  only  15.  Although  the  commissioners 
stated,  in  their  report,  there  were  nearly 
three  millions  of  poor  people  dependent  for 
a  certain  portion  of  the  year  upon  alms, 
that  was  stated  in  Parliament  as  a  reason 
for  limiting  the  workhouse  accommodation 
to  80,000.  Thus,  the  workhouses  of  Ire- 
land were  built  in  the  inverse  ratio  of  her 
pauperism.  Here,  then,  lay  the  root  of 
all  the  evil.  Suppose  we  had  the  poor-law 
in  England  without  an  efficient  test,  in 
what  condition  should  we  be  ?  It  would  not 
be  endured  a  single  day.  Yet  it  was  our 
poor-law  without  an  efficient  test  that  had 
been  given  to  Ireland.  In  England  the 
poor-law  was  associated  with  the  habits 
and  feelings  of  the  people.  The  people 
were  practised  in  its  administration.  The 
country  was  rich.  The  paupers  were  in- 
significant in  proportion  to  the  property  of 
the  country;  and  the  labouring  popidation 
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was  brought  up  in  habits  of  eomparative  in- 
dustry and  self* reliance.  Yet  even  in  £ng- 
land»  with  all  these  advantages,  the  poor- 
rateswere  an  increasing  burden,  and  the  law 
was  a  subject  of  anxiety  to  thoughtful  men. 
What,  on  tho  othor  hand,  was  tho  state  of 
Ireland  ?  In  Ireland,  there  were  no  men 
practised  in  the  administration  of  the  poor- 
law;  pauperism  was  excessive;  the  popula- 
tion were  of  an  unmanageable  character, 
brought  up  in  no  habits  of  self-reliance, 
and  having  no  field  for  employment.  In 
England  there  were  584  workhouses;  in 
Ireland,  131.  In  England  the  unions 
areraged 54,000 acres;  in  Ireland,  147,000. 
In  England  the  population  in  unions  aver- 
aged 25,000;  in  Ireland,  62,000.  In  Eng- 
land the  area  of  parishes  averaged  2,000 
acres,  with  a  population  of  1,200;  whilst 
in  Ireland  the  electoral  divisions  averaged 
9,000  acres,  with  a  population  of  4,000. 
In  England  there  was  every  advantage  of 
sise,  wealth,  intelligence,  independence, 
employment,  habit,  and  industry,  yet  there 
was  difficulty;  but  in  Ireland,  whilst  mak- 
ing the  districts  of  unmanageable  size,  they 
were  denied  the  advantage  and  security  of 
a  test.  Even  if  the  districts  were  made 
the  same  size  in  both  countries,  the  diffi^ 
oulty  would  be  greater  in  Ireland  than  in 
England;  but  when  there  was  added  such 
other  defective  arrangements  as  those  he 
had  stated,  did  it  not  follow  that  what  was 
not  easy  in  England,  must  become  impos- 
sible in  Ireland — that  what  was  dangerous 
in  England,  became  utterly  destructive  and 
ruinous  in  Ireland  ?  Agreeing  then  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Radnor- 
shire, ho  doubted  extremely  whether  Ire- 
land was  fit  for  the  poor-law  at  tho  time  it 
was  given  to  her.  The  potato  cultivation 
had  given  her  an  enormous  redundancy  of 
population;  and  she  was  in  that  state  in 
which  she  could  not  support  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  people  without  pauperism.  A 
poor-law  hfltd  two  objects — the  relief  of 
destitution,  and  the  security  of  property. 
A  poor-law  was  good  where  healthy  em- 
ployment was  the  normal  condition  of  the 
people;  but  it  was  not  tho  institution  by 
which  a  transition  was  to  be  brought  about. 
It  was  very  well  to  say  that  property  must 
support  poyei*ty;  for  whatever  might  have 
been  th^ir  relation  in  1837,  they  were 
Tery  mnch  altered  in  1849.  When  pro- 
perty had  been  decreasing  and  poverty  in- 
asing,  to  meet  a  famine  by  nothing  but 
"law,  was  only  to  consign  property 
ion,  and  poverty  to  death.  With 
t  population,  he  considered  this 


poor-law  was  socialism.  It  was  soeialism, 
which ,  in  spite  of  all  our  artifices  of  maximum 
and  union  rates,  would  prevent  either  proprier 
tors  or  occupiers  from  cultivating  the  soiL 
He  could  not  conclude  without  stating  that 
the  poor-law  being  in  Ireland,  must  be  kept. 
He  did  not  think  it  ought  to  be  destroyed. 
We  must  make  the  best  of  it;  and  the 
question  was  how?  There  was  only  one 
mode,  so  far  as  he  could  see.  Let  it  be 
established  upon  sound  principles.  Give 
to  the  population,  the  property,  and  the 
pauperism  of  Ireland,  the  same  securities, 
the  same  restrictions,  and  the  same  advan* 
tages  that  they  had  in  England.  Bring 
about  an  amendment  in  the  law  by  leourf 
ing  the  two  objects  of  employment  to  the 
ablebodied,  and  to  the  destitute  the 
strongest  application  of  the  workhouse  test. 
In  England,  when  the  poor-law  was  amended, 
there  was  a  greater  field  for  employment,  the 
manufacturers  wanted  more  hands,  an  inr 
creased  capital  was  laid  out  in  agriculture, 
and  tho  labourer  for  the  most  part  preferred 
the  honest  and  independent  support  of  wa- 
ges, to  dependence  on  the  degrading  bread 
of  charity.  But  tho  case  was  far  different 
with  Ireland  :  we  could  not  make  the  peti- 
tion of  the  pauper  there  less  desirable  than 
that  of  the  independent  labourer;  the  only 
test  we  could  apply  to  him  was,  his  aver- 
sion to  the  workhouse  restraint;  but  if  tkuLb 
principle  broke  down  in  Ireland,  the  ease 
of  that  country  was  desperate;  for  a  coun- 
try with  a  redundant  population,  and  with 
a  poor-law  without  a  test,  was  utterly  and 
irretrievably  lost.  No  institution  ooidd  be 
so  utterly  unjust  and  unprincipled  as  a 
poor-law  without  a  test.  That  error,  how- 
ever, we  had  committed  towards  Ireland; 
and  if  we  did  not  repair  it,  all  our  reme- 
dies would  bo  shortlived,  and  the  evil  must 
return  upon  us.  We  had  much  to  answer 
for  for  our  carelessness  in  legislating  for 
Ireland;  and  the  responsibility  we  had  in- 
curred had  been  immensely  aggravated 
this  Session  by  the  connivanoe  at  a  greal 
deal  of  bad  legislation  on  the  part  of  the 
English  Members,  who,  feeling  exhaustioii 
and  weariness  on  Irish  subjects,  and  a^xi* 
ous  to  get  rid  of  what  was  odious  and 
troublesome,  had  thrown  the  whole  of  the 
task  on  the  Government;  and  the  Govern- 
ment again  had  found  a  very  favourable 
condition  of  parties  for  carrying  imperfeet 
and  faulty  measures — ^measures  known  to 
be  such  by  many  of  those  who  connived 
at  Uiem;  and  thus,  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  all  sense  of  eonseienoe  and  reepon- 
sibility  had  been  abandoned.     All  hiatorj 
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taught  thai  nothing  was  so  fatal  as  the  re- 
eoU  of  had  legislation ;  and  they  might  de- 
pend upon  it  that  the  Irish  difficulty  would 
not  he  got  rid  of  hy  heing  put  out  of  sight 
for  the  day.  He  had  had  a  feeling  of  ap- 
prehension and  alarm  before;  hut  that  feel- 
ing was  different  now  from  what  it  had 
been  when  he  entered  the  House  that 
evening,  when  he  found  the  Government 
looking  upon  the  revival  of  the  potato  as  a 
means  of  extricating  them  from  all  the 
difficulties  of  Ireland.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  even  now  be  aroused  to  some 
sense  of  the  responsibility  resting  upon  it 
with  regard  to  Ireland;  for  they  might 
rest  assured  that  this  question  would  return 
again  and  again  upon  them;  but  he  did 
not  believe  it  would  ever  again  return, 
giving  such  opportunities  for  dealing  with 
it  in  a  masterly  and  effective  manner,  as 
they  had  had  during  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  I  must  say,  Sir, 
that  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  debate  the 
Gentlemen  representing  Ireland  who  spoke 
on  this  subject,  kept  themselves  closely  to 
the  question  immediately  before  the  House, 
confining  themselves  to  the  consideration, 
not  particularly  to  the  maximum  rate  of 
5s.,  but  whether  or  not  it  is  wise  and  de- 
sirable to  impose  a  maximum  or  limited 
rate  on  the  electoral  division,  with  a  rate 
extending  to  the  union;  and  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  chairman  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  the  Irish  Poor  Law,  made  a  very  able 
and  logical  speech  on  this  proposal,  stating 
very  fairly  that,  when  it  first  came  under 
his  consideration,  he  was  inclined  to  view 
it  unfavourably,  but  that  subsequent  re- 
flection on  the  reasons  he  gave  to  the 
House,  induced  him  to  conclude  that  this 
is  a  measure  which  the  House  ought  to 
adopt.  Now,  I  must  say,  that  the  Eng- 
lish Members  who  have  taken  part  in  this 
discussion,  seem  to  mc  to  have  left  the  ques- 
tion which  is  the  main  subject  of  debate 
this  evening,  and  to  have  gone  into  other 
matters,  no  doubt  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance, but  the  consideration  of  which  will 
hardly  help  us  in  the  consideration  of  tbe 
question  now  before  us.  But  this  applies 
more  especially  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  who  no  doubt  found  it 
very  easy,  on  any  subject  connected  with 
Ireland,  to  say,  **  This  measure  is  defec- 
tive, and  will  not  of  itself  restore  prosper- 
ity to  Ireland.  You  are  going  on  a  wrong 
course;  sec  the  evils  that  have  occurred, 
and  Parliament  and  the  Government  is 
responsible  for  them. "    No  doubt  the  hon. 


Gentleman,  and  those  even  less  able  thaa 
he,  could  all  urge  these  topics  with  very 
groat  effect  and  seeming  advantage  in  de« 
bate;  but  I  must  say,  that,  notwithstand* 
ing  the  ability  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon 
these  points,  he  appears  singularly  mis* 
taken  m  his  history,  and  singularly  ineon- 
sequential  in  his  logic.  He  says,  in  Engo 
land  we  imposed  a  poor-law  with  various 
guards  and  checks,  and  especially  with  a 
test,  whereas  in  Ireland  we  adopted  a  poorw 
law  with  no  test  whatever.  Now,  without 
going  into  a  defence  either  of  the  poor-law 
of  England  or  of  Ireland,  the  plain  histo* 
rical  facts  of  the  case  are,  that  in  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth  a  very  short  law  was  passed, 
stating  that  all  the  impotent  poor  should 
be  relieved,  and  the  ablebodied  poor  set 
to  work.  It  was  about  two  centuries 
afterwards  that  any  provision  was  made 
for  the  workhouse,  and  not  until  the  year 
1834  that  by  the  amended  poor-law  any 
effectual  test  was  applied— -[Mr.  Horsmak: 
I  said  so] — against  indiscriminate  outdoor 
relief  being  given  in  England.  And  what 
was  the  case  with  regard  to  Ireland  ?  So 
far  from  proposing  a  poor-law  without  a 
test,  the  first  thing  that  was  done  was  to 
establish  the  workhouse,  and  then  not  to 
give  relief  excepting  within  the  workhouse. 
But  anybody  ignorant  of  the  history  of 
these  things  would  have  supposed  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  that  in  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth  we  had  workhouses  all  over 
England,  and  in  Ireland  only  unions,  but 
no  workhouses.  Such  is  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man's  history  of  the  poor-law  in  both  coun- 
tries; and  BO  completely  is  it  at  variance 
with  the  fact,  that  one  cannot  wonder  that 
his  reasoning  upon  it  should  not  have  been 
exceedingly  accurate. 

Mk.  HORSMAN:  I  spoke  of  the 
amended  poor-law  in  England,  and  said, 
that  when  we  established  the  poor-law 
in  Ireland,  we  commenced  with  only  fif- 
teen workhouses  altogether.  I  did  not 
refer  to  the  Act  of  Elizabeth. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Had  the  hon. 
Gentleman  been  more  explicit,  one  could 
have  more  easily  understood  on  what  sub- 
ject he  was  speaking;  but  the  fact  is  the 
English  poor-law  had  existed  many  years» 
and  more  especially  with  many  abuses.  It 
existed  from  1796  to  1834  without  any  ef- 
fectual workhouse  test;  and  the  Irish  poor- 
law,  when  first  introduced,  proposed  to  give 
no  relief  excepting  in  the  workhouse;  and 
so  far  from  being  without  any  test  at  all, 
it  actually  laid  down  nothing  but  a  test  as 
the  condition  of  relief.     How,  therefore, 
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the  hon.  Gentleman  makes  the  deduction 
that  in  England  there  was  always  great 
caution  in  the  administration  of  relief,  and 
that  in  Ireland  there  has  heen  no  caution 
or  test  whatever,  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
conceive.  Then  I  come  to  his  argument 
where  it  is  more  especially  applicahle 
to  the  clause  under  immediate  discus- 
sion. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Radnorshire,  although  he  says  he  thinks 
the  introduction  of  poor-law  relief  into  Ire- 
land has  been  a  misfortune  to  that  country, 
nevertheless  says,  that  if  there  is  to  be  a 
poor-law,  he  would  rather  have  the  poor- 
rate  extending  to  Is,,  but  limited  to  that 
amount,  than  have  the  rates  rising  to  20s. 
in  the  pound.  Now,  I  can  perfectly  un- 
derstand that  feeling  on  his  part;  but  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  says  it  is  a 
great  mistake  to  impose  a  limit — that  a 
maximum  of  5s.  or  7^.  ought  not  to  be  es- 
tablished— that  it  is  contrary  to  the  gene- 
ral principle,  and.  mistakes  the  object  of  a 
poor-law.  But  then  he  goes  on  to  say,  that 
it  was  a  mistake  altogether  to  introduce 
the  poor-laws  into  Ireland;  and  therefore, 
although  he  considers  it  a  great  fault  to 
limit  the  relief  in  Ireland  to  an  amount  no 
greater  than  75.,  yet  he  has  no  objection  to 
adopt  the  plan  of  giving  no  relief  whatever. 
He  proposes  in  the  first  place  that  it  should 
be  20;.  in  the  pound,  and  then  he  would 
have  that  20^.  in  the  pound  reduced  to  no- 
thing at  all.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that 
that  is  not  a  very  logical  view  for  any  one 
to  take  on  a  question  like  this.  But,  with 
regard  to  the  limitation  of  relief,  I  think 
the  matter  stands  pretty  much  on  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  placed  it  to-night,  and  on  which  I 
placed  it  myself  in  a  previous  discussion. 
He  states,  with  regard  to  Ulster  and  Lein- 
ster,  that  the  limitation  would  have  very 
little  effect,  and  shows  that  there  are 
but  very  few  electoral  divisions  where 
the  limitation  would  come  into  opera- 
tion, as  in  most  of  them  a  poor-rate 
of  2».,  3«.,  or  4«.  at  the  highest  was 
imposed.  He  showed,  that  in  the  two 
provinces  of  Ulster  and  Leinster  there 
was  only  one  electoral  division  where 
the  rate  in  1848  exceeded  7s.  in  the 
pound  ;  so  that  it  is  quite  time,  as  he  ar- 
gues, that  with  respect  to  these  two  great 
provinces,  the  limitation  would  have  no 
practical  effect  one  way  or  the  other. 
Well,  then,  with  regard  to  those  parts 
which  we  wish  more  particularly  to  effect, 
I  think  the  question  is,  as  to  whether  we 
shall  obtain  die  advantages  of  a  poor-law 


better  by  the  limitation  of  the  rate,  or  by 
leaving  it  unlimited.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth,  that  the 
advantages  of  a  poor-law  do  not  rest  mere- 
ly on  the  ground  of  humanity;  for  I  think 
that  considerations  of  general  policy — of 
civilisation,  of  order,  and  of  security,  have 
had  a  very  great  influence  at  all  times 
with  those  who  have  enacted  poor-laws. 
But  it  is  evident  that  a  poor-law  must  ut- 
terly fail  if  the  tax  causes  the  discourage- 
ment of  cultivation,  and  preventing  the 
very  means  by  which  the  poor  can  be  sup- 
ported from  existing  and  increasing  in  the 
districts  from  which  it  has  to  be  levied.  I 
think  it  is  evident,  from  what  was  heard 
before  the  Committee,  and  from  the  evi- 
dence that  has  been  received  since,  that 
these  effects  of  discouragment  and  alarm 
at  the  amount  of  the  poor-rate,  have  been 
created  in  the  more  distressed  districts  of 
Ireland.  Therefore,  by  imposing  a  limit, 
some  kind  of  assurance  would  be  given  to 
those  who  cultivate  the  land,  or  become 
the  purchasers  of  it,  that  the  poor-rate 
would  keep  within  the  limits  requisite  to 
enable  them  to  cultivate  with  a  profit. 
And,  if  that  is  the  case,  you  will  obtain 
a  greater  fund  by  which  the  poor  can  be 
relieved,  than  you  would  if  you  do  not  lay 
down  such  a  limit.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cockermouth  said,  this  measure  was  for 
the  purpose  of  introducing  English  enter- 
prise to  undertake  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil ;  but  it  was  with  regard  to  Irish  enter- 
prise and  Irish  farmers  that  great  alarm 
had  been  raised,  and  in  whom  it  was  wish- 
ed that  confidence  should  be  established ; 
so  that,  so  far  from  this  being  a  plan  to 
introduce  English  speculation,  it  was  to 
give  Irish  security  and  Irish  confidence  to 
those  who  owned  and  cultivated  the  land. 
But  I  also  stated  before  that  an  unlimited 
amount  of  poor-rate  does  not  secure  an 
unlimited  amount  of  relief,  for  although 
the  whole  is  nominally  the  amount  of  the 
rate,  that  will  not  enable  you  to  raise 
above  Ss.  or  4s.  at  the  utmost  for  the  pur- 
poses of  relief,  and  what  farther  relief  is 
given  must  be  obtained  from  extraneous 
sources;  so  that  a  limited  rate  will  provide 
more  relief  for  the  poor  than  an  unlimited 
rate  will.  I  will  not  now  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  the  poor-law  in  general.  'It 
is  sufiicient  to  consider  the  clause  at  pre- 
sent under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. That  clause  is  undoubtedly  a 
novelty,  and  I  do  not  recommend  it  on 
the  ground  of  successful  precedents;  bnt  I 
say  that  the  introduction  of  the  poor-law 
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altogether  into  Ireland  has  heen  a  novelty, 
and  that  the'state  of  Ireland  when  it  was 
introduced  was  entirely  different  from  the 
times  of  Eliznheth,  when  the  English 
poor-law  was  introduced.  And  let  us  re- 
collect, although  the  evil  of  a  poor-law,  as 
tho  economists  say,  is,  that  it  produces 
reckless  and  imprudent  marriages,  creat- 
ing an  unhealthy  increase  of  pauper  popu- 
lation, yet  that  without  any  such  laws, 
these  prevailed  in  Ireland  to  a  far  greater 
extent  than  in  England.  While  there 
was  an  improvident  and  ill-administered 
poor-law,  all  the  evils  attendant  on  reck- 
less marriages,  among  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  community,  who,  reckoning  not  cer- 
tainly on  receiving  relief  through  a  poor- 
law,  hut  through  the  medium  of  charity, 
and  those  irregular  modes  of  living  that 
oh  tain  more  or  less  in  any  country  not 
properly  reduced  to  order  and  ohedience  to 
the  law — it  was  into  a  country  already  re- 
duced to  such  a  state  that  the  poor-law 
had  to  he  introduced.  But  I  am  not 
going  to  argue  that  that  measure  was  the 
only  measure  that  could  he  introduced  ; 
nor  is  it  my  purpose  to  contend  that  that 
measure  alone  can  give  prosperity  to  Ire- 
land, or  even  very  materially  contrihute 
towards  effecting  that  ohject.  Still  I 
think  it  is  a  fallacy  to  represent  tlie  mea- 
sure now  before  us  as  the  only  one  that 
Parliament  has  to  consider.  It  is  some- 
what out  of  place  to  speak  now  of  other 
measures  ;  but  I  beg  the  House  to  recol- 
lect that  we  have  already  considered  some 
other  measures  this  year,  such,  for  in- 
stance, as  the  advances  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  to  render  the  drain- 
age and  improvement  of  land  in  that  coun- 
try more  extensive  than  they  are  at  pre- 
sent. These  are  not  the  subjects  under 
consideration  to-night ;  but  I  think  it  has 
been  truly  said  by  some  of  those  who  have 
engaged  in  these  debates,  that  not  by  one 
measure,  still  less  by  a  single  clause  of 
one  measure,  can  we  hope  to  provide  ef- 
ficient remedies  for  the  evils  of  Ireland. 
If  we  wish  really  to  benefit  that  country, 
we  must  adopt  a  great  number  of  mea- 
sures, all  tending  towards  the  same  ob- 
ject, and  promoting  the  same  end.  And 
my  belief  is,  that  if  you  impose  this  maxi- 
mum rating,  you  will  be  making  the  poor- 
law  more  efficient  in  the  attainment  of  its 
object,  that  you  will  be  encouraging  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil,  and  stimulating  the 
application  of  capital  in  Ireland ;  and 
therefore  I  trust  that  the  Committee  will 
adopt  it. 


Mb.  HORSMAN  explained  that  he  had 
said  that  there  were  only  three  ways  in 
which  the  population  of  Ireland  could  be 
absorbed,  viz.,  by  employment,  by  emi- 
gration, or  by  death  ;  and  that  the  latter 
two  of  these  causes  were  operating  in  Ire- 
land at  present. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  people  could  be  fed;  and  that  if 
the  potato  should  ogain  flourish  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  be  the  greatest  disgrace  to 
the  legislation  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  confessed  he  did  not  know  by 
what  scheme  of  political  economy  that  hon. 
Gentleman  could  propose  that  Parliament 
should  prohibit  the  cultivation  of  the  potato. 
He  was  far  from  saying  that  it  was  in  any 
way  desirable  that  the  former  growth  of  the 
potato  should  be  kept  up,  and  thought  it  a 
great  evil  that  the  people  should  place  so 
much  dependence  upon  it  as  an  article  of 
food ;  but  he  really  could  not  think  it  would 
be  any  disgrace  to  their  legislation  if  the 
people  of  Ireland  persisted  in  a  course 
which  they  had  been  repeatedly  admonished 
not  to  pursue. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  to  whose  speech  he 
referred,  said  that  "  they  must  legislate  on 
the  assumption  of  the  restoration  of  the 
potato  in  Ireland."  He  (Mr.  Horsman) 
had  taken  down  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ex- 
act words  at  the  time. 

M^.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  stated, 
that  what  he  said  was,  that  the  House 
must  legislate  on  the  assumption  that  the 
potato  failure  would  cease  or  continue;  and 
that  it  appeared  to  him  they  must  adapt 
their  laws  to  the  ordinary  state  of  things, 
which  was  not  a  state  of  failure,  but 
of  the  growth  of  the  potato  crop.  And 
as  to  the  restoration  of  the  potato,  he 
meant  simply  the  restoration  of  its  natural 
growth. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  pointing  to  some  topics  which  he  thought 
deserved  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
but  which  had  not  been  yet  sufficiently 
brought  under  their  attention.  For  three 
hundred  years  the  power  which  the  reli- 
gious houses  formerly  possessed  had  been 
transferred  to  the  landowners,  and  with 
that  power  had  been  transferred  the  cost 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  poor;  and  what 
was  now  sought  by  some  parties  was,  that 
that  power  should  be  restored  which  was 
possessed  by  their  forefathers,  and  which 
had  been  wrung  from  them.  It  appeai*ed  to 
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him  to  be  impossible  that  Ireland  could 
bear  the  burden  placed  upon  it,  which »  in 
fact,  amounted  almost  to  a  confiscation  of 
property;  and  he  did  not  believe  that  un- 
der such  a  system  the  people  of  England 
or  of  Scotland  would  be  more  patient  than 
the  Irish.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Irish  people  on  the  subject  was  to  be 
collected  from  the  fact  that  the  Irish  bi- 
ihops  had  represented  to  the  Earl  of  Cla- 
rendon that  their  object  was  to  procure  the 
re-establishment  of  the  religious  houses; 
and  they  had  since  followed  up  that  decla- 
ration by  a  representation  that  the  poor- 
law  was  nothing  but  a  conspiracy  to  reduce 
the  Irish  poor  to  such  a  state  that  the  land 
might  be  handed  oyer  to  Saxon  speculators 
unincumbered  of  any  charges.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  letter,  which  stated  that  the 
whole  system  was  one  of  jobbing  ;  that  it 
was  unpopular  to  all  parties ;  and  that  it 
Would  be  found  impossibe  to  carry  it  out. 
Tho  letter  was  signed  by  Winston  Barron. 
He  was  convinced  that  unless  they  so  far 
altered  the  constitution  of  the  poor-law  as 
to  place  more  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
resident  gentry,  they  would  never  be  able 
to  carry  it  out  at  all.  He  thought  it  a 
great  misfortune  that  they  had  ever  made 
the  poor-law  for  Ireland  different  from  the 
English,  as,  if  they  wanted  to  try  experi- 
ments, they  ought  to  be  tried  in  this  coun- 
try, whei-e  they  could  be  better  afforded. 
The  authorities  at  Somerset  House  had 
endeavoured  to  try  experiments  in  this 
country,  which  were  resisted,  and  a  poor- 
law  was  then  passed  for  Ireland,  it  being 
intended  that  that  of  England  should  come 
up  to  it,  instead  of  which  that  law  must 
come  down  to  that  of  England.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  one  of  the  great 
evils  of  Ireland  was  the  state  of  the  ai*ea 
of  taxation  ;  and  he  advised  that  House  to 
be  careful  how  they  got  rid  of  close  par- 
ishes, and  thereby  made  an  extension  of 
the  areas  of  taxation. 

Mr.  rOULETT  SCROPE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey,  and 
other  Members  who  had  addressed  that 
House,  had  spoken  of  the  rates  levied  in 
Ireland  as  amounting  to  a  conliscation  of 
the  land.  He  denied  that  such  was  the 
fact;  and  to  show  how  exaggerated  such 
statements  were,  he  would  refer  to  what 
were  the  averages  of  the  rates  in  various 
parts  of  that  country  for  the  year  ending 
ill  SoptemW*  1848.  In  the  province  of 
Leinster.  the  average  rate  only  Hnuunited 
to  I*,  lljti.  in  the  pound;  in  Ulster, 
If.  944/.;    in  Munstor,   l\s.  3<i,;   and  in 


Connaught,  only  2«.  7d,  in  the  pound.  Of 
that  amount  only  one-half  was  paid  bj  the 
tenant,  and  one-half  by  the  landlord.  He 
must  say  that  that  could  not  be  called  a 
confiscation-  of  property,  where  on  eiUier 
class  the  average  was  but  1«.  in  the  pound; 
and  hon.  Gentlemen,  when  they  talked  of 
confiscation,  forgot  the  facts  of  the  caae» 
and  argued  on  assumption.  Having  re« 
minded  the  House  of  what  was  the  mun 
question  before  them,  he  must  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  had  die* 
played  a  great  deal  of  prejudice  against 
the  measure.  There  were,  no  doubt,  great 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  the 
poor-law;  but  he  considered  that  those  who 
opposed  it  were  raising  up  still  greater  dif^ 
ficultics  with  regard  to  that  country.  A 
great  panic  had  been  created  in  Ireland  on 
the  subject,  but  he  believed  that  tho  maxi* 
mum  rate  would  never  come  into  operation; 
and  he  would  support  the  measure  before 
the  House  with  the  view  of  quieting  that 
panic,  believing  that  the  owners  and  oeca'> 
piers  of  land  would  see  it  to  be  their  in- 
terest, as  far  as  possible,  to  employ  the 
population,  which  would  be  a  set-off 
against  the  poor-rate.  He  believed  that 
the  principle  of  the  maximum  rate  would 
give  such  confidence  as  to  increase  era« 
ployment,  and  that  employment  and  the 
poor-rate  would  work  well  together. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  said,  that  nothing 
was  more  fallacious  than  —  as  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  had  done— 
to  take  averages  of  a  province,  and  argue 
from  them  to  show  that  the  poor-rate  bad 
not  been  oppressive  in  Ireland.  It  was  wdi 
known  that  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
it  had  amounted  to  little  less  than  con- 
fiscation. He  would  not  say  tliat  it  had 
been  so  throughout  Ireland,  but  in  many 
districts  it  certainly  did  amount  to  that. 
Why,  notwithstanding  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said  about  averages,  though  he 
would  not  assert  that  it  had  been  called 
for,  the  rate  had  been  struck  at  4Qs.  in 
the  pound,  which  it  was  impossible  could 
be  paid  ;  and  in  places  in  his  own  county 
the  rates  had  been  struck  at  I3s,  in  the 
pound,  and  that,  too,  at  a  time  of  fa- 
I  mine,  when  the  crops  were  depreciated 
I  and  diminished  in  value  by  the  legislation 
i  of  that  House  in  the  introduction  of  free 
;  trade.  It  was  impossible  that  such  an 
amount  of  poor-rate  could  be  collected^ 
and,  therefore,  it  amounted  in  fact  to  a 
confi:<cation  of  the  propertv. 

Mr.  SCROPE  denied  that  any  rata  of 
40*\  had  been  struck. 
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Sib  H.  W.  BARRON  said  he  meant 
"spent." 

Ma.  SCROPE  said,  that  in  the  union 
to  which  the  hon«  Gentleman  alluded,  only 
If.  dd.  in  the  pound  was  collected,  and 
the  rest  of  the  money  came  from  England. 

Sm  H.  W.  BARRON  said,  that  that 
did  not  alter  the  fact  that  the  40ff.  in  the 
pound  had  hoen  expended.  In  some  parts 
of  his  county,  he  repeated^  the  rate  had 
heen  struck  at  13f.  in  the  pound,  which 
amounted  almost  to  a  confiscation,  and 
there  were  various  places  similarly  situ- 
ated ;  and  it  was  not,  therefore,  fair  to 
iay  that  because  the  average  rate  did  not 
exceed  3«.  in  the  pound,  it  was  not  a  mea- 
sure of  confiscation.  It  was  impossible  to 
go  on  in  Ireland  under  the  present  system, 
and  ho  warned  the  House  that,  if  it  was 
attempted  to  be  earned  out,  it  must  fail; 
and  he  was  prepared  to  stand  by  every- 
thing contained  in  the  letter  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey.  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  majorities  in  that  House 
forced  measures  for  the  government  of 
Ireland  upon  them,  in  opposition  to  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  Irish  Members. 
They  had  not  done  so  in  Canada,  but  had 
acknowledged  the  power  of  the  majority  ; 
and,  until  a  similar  policy  was  adopted 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  they  must  pay  the 
penalty  of  their  system  of  government. 
With  regard  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  it  was  one  of  great  difiiculty)  and 
he  hardly  knew  how  to  vote  ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  he  thought  the  system  of  a  maxi- 
mum rate  was  calculated  to  give  confidence 
to  the  people,  and,  therefore,  it  would  be 
a  great  benefit  to  the  country.  In  addition 
to  their  other  burdens,  the  rates  had  been 
greatly  increased  of  late  by  an  addition  to 
the  county  rate,  which  was  an  indirect  tax 
for  the  poor,  under  the  pretext  of  repaying 
the  advances  made  from  the  Treasury  in 
1846  and  1847.  The  poor-rate  was  at 
present  pressing  so  heavily  on  the  farmers 
that  many  of  them  were  giving  up  their 
farms,  and  leaving  the  country  for  Ame- 
rica. If  the  maximum  rate,  however,  was 
fixed  at  58.  or  Is*  in  the  pound,  it  would, 
in  Home  measure,  restore  confidence,  and, 
as  he  believed,  prevent  the  farmers  leaving 
the  country,  and,  therefore,  he  would  vote 
for  the  measure. 

Mr.  R.  M.  fox  supported  the  clause. 
He  thought  there  was  a  point  in  rating  to 
the  poor  in  Ireland  at  which  individual 
responsibility  should  end,  and  that  of  the 
public  begin.  If  each  property  in  Ireland 
Wot  equidly  liable  for  the  support  of  the 


poor  in  Ireland,  then  he  should  not  b«  in* 
clined  to  ask  for  extraneous  aid  until  all 
the  money  had  been  collected ;  but  suoh 
was  not  the  case.  It  had  been  Btatad*  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  that  the  eha« 
racter  of  this  maximum  rate  itself  wai  to 
make  it  a  minimum.  Now,  he  entertained 
a  contrary  opinion  as  to  the  efiect  of  ttai 
rate.  The  line  at  which  individual  rMpon^ 
sibility  shall  cease,  and  that  of  the  pnblit 
commencot  was  a  orisii  of  great  calamity^ 
and  he  believed  that  that  crisis  had  been 
reached. 

Mr.  MONSELL  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  take  the  Government 
proposition  as  a  whole,  and  the  hon.  Mem« 
her  for  Cavan,  and  the  First  Ministef  of 
the  Crown,  Seemed  to  take  the  same  view* 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  last  tpoketti 
he  presumed,  adopted  the  whole  proposi* 
tion,  and  was  prepared  to  support  Union 
rating.  It  would  be  impossible  to  oYerratd 
the  importance  of  the  question  now  before 
the  Committee.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
those  hon.  Members  who  had  dwelt  upon 
the  importance  of  restoring  confidence  to 
Ireland,  and  of  inducing  capitalists  to  in* 
vest  their  money  in  cultivation  of  the  land. 
He  believed,  that  if  something  were  not 
done  in  that  direction,  in  many  districts  of 
Ireland  the  whole  race  would  become  ex- 
tinguished. For  what  was  the  present 
state  of  Ireland?  In  Mr.  Godolphin's 
letter  it  was  stated  that,  in  the  union  of 
Ballinrobc)  40,000  persons  were  being 
now  supported  out  of  the  poor-rate,  and 
unless  somo  means  could  be  devised  hf 
which  the  people  could  be  made  to  look  to 
their  industry  for  support,  and  not  to 
eleemosynary  aid,  the  consequences  to  the 
country  must  be  most  frightfuK  He  agreed 
in  the  objects  sought  to  be  attained  by  tho 
ndble  Lord,  but  thought  that  the  propoti* 
tion  of  the  Govenmient,  taken  as  a  wbolei 
was  not  at  all  likely  to  effect  them.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  had  stated  that  the 
whole  history  of  the  English  poor-law  did 
not  furnish  a  precedent  in  favour  of  this 
measure.  But  the  case  could  be  stated 
even  more  strongly ;  for  it  might  be  recol« 
lected  that  when  the  amendment  of  thai 
law  was  under  consideration,  the  intno- 
duction  of  such  a  proposal  as  this  was 
not  even  hinted  at.  In  181 7»  there 
was  a  similar  proposition  from  a  Com- 
mittee, of  which  Mr.  Stui*ges  Bourne 
was  the  chairman.  A  maximum  was 
proposed ;  but  the  suggestion  was  not 
acted  upon :   it  was  adopted  by  no  subie* 
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quent  Committee,  and  was  never  embodied 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament.  Such  a  pro- 
posal bad  boon  tried  in  this  country  in  the 
oaae  of  two  local  Acts,  and  in  both  cases 
it  had  failed,  and  the  maximum  had  to  be 
abandoned  altogether.  When  the  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Homo  Department  said  that  the  maximum 
was  abandoned  because  of  the  low  prices 
which  prevailed,  he  must  have  overlooked 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  present 
proposal  was  attempted  to  be  imposed. 
At  present  prices,  this  maximum  must  in 
a  great  number  of  unions  in  Ireland  be 
exceeded.  The  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  forgotten  to  answer  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire with  respect  to  the  debts  of 
the  unions.  Mr.  Lucas,  one  of  the  vice- 
guardians  of  the  Galway  union,  had  stated 
the  liabilities,  taking  into  account  the 
payment  of  the  Government  advances,  to 
amount  to  one  whole  year*s  income  of  the 
union.  In  such  a  case  how  would  the 
noble  Loi*d  deal  with  the  maximum  rate  ? 
Not  ono  of  the  witnesses  examined  before 
the  Poor  Law  Committee  had  been  found  to 
support  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
without  the  recommendation  that  the  de- 
ficiency should  be  supplied  from  extraneous 
aid.  Mr.  Twisleton  had,  in  the  strongest 
terms,  expressed  his  opinion  that  when  the 
maximum  was  exhausted,  extraneous  as- 
sistance must  be  resorted  to.  What  drove 
capital  from  Ireland  was  the  social  state  of 
the  country,  which,  as  water  quenched 
fire,  quenched  industry;  and  until  some 
remedy  for  this  state  of  things  was  found, 
it  would  be  useless  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people,  and  ask  thorn  to  invest 
nMXiey  in  the  land.  But  what  did  this 
propiiMnd  of  the  Government  involve  \  Sim- 
ply, that  a  man  who  might  be  living  twenty 
nuW  from  a  property,  and  having  no  kind 
of  couuoxiou  viih  it«  might  bo  colled  upon 
to  pay  ten  per  eent  in  addition  to  the 
charge  made  upon  him  in  his  own  electoral 
dinsion.  The  pn>|H>$al,  in  fact,  was  to  be 
leuud  in  Mr.  Tucker's  HecUic  of  the  Fi- 
mamckU  Poiic^  ot  lAcr  £<ut  India   Com- 

Cmy.  That  gondoman  spoke  of  a  mau 
Ying  to  make  up  the  dodcionoy  of  his 
neighbour's  rates  to  the  extent  of  ten  {H^r 
eeftl.  Of  what  avail,  s^id  that  g^nulomau, 
was  il  that  the  husbandman  should  bo  dili- 
1^1  and  sttcovsiMful  in  his  calling,  if  he 
w%»  to  be  luulcteil  either  tor  his  noigii- 
hMnr's  netflig^Miee  or  misfortune  i  A.  must 
ftij  the  debt  of  Ik,  aivoniiug  to  siK'h  a 
MMw     Of  what  avail  w;jl$  it  that  one  vd- 


lage  was  prosperous,  if  it  had  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  calamities  of  another — if 
from  its  abundance  it  had  to  supply  the 
deficiency  existing  in  another?  Could  it 
be  possible  to  conceive  a  system  more  cal- 
culated to  repress  industry,  extinguish 
hope,  and  reduce  the  whole  country  to  one 
level  of  pauperism  ?  He  thought  it  a  cruel 
mockery  to  attempt  to  establish  that  any 
beneficial  results  could  flow  from  such  a 
principle.  Everything  which  could  have 
been  done  to  discourage  industry  in  Ire- 
land had  been  done.  Every  suggestion 
which  had  been  made  by  Irish  Members 
had  been  disregarded,  and  measures  had 
been  introduced  o7  an  exactly  opposite 
tendency,  which  had  ruined  the  industry 
and  self-reliance  of  those  parts  of  Ireland 
which  ought  to  have  been  the  subject  of 
the  peculiar  care  of  the  Government ;  and 
his  onljr  hope  was,  that  the  House  would 
summarily  reject  the  measure  now  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  he  dis- 
sented  from  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublm,  and  several  other 
hon.  Members,  that  the  poor-law  had  been 
the  cause  of  all  the  evils  which  at  present 
afflictcil  Ireland.  He  was  quite  rttdj  to 
admit,  with  them,  that  the  pe<^le  were 
emigrating  in  vast  numbers  from  Uie  coiui- 
try;  but  the  reason  of  their  doing  so  was 
threefold  :  that  the  farmers  had  not  leases 
or  tenures  of  their  land — that  the  landhwds 
were  not  prepared  to  reduce  their  rents,  so 
as  to  meet  the  pressure  of  the  times — and, 
lastly,  the  existence  of  a  veiy  general 
opinion  that  there  would  be  a  great  de- 
pression in  the  prices  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce. He  believed  that  there  were  no 
grounds  for  the  opinion  that  agricnltarmi 
produce  would  suffer  a  great  depression  in 
consequence  of  the  operation  of  firee-tnide 
measures,  for  if  ever  prices  should  .  he 
ruinously  low,  he  belie vcnI  that  the  people 
of  both  countries  would  unite  in  obtaining 
a  fixed  duty  upon  the  importation  of  corn. 
He  considered  that  the  measure  then  he- 
fore  the  House  had  been  discussed  in  n 
somewhat  fallacious  manner.  Instead  of 
its  being  treated  merely  as  an  alteralkm  of 
the  existing  poor>law,  it  appeared  to  he 
dealt  with  as  though  it  were  a  measwre 
proposed  for  the  rogeneration  of  IiebadL 
No  such  results  as  those  were  for  a  mowcnt 
expected  to  result  from  the  measore.  N« 
porsou  could  suppose  that  a  eonntrj  eiMhi 
bo  made  prosperous  by  a  poor-law.  S«ck 
law  could  only  relieve,  to  a  certain 
the  pauperism  of  the  eoantry,  hm 
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never  develop  any  of  the  latent  energies 
or  industry  of  the  country.  The  real 
question,  therefore,  was,  would  the  alter- 
ations now  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  improve  the  measure  as  it 
then  existed  ?  He  believed  that  the  pro- 
posed alteration  would  have  that  effect, 
and  he  therefore  gave  his  hearty  support 
to  the  measure. 

Mr.  grog  an,  in  explanation,  said  he 
had  stated  that  the  farmers  of  Ireland 
were  emigrating,  and  that  the  Bill  then 
before  them  had  no  tendency  to  check  that 
emigration. 

CoLOKEL  DUNNE  said,  Im  should  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  thc^'Oovernment. 
For  years  past  the  complaint  had  been 
that  the  taxation  for  poor-rates  had  amount- 
ed to  confiscation;  and  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  Irish  Members  objecting  to  this  evil 
being  remedied.  It  had  been  stated  that 
a  rate  of  5$,  had  been  rarely  exceeded; 
but  he  found  that  out  of  641  electoral  divi- 
sions, no  fewer  than  222  had  laid  rates 
amounting  to  5$, ;  125  had  gone  beyond 
78. ;  and  in  12  electoral  divisions  the  ave- 
rage rate  had  been  11«.  lOd,  He  did  not 
think  it  probable  that  the  auxiliary  rate 
would  be  needed;  but  if  so,  it  would  not 
be  difficult  to  point  out  sources  whence  it 
might  be  procured. 

Mr.  SPOONER  observed,  that  before 
we  fixed  a  maximum  rate  we  ought  to  con- 
sider whether,  by  fixing  such  a  rate,  the 
Irish  people  might  not  hereafter  claim 
money  from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  because 
by  the  very  act  of  fixing  a  maximum  rate 
we  would  prevent  the  raising  of  a  greater 
amount  of  money,  should  such  be  required; 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  would  support 
a  maximum  rate  on  the  very  ground  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
Consolidated  Fund  would  have  to  pay  after 
the  proceeds  of  the  rate  were  exhausted. 
He"  approved  of  the  principle,  although  he 
thought  that  in  this  case  the  amount  fixed 
was  too  low. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  1,  line  10, 
to  leave  out  the  word  "  it  shall  be  lawful : " 
Question  put,  "  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  178; 
Noes  51 :  Majority  127. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Abdy.T.N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
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Baring,  rt.  hon.SirF.T. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blair,  S. 


BUke,  M.  J. 
Bou<*pie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brand,  T. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Clay,  J. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Coke,  hon.  E.  K. 
Cowan,  C. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncufl,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Edwards,  H. 
EUice,  E. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Fusion,  Earl  of 
Fagan,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  J. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Gwyn,  H. 

Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
HeadUm,  T.  E. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henry,  A. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hobhouse,  rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
HoUond,  R. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keating,  R. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis, rt.hon.  Sir T.  F. 
Lewis,  G.  G. 
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Lindsay,  hon.  CoL 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Locke,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J.     ^ 
Mahon,  The  O'Gonnail 
Afaitland,  T. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Ilfaxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
iMilner,  W.  M.  E. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Oswald,  A. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 
Perfect,  R. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  H. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  E.  S. 
RusseU,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
St.  George,  C. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Seaham,  Visct. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.  SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
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Thompson,  Col. 
Thompcon,  Aid. 
Thoraley,  T. 
Townihend,  Capt. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Walpole,  S.  n. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Watkins,  Ool.  L. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 


WiUcox,  B.  M. 
Williamson,  Sir  H« 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.hon.  Sir  0. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
WyviU,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLXBI. 

Tufnell,  H. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 


LUi  of  the  Noes. 
Adare,  Visct.  Guernsey,  Lord 


Adderley,  0.  B. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bateson,  T. 
Beresford,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
CaulfeUd,  J.  M. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Colvile,  0.  B. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dickson,  S. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fit«Patrick,rt.  hn.  J.W. 
Fitxwilliam,  hon.  G.W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Graham,  rt  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grogan,  E. 


Halscy,  T.  P. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Horsman,  E. 
Jolliflfe,SlrW.G. 
Ker,  R. 

Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Mundy,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
Rufford,  F. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Spooner,  R, 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H, 

TBLLIB8. 

Stafford,  A. 
Monsell,  W. 


H. 


Committee  report  progress. 
House  resumed. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  AND  SMALL 
LARCENIES  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill> 

Mr.  C.  PEARSON  ohjccted  to  it  on 
principle,  and  declined  to  leaye  Uie  debate 
entirely  to  the  Committee.  He  said  that 
one  of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  was  to  extend 
the  punishment  of  flogging  to  juvenile  of- 
fenders of  sixteen  years,  whereas  it  was  at 
present  confined  to  offendera  under  four- 
teen. That  was  a  return  to  the  body-tor- 
menting system  of  former  t  m,  and  before 
they  agreed  tn  it  ibej  c  to  see  i 

had  been  the       ets  of  th«  i^ 

hitherto.     The]  ingj         «, 

dlesex  »  i  ihat  ink- 

ing the  past ; 
from  89o  t^  ■•^tus  i 
throi  mi 
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crease  of  crime  in  general.  Some  of  those 
juvenile  offenders  were  taken  and  flogged 
as  often  as  six  times  in  the  course  of  a 
single  year — a  strong  proof  of  the  inefficacy 
of  the  punishment  as  a  prevention  to  crime. 
Juvenile  offenders  should  be  dealt  with 
upon  a  large  principle  with  a  view  to  edu* 
cation  and  retormation.  They  wanted>  in 
the  first  place,  food,  not  flogging;  and  next, 
they  wanted  to  have  habits  of  industry  in- 
stilled into  them,  instead  of  the  idle  habits 
in  which  they  had  been  brought  up  by  their 
parents.  The  blue  books  which  had  been 
collected  upon  the  subject  showed  that  neg- 
lect of  parents  and  of  parishes  was  the 
great  cause  rf  juvenile  crime;  and  aurdy 
they  should  not  flog  the  children  for  the 
fault  of  their  parents.  By  the  common 
law  children  under  the  age  of  discretion 
were  held  to  be  incapacei  doli;  they  were 
under  the  tutelage  of  their  parents,  who 
were  entrusted  by  the  law  with  the  duty 
of  instructing,  controlling,  and  maintain^ 
ing  their  ofiispring,  and,  failing  their  ability 
to  do  so,  it  devolved  upon  the  parlthet  to 
which  they  belonged.  Instead  of  pasting 
laws  to  degrade  cuildren  by  flogging  them 
by  the  hands  of  the  executioner,  £e  Le<> 
gislature  should  provide  places  for  their 
reception,  where  they  would  be  instmeted, 
and  compelled  to  work;  and  the  law  should 
rivet  upon  the  parties  liable  for  their  main- 
tenance, if  in  a  state  of  destitattoa»  the 
obligation  to  pay  for  them  while  under- 
going reformatory  and  corrective  treatment 
under  the  discipline  of  the  law.  Saoh  an 
enactment  would  teach  parents  and  paro- 
chial authorities  to  be  more  carefbl  in  cor- 
k-ecting,  instructing,  and  reforming  the 
morals  and  habits  of  those  whom  God  and 
the  law  had  cast  upon  them  for  proteotioa 
and  support.  When  the  Bill  went  kite 
Committee,  he  would  propose  clanaea  to 
carry  out  these  opinions,  and  he  would  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  them.  Be 
wished  to  know  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  whether  it  waa  the  inten* 
tion  of  the  Bill  to  throir  upon  the  eoimties, 
or  (as  at  present)  upon  the  ConaolMated 
Fund,  the  expense  of  mabtiuDiiig  priaoaem 
under  it? 

The  ATTOftNlT  OBMB&AL  eaid, 

that      I  qnestiona  eDiidid  te  Iby  tlie  hm. 

C  laa  were  pwdr  matten  of  detail 
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to  support  them,  and  it  was  only  aid  that 
was  given  to  the  county  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
had  already  passed  one  Bill  this  Session 
with  regard  to  the  criminal  law,  on  the 
suhject  of  transportation.  That  Bill  pre- 
vented the  Judges  from  transporting  per- 
sons unless  they  had  been  twice  convicted 
of  a  certain  class  of  offences,  hut  gave 
them  the  power  of  transporting  in  cases 
where  the  parties  had  been  twice  Bumma> 
rily  convicted.  They  were  now  about  to 
take  out  of  the  category  of  |fedictable  of- 
fences a  large  class  of  larmites,  and  it 
would  be  necessary  for  them  carefully  to 
consider  what  effect  those  changes  would 
have  upon  the  law  of  transportation. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  said,  the  impor- 
tant object  of  this  Bill  was  to  save  pri- 
soners of  tender  age  from  long  imprison- 
ments before  trial.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  if  the  limitation  of  five  shillings 
were  adopted  in  the  Bill,  the  effect  would 
be  to  remove  a  great  number  of  offences  at 
present  tried  at  the  quarter-sessions. 

Sir  G.  grey  was  anxious  to  guard  the 
House  against  the  notion  that  the  Govern- 
ment gave  any  pledge  as  to  an  alteration 
in  the  principle  of  charges  at  present  made 
to  the  Treasury  for  convictions.  It  might 
be  a  question  hereafter,  whether  the  limi- 
tation of  five  shillings  should  be  fixed  in 
the  BiU. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  26, 1849. 

MiNimes.]     Took  the  OatJu.—The  Lord  Kilnudoe. 

Pimuc  BiLLs.^1*  Audit  of  Railway  Accounts. 
9*  County  Ceu  (Irdand). 

Received  the  Royal  Assent.—  Apprehension  of  Deeeriert 
(Portugal) ;  Defects  in  Leases ;  Navigation ;  Sheep  Steal- 
ers (Ireland)}  Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland)  t 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland). 

PBTiTiowa  Prbskvtkd.  By  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  tram 
Tiverton,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law.— By  the 
Bishop  of  Norwioh,  trtnn  the  City  of  London,  for  the 
Abolition  of  the  Oaths  of  Supremacy  and  Al^uratkxi— By 
Lords  Kenyon  and  Redesdale,  and  Earls  Falmouth  and 
Winchilsea,  firom  the  English  Bar,  Isle  of  Wight,  Lin- 
coln, and  a  Number  of  other  Places,  against  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Bill.— From  Wooton,  Shirley,  and  Clap- 
ham,  for  the  Suppression  of  Seduction  and  Prostitution. 
—From  Southwark,  against  the  Granting  of  any  New 
Lioenset  to  Beer  Shops.-- From  Southampton,  for  an 
AlteraticA  of  the  Criminal  Law  Consolidation  BilL— By 
the  Bishop  of  Winchester,  ftom  Ewell,  against  the  Re- 
aiTlcUoos  made  on  Qrants  in  Aid  of  Public  Education. 


BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGH  (EXEMPTION 
FROM  COUNTY  RATES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Lord  WHARNCLIFFB  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Birmingham  Bo- 
rough Exemption  from  Rates  Bill.  The 
horough  of  Birmingham  had  heen  erected 
into  a  separate  district  hj  the  Municipal 
Reform  Bill.  It  had  recently  erected,  at 
an  expense  of  100,000^.  a  new^  prison  and 
lunatic  asylum,  and  was  now  supporting 
its  own  court  of  quarter-sessions.  The 
county  of  Warwick  was  ahout  to  huild  a 
new  county  prison  and  a  new  county  asy- 
lum; and  the  inhahitants  of  Birmingham 
thought  it  hard  that  they  should  he  caUed 
on  to  contribute  to  institutions  from  which 
they  derived  no  benefit.  They  had  no  oh- 
jection  to  contribute  their  share  to  any 
charge  which  they  brought  upon  the 
county,  but  they  claimed  exemption  from 
I  all  rates  from  which  they  derived  no 
benefit. 

'  The  Earl  of  WARWICK  said,  that  he 
should  not  have  opposed  the  Birminghani 
Borough  Exemption  from  County  Rates 
Bill,  if  the  magistrates  of  the  county  of 
Warwick,  assembled  at  quarter-sessions  at 
Coventry,  had  not  expressed  a  unanimous 
opinion  against  the  measure.  He  thought 
that  that  which  it  proposed  to  do,  should 
be  done  by  a  general,  not  by  a  private, 
Act.  The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  this  was 
a  Bill  which  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
thrown  out  on  the  second  reading  ;  at  all 
events  without  further  consideration.  The 
borough  of  Birmingham  had  built  a  new 
gaol  and  lunatic  asylum  at  a  cost  of 
100,000^.,  and  had  thrown  no  charge  for 
those  buildings  on  the  county  of  Warwick; 
and  now  that  county  was  about  to  erect  a 
new  gaol  and  lunatic  asylum  at  a  very 
great  expense :  unless  this  BiU  passed,  no 
less  than  one-third  of  that  expense  would 
fall  on  the  town  of  Birmingham.  The 
noble  Earl  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment had  asked  their  Lordships  to  wait; 
but  what  would  be  the  consequence  of 
waiting?  The  rate  for  the  purposes 
named  was  on  the  point  of  being  collected, 
and  if  they  did  wait,  one  third  of  it  would 
fall  on  the  borough  of  Birmingham.  He 
must  protest  against  such  an  act  of  injus- 
tice. 

Lord    REDE SD ALE   thought   it    his 

duty  to  oppose  this  Bill.     It  was  a  private 

Bill,  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  getting 

rid  of  public  taxation.     If  their  Lordships 
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once  admitted  such  a  principle,  it  would 
open  the  door  to  jobbing  of  a  very  serious 
character.  What  this  Bill  proposed,  ought, 
if  done  at  all,  to  be  done  by  a  public  Bill 
of  a  general  character.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  sanction  the  present 
measure— one  which,  moreoyer,  he  under- 
stood, had  actually,  though  now  supported 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite, 
been  opposed  in  the  other  House  by  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Government  on 
public  grounds. 

The  Earl  of  CHICHESTER  said,  he 
would  much  have  preferred  that  the  object 
of  this  Bill  should  have  been  gained  by 
means  of  a  general  Act ;  but  after  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Campbell),  he  thought  injus- 
tice would  be  done  to  Birmingham  by  their 
Lordships  not  agreeing  to  the  measure  be- 
fore them,  the  second  reading  of  which  he 
must  therefore  support. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  was 
sensible  both  of  the  inconvenience  of  deal- 
ing with  public  questions  by  private  Bills, 
and  of  the  great  injustice  that  would  be 
inflicted  on  Birmingham  by  the  rejection 
of  the  measure  in  discussion.  He  there- 
fore moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
until  next  Thursday,  in  order  that  some 
arrangement  might  be  come  to  on  the 
subject. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  was  opposed 
to  any  delay,  on  the  ground  of  there  being 
not  the  slightest  reason  for  it,  while  it 
would  at  the  same  time  inflict  a  serious 
evil  on  Birmingham. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  it  was  per- 
fectly competent  for  the  Government  to 
bring  in  a  public  Bill  in  case  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  was  thrown  out. 
;  Lord  HATHERTON  said,  that  the 
simple  question  was  whether  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  give  an  exemption  to  Bir- 
mingham, after  the  100,000^.  that  town 
had  expended  for  a  new  gaol  and  lunatic 
asylum  of  its  own,  from  the  contribution  of 
so  large  a  sum  of  money  as  must  necessarily 
be  levied  upon  it  for  a  similar  purpose  in  the 
county  of  Warwick.  Great  injustice  would 
be  done  if  this  Bill  were  not  agreed  to. 
The  Bill  had  been  objected  to  by  the 
Home  Secretary  in  the  other  House,  not 
upon  its  merits,  but  upon  the  ground  that 
legal  questions  connected  with  it  were  at 
that  time  pending  before  the  courts  of 
law. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  denied  that  the 
simple  question  was  as  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  put  it.     The 


question  solely  was,  had  Birmigham  a  case 
or  not  ?  The  question  for  their  Lordships 
to  consider  was,  whether  they  would  adopt 
the  principle  of  allowing  a  party  to  defeat 
a  public  pnnciple  by  a  private  Bill?  If 
their  Lordships  adopted  such  a  principle, 
he  knew  not  where  it  might  end — and  he 
would  entreat  them  to  pause,  whatever  the 
strength  of  the  case  of  Birmingham,  before 
they  sanctioned  such  a  principle.  And  he 
made  this  appeal  to  their  Lordships  with 
the  less  difficulty,  because,  as  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lyttelton)  had  ob- 
served, the  parties,  if  this  Bill  were  thrown 
out,  could  ^fmce  bring  in  a  public  Bill, 
which  woutfnflo  justice  in  this  or  any 
other  similar  case,  without  entailing  on 
their  Lordships  the  dangers  involved  in 
adopting  the  principle  now  sought  to  be 
established  in  a  private  Act  of  Parliament. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  then 
withdrew  his  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and 

On  Question  whether  the  word  "  now  ** 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Motion, 

House  divided: — Contents  31  ;  Not- 
Contents  58:  Majority  27. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  this  day  six  months. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  that,  in 
rising  to  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill,  he  conld  not 
but  feel  sensible  that  in  doing  so  he  la- 
boured under  obvious  sources  of  discour- 
agement. With  reference  to  one  of  the 
main  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  which,  in 
fact,  gave  it  its  most  decisive  and  distinc- 
tive character,  the  opinion  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  been  taken  after  a  full  debate  in 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and  given 
adversely.  The  circumstance  of  that  pro- 
vision having  thus  recently  been  brought 
under  consideration  of  their  Lordships, 
might,  undoubtedly,  spare  him  the  neces- 
sity of  going  as  fully  into  all  the  ante- 
cedent and  particular  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  question  as  he  might  have 
felt  himself  bound  to  do  if  it  had  been  now 
brought  under  their  Lordships'  notice  for 
the  first  time.  The  other  circumstance — 
the  fact  of  its  failing  on  a  former  occaaion 
to  find  favour  on  the  part  of  their  Lord- 
ships— might  tend  to  damp  his  hopes  and 
discourage  his  efforts;  yet,  at  the  same 
time,  the  general  spirit  of  legislation  in 
this  country  on  the  present  class  of  8ub« 
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jects  had  long  been  calculated,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  encourage  and  inspirit  those 
who  had  faith  in  certain  principles,  and 
who  might  exhibit  unflinching  perseverance 
in  bringing  them  forward.  It  would  also 
be  perceived  by  their  Lordships,  that  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  was  not  identi- 
cal with  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  but  sought 
to  carry  its  scope  and  its  remedies  further; 
and  he  could  not  forbear  in  the  outset  from 
calling  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
additional  matter  contained  in  the  present 
Bill.  The  Bill  of  last  Session  dealt  exclu- 
sively with  the  proposition  for  giving  relief 
to  the  Jews,  whereas  the  WSL-  now  before 
their  Lordships  proposed  to  suKtitutefor  the 
oaths  now  taken  at  their  Lordships'  table 
and  at  the  table  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament by  the  Members  of  either  House,  who 
constituted  the  great  bulk  of  those  engaged 
in  the  duties  of  legislation — namely,  the 
oaths  of  allegiance,  supremacy,  and  abjura- 
tion, one  oath  which  he  believed  contained 
all  that  was  essential,  all  that  was  per- 
tinent, and  all  that  was  desirable  in  those 
which  by  the  present  law  were  to  be  taken. 
Their  Lordships  had  been  engaged  on  a 
recent  occasion  in  considering  the  pro- 
priety of  dispensing  with  the  necessity,  in 
certain  cases,  for  parties  to  come  under  the 
obligation  of  an  oath.  Although  it  must 
be  quite  clear  that  every  one  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  had  taken  his  seat  in  the  present 
Parliament  must  be  persuaded  of  the  entire 
lawfulness  of  the  custom  of  imposing  and 
taking, oaths,  some  of  their  Lordships  had 
manifested  a  wish  to  exempt  those  who 
were  not  equally  convinced  of  the  lawful- 
ness of  that  custom  from  being  subjected 
to  its  obligations.  But,  whatever  differ- 
ences of  opinion  might  have  existed  on 
that  head,  he  was  sure  that  every  one  of 
their  Lordships  must  feel  that  an  oath 
when  taken  should,  in  form  and  manner, 
be  rendered  as  solemn,  as  imposing,  and 
as  reverential  as  possible.  This,  he  hum- 
bly conceived,  was  not,  and  could  not,  be 
the  case  when  the  matter  of  the  oath  was 
either  irrelevant,  superfluous,  or  obsolete; 
and  he  must  further  contend,  that  the  oaths 
now  taken  at  their  Lordships'  table,  and  at 
the  table  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
were  not  exempt  from  those  disparaging 
qualities.  He  trusted  that  he  ever  felt  a 
proper  reverence  for  any  oath  tendered  to 
him,  and  that  he  did  not  think  lightly  of 
the  obligations  under  which  he  took  those 
at  their  Lordships'  table;  but  he  must  say, 
that  he  never  felt  less  of  spontaneous  in- 
clination to   solemnity  or  attention  than 


when  he  was  forced  to  run  through  a  maze 
of  phrases  relating  to  the  Pretender,  the 
Princess  Sophia,  and  a  family  the  mem- 
bers of  which  had  now  totally  disappeared 
from  the  face  of  the  earth.  There  was  an- 
other objection,  of  a  still  graver  and  more 
material  character,  which  seemed  to  him 
to  attach  to  these  oaths  which  they  were 
now  compelled  to  take.  The  following  words 
occurred  in  the  oath  of  supremacy : — 

"  I  do  declare  that  no  foreign  prince,  person, 
prelate,  State,  or  potentate,  hath,  or  ought  to 
have,  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  pre- 
eminence, or  authority,  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual, 
within  this  realm." 

Whatever  sense  he  himself,  or  all  their 
Lordships  who  were  now  assembled,  might 
attach  to  these  terms,  however  innocently 
and  securely  they  might  use  the  prescribed 
form  of  language,  yet  they  knew,  not  from 
speculation  or  theory,  but  from  positive 
experience,  that  there  were  Members  of 
their  Lordships'  order  entitled  to  take 
their  seats  by  hereditary  descent,  qualified 
by  character  and  attainments  to  take  a 
part  in  the  deliberations  of  their  Lordships* 
House,  with  credit  to  themselves  and  with 
advantage  to  their  Lordships  and  the  pub- 
lic, who,  nevertheless,  felt  themselves  de- 
barred from  exercising  their  constitutional 
privileges,  and  even  discharging  the  duties 
of  their  situation,  by  their  conscientious 
persuasion  that  the  words  of  the  oath  he 
had  now  cited  were  at  variance  with  the 
actual  truth.  He  need  not  give  instances; 
but  he  might  mention,  by  way  of  illustra- 
tion, the  case  of  a  noble  Lord  connected 
with  the  sister  country  —  he  meant  the 
Earl  of  Clancarty — who  had  attended  to 
the  administration  of  the  poor-law  there 
with  equal  zeal,  intelligence,  and  ability, 
and  who,  on  that  point,  as  well  as  <m 
others,  would  be  well  qualified  to  take  a 
part  in  the  discussions  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  especially  with  reference  to  the 
measures  debated  both  in  that  House  and 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  with  re- 
spect to  the  amendment  of  the  Irish  poor- 
law.  But  that  noble  Lord  was  prevented 
from  taking  that  part  which  would  be  natu- 
ral to  himself  and  advantageous  to  their 
Lordships,  because  he  thought  the  words 
of  the  oath  did  actually  mean  that  which 
they  naturally  appeared  to  convey.  Now, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  these  considera- 
tions ought  to  go  far  to  acquire  for  these 
provisions  of  the  Bill  which  relate  to  the 
oaths  to  be  taken  by  Christians  a  fa- 
vourable acceptance  at  their  Lordships' 
hands.      But  he   (the  Earl  of   Carlirie) 
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ahould  not  be  dealing  with  perfect  can- 
dour, either  towards  their  Lordships^  or 
towards  those  who  were  most  interested 
in  the  progress  of  the  question  without 
that  House,  if  he  did  not  state  plainly, 
and  at  once,  that  tho  portion  of  the  Bill 
which  its  proposers  regarded  as  most  es- 
sential and  characterlstjc  of  its  purpose^ 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  for  the  sate  of 
which  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  it 
had  raainly  been  introduced  —  was  the 
portion  relating  to  the  oath  which  it  was 
proposed  to  tender  to  a  member  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion,  if  he  ahould  be  elected 
by  the  people  and  sent  by  his  constituents 
to  represent  them  in  Parliament.  With 
respect  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill,  know- 
ing tho  character  and  gravity  of  the  ob- 
jections which  were  entertained  against  it, 
^knowing  the  solemn  and  sacred  grounds 
on  which  those  olijections  rested— know- 
ing the  scruples  which  wore  felt  by  some, 
he  must  take  leave  to  saj,  that  there 
were  none  of  their  Lordships,  however 
much  opposed  to  its  provisions^  who  more 
aniiously  than  himself  wished  aud  prayed 
that,  if  its  further  progress  should  in  the 
leait  degree  prove  detrimental  to  the  true 
interests  of  piety  and  religion,  it  might 
now  and  on  future  occasions  meet  with 
the  fate  it  should  then  merit.  It  was 
for  him,  however,  with  as  little  trespass 
on  their  Lordships'  time,  with  as  little 
repetition  of  what  had  been  advanced  be- 
fore, as  poBBible,  to  atate  to  their  Lord* 
ships  the  grounds  on  which  he  thought  he 
could  becomingly  and  safely  urge  the  Bill 
on  their  Lordships^  cordial  acceptance.  He 
laid  down  as  the  root  and  foundation  of 
the  whole  measure  and  argument,  that, 
unless  there  were  some  grounds  of  over- 
power! ag  necessity  to  the  contrary,  in  no 
case  ought  civil  disqualification  to  be  at- 
tached to  religious  opinions.  For  he 
looked  upon  this  as  an  essential  condition 
of  that  perfect  code  of  i-eligious  toleration 
which  he  must  always  and  everywhere 
wi»h  to  see  established  in  all  it8  breadth 
and  fulncBs^  Such  was  the  spirit  and 
tendency  of  all  their  recent  legislation. 
Within  his  own  Parliamentary  experience 
they  Imd  admitted  Iloman  Catholics  to 
seats  (u  Parliament ;  they  had  admitted 
Protestant  Dissenters  to  offices  under  the 
Crown  and  in  municipal  corporations ; 
they  had  smoothed  away  tho  difficulties 
which  lay  in  the  way  of  the  Quakers, 
and  of  other  sectaries  who  olijected  to 
taking  any  oath  or  any  form  of  adjura- 
tion.      With  respect   to  the  Jews^  who 


were  the  peculiar  subjects  of  this  Bill, 
they  had  seen  a  special  Act  passed  which 
admitted  them  fo  municipal  offices,  under 
which  many  posts  of  high  mark  aud  trust 
had  been  fiUcd  most  advantageously  and 
honourably  by  members  of  the  Jewish 
persuasion.  They  had  seen  another 
special  Act  passed,  the  9th  and  10th 
Victoria,  which  placed  the  Jews,  with 
respect  to  their  schools,  and  their  .places 
of  worship  or  synagogues,  on  an  entire 
level  with  all  the  rest  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  And  it  did  seem  to  him,  that 
when  they  saw  men  of  the  Hebrew  per- 
suasion, exercising  the  elective  franchise* 
practising  at  the  bur,  dispensing  justice 
from  the  bench,  {illing  office  as  high 
sheriffs,  justices  of  the  peace,  aldermen, 
recorders,  and  mayors,  the  question  of 
principle  was  really  all  but  disposed  of. 
With  respect  to  the  practical  effect  of 
such  measures,  he  would  only  ask,  (if 
they  believed  there  was  any  risk  of  mis* 
chief,)  whether  there  would  not  be  less 
risk  in  the  event  of  one  or  two  Jewish 
Gentlemen  taking  their  seats  id  the  other 
or  in  either  House  of  Parliament,  where 
they  would  be  observed,  watched,  out^ 
numbered,  outvoted,  subject  to  all  the 
discipline  of  Parliamentary  tactics  and 
arty  allegiance,  than  there  would  ho 
when  any  Jewish  magistrate  took  hia 
seat  upon  the  bench,  alone  or  in  com- 
pany with  another  colleague,  aud  when 
he  might  bo  called  upon  to  decide  ques> 
tions  directly  relating  to  reHgion,  such 
as  a  charge  of  disturbing  a  congregation  > 
an  indictment  for  blasphemy,  or  the  levy- 
ing of  a  church-rate  ?  He  liad  been  in- 
form ml  by  a  distinguished  gentleman  of 
the  Jewish  persuasion,  who  discharged  i 
ono  of  the  offices  which  the  increasing' 
toleration  of  the  ago  had  opened  to  the 
Jews,  that  when  ho  sat  as  a  magistrate, 
ho  had  sometimes  to  administer  the  fol- 
lowing oath  to  Protestant  Dissenting 
clergymen : — 

'*  I  do  srtlenmly  duclaro,  in  tlio  presence  of  Al- 
mighty Ctod,  tlmt  I  am  a  Christian  and  Prof^js- 
tMiU  fLQd  that  I  holicvo  the  Soriptttrea  of  the  Old 
and  Ktiw  Testament,  aa  conuaoTily  received  by 
the  Protegiant  Clittrcli,  do  o^utnia  the  revealed 
will  uf  God,  and  I  do  takvt  tho  same  as  the  rul6 
of  my  doclriao  m\d  practice,** 

He  begged  to  observe  that  the  Jews  - 
were  now  tho  only  body  of  men  resident 
j  in  this  country  who  were  excluded  from 
an  equal  share  in  the  benefits  of  the 
constitution  with  all  the  rest  of  Her 
Majesty 'b   subJectSi    and   that   a  seat  in 
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Parliament  was  now  aknott  the  only  privi- 
lege from  wbioh  the  Jews  were  excluded. 
It  had  been  very  ably  stated  in  Parlia- 
ment upon  a  former  occasion,  that  the 
Legislature  had  never  specially  or  pur-* 
posely  adopted  any  enactment  or  em- 
bodied any  declaration  for  the  purpose  of 
excluding  Jews  from  Parliament.  He 
believed)  indeed,  that  from  the  1st  to 
the  13th  of  William  HI.  there  was  no 
obstacle,  direct  or  indirect,  to  Jews  sit* 
ting  in  Parliament.  But  be  at  once  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  no  evidence  of  the 
Legislature  having  ever  deliberately  con- 
templated the  possibility  <tf^ews  taking 
their  seats  in  Parliament.  ^ItiU  the  fact 
remained  that  their  non-admission  was  oc- 
casioned by  indirect  and  collateral  enact- 
ment not  specially  directed  against  them. 
He  felt  assured  that  the  generosity  of 
nature  which  was  so  characteristic  of 
their  Lordships'  House  would  not  incline 
them  to  listen  less  favourably  to  the 
anxious  and  often-repeated  wishes  of  the 
Hebrew  people,  because  their  denial  was 
not  likely  to  lead  to  any  explosion  of 
popular  violence  or  outbreak  —  that  the 
Jews  would  not  suffer  at  their  Lordships' 
hands  because  there  was  little  chance  of 
their  descending  into  the  streets,  throw- 
ing up  barricades,  constituting  a  Pro- 
visional Government,  and  raising  the  cry 
of  **  To  your  tents,  0  Israel!  "  and  he 
begged  their  Lordships  to  remember  that 
when  that  cry  was  raised  in  our  streets,  it 
was  not  raised  by  the  men  of  Israel.  But 
he  was  happy  to  think  that  even  if  he  could 
be  guilty  of  the  bad  taste  and  bad  judgment 
of  suggesting  upon  any  subject  an  argu- 
ment savouring  of  a  menace  to  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  it  was  entirely  excluded  from 
this  question,  and  could  have  no  place 
there.  But  their  Lordships  would  not  do 
wrong  to  consider,  when  looking  at  the 
general  course  of  legislation  in  our  own 
country,  and  at  the  uniform  current  of 
feeling  and  action  upon  the  subject  which 
pervaded  the  world  at  large,  and  which 
was  setting  in  more  and  more  upon  the 
side  of  toleration — seeing  the  parties  who 
were  devotedly  pledged  to  the  cause,  and 
who  were  sure  not  to  relax  their  hold  of 
it,  but  would  bring  it  forward  year  after 
year,  and  Session  after  Session — seeing, 
as  they  do,  the  aggregate  support  which 
it  gained  out  of  doors,  and  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  which  was  re- 
ceiving a  gradual  increase— it  would  be 
well,  he  said,  for  their  Lordships  to  con- 
sider whether  or  not  it  was  desirable  that 


the  struggle  which,  so  far  as  they  ooiild 
see  and  anticipate,  could  have  but  one  ter** 
mination,  should  be  embittered  by  a  delay 
which  seemed  certain  to  be  unavailing. 
He  should  feel  it  to  be  entirely  idle  and 
superfluous  in  an  assembly  such  as  that 
to  remark  upon  the  high  worth  and  respec- 
tability of  gentlemen  of  the  Jewish  per- 
suasion, or  upon  the  general  good,  orderly, 
and  loyal  conduct  of  the  majority  of  the 
Jewish  community  resident  in  our  land, 
He  felt  certain  there  was  no  danger  of 
their  conduct  being  misconstrued  or  mis- 
represented there.  Indeed,  on  previous 
occasions,  testimonies  far  more  valuable 
than  any  which  he  could  adduce,  had  been 
borne  upon  this  head.  A  charge  had  in- 
deed been  alleged  against  them  in  another 
place;  but  with  the  faith  he  had  in  the  fair 
and  generous  construction  which  their 
Lordships  were  likely  to  put  upon  the 
character  and  conduct  of  all  their  fellow- 
citizens,  he  did  not  feel  called  upon  to 
notice  that  charge,  respecting  their  deal- 
ing lightly  with  the  obligation  of  an  oath, 
unless  it  should  be  renewed  by  some  of 
their  Lordships.  But,  whatever  objections 
upon  historical,  or  constitutional,  or  per* 
sonal  grounds  might  be  entertained  against 
the  admission  of  Jews  into  Parliament—- 
whatever  may  be  alleged  upon  the  score 
either  of  our  own  Parliamentary  practice, 
or  our  national  customs,  or  the  circum-* 
stances,  traditions,  and  associations  of  the 
Jews  themselves — whether  it  be  said  that 
we  had  never  dreamed  of  admitting  the 
Hebrew  race  to  a  share  of  the  supreme 
duties  of  legislation  and  government,  ov 
that  the  Jews  themselves  are  a  distinct 
people,  living  under  their  own  institutions, 
administered  by  their  own  people,  and  ne^ 
cessarily  biassed  by  their  influences,  hav- 
ing all  their  aims  and  aspirations  directed 
to  another  home  and  another  country-^i| 
will  be  observed  that  he  purposely  gave 
all  those  pleas  in  an  extreme  and  exag- 
gerated form,  because  those  who  are  best 
acquainted  with  our  Jewish  fellow-subjects 
must  be  aware  that  a  due  shai*e  of  their 
speculation  is  expended  upon  objects  of 
much  nearer  consequence  ;  but  whatevert 
great  or  little,  may  be  the  objections  of 
those  whom  he  addressed,  he  felt  so  fully 
convinced  of  the  kindness  of  nature  and 
liberality  of  spirit  of  their  Lordships,  that 
he  was  confident  they  would  not  refuse 
this  last  act  of  emancipation  to  the  Jews  ; 
they  would  not  withhold  from  them  this 
crowning  measure  of  grace  and  favour; 
they  would  not  decline  to  put  the  finishing 
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Stroke  to  tlie  othenviso  perfect  code  of  re- 
ligious toleration  which  had  happily  been 
established  among  tliem,  were  it  not  for 
what  might  be  termed  the  religious  objec- 
tions whicli  were  involved  in  the  question. 
He  felt  confident  it  was  not  as  Peers^  that 
it  was  not  as  Enghshraen,  that  it  wan  not 
even  as  Churchmen,  but  it  was  as  Chnstians 
they  wovdd  feel  constrained  to  refuse  what 
otherwise  he  was  sure  they  would  be  glad 
to  do.  If  he  might  venture  feebly  to  inter- 
pret the  feelings  and  motives  by  which  the 
opponents  of  this  measure  were  actuated, 
he  would  say  that  they  felt  as  if  it  would 
be  a  failure  in  their  allegiance  to  Him 
whom  they  worshipped  if  they  were  to 
show  a  fresh  mark  of  disjti notion  to 
those  whom  they  looked  npon  as  His 
deniers  and  enemies  —  they  felt  that 
by  admitting  the  Jews  to  high  places  of 
rule  and  power,  they  might  be  doing  what 
in  them  lay  to  soil  the  lustre  of  that  crown 
which  it  was  their  highest  aim  and  best 
hope  to  lay  at  the  feet  of  tht.'ir  Redeemer, 
He  would  endeavour  to  show,  however^ 
why  he  thought  that,  even  upon  religious 
grounds,  they  ought  not  to  refuse  to  pass 
the  present  Bill,  He  was  quite  aware  of 
the  objection  which  attached  to  the  pro- 
minent obtrusion  of  this  topic  even  in  an 
assembly  composed  of  Lord^  spiritual  and 
temporal;  but  yet,  when  he  knew  that  re- 
hgious  scruples  were  conscientiously  en- 
tertained, and  would  bo  powerfully  marshal- 
led against  tho  measure,  he  hoped  an  oppor- 
tunity would  not  be  denied  him  of  stating;  in 
no  light  or  irreverent  spirit,  his  conviction 
that  those  scruples  might  and  should  be 
neutralised  and  elfaced.  He  would  remind 
their  Lord&hips  of  the  disthict  disapproba- 
tion with  which  all  those  who  opposed  the 
Jewish  people,  ajid  tho  distinct  approba- 
tion with  winch  all  those  who  assisted  and 
befriended  them,  were  spoken  of  in  holy 
writ  at  vanous  periods  of  their  history — 
not  only  in  tho  time  of  their  favour  and 
acceptance,  but  when  the  countenance  of 
Heaven  seemed  to  he  visibly  withdrawn 
from  them  —  when  they  were  labouring 
under  the  direct  penalties  of  a  broken  law 
and  covenant — as  much  when  they  were 
in  the  house  of  bondage  as  when  they  were 
in  the  fand  of  promise — as  much  when  they 
If  ere  in  tho  great  and  dreadful  wilderness 
as  when  they  were  on  the  sunny  slopes  of 
Palestioo — ^as  much  when  they  were  in 
tho  prisonhouso  of  Babylon  as  when  they 
were  iu  the  courts  of  their  own  temple. 
Their  Lordships  would  recollect  how  it 
was  aftid,  ♦'  Remember,  0  Lord,  the  chil- 


dren of  Edom  in  the  day  of  Jerusalem* 
who  said,  Rase  it,  rase  it,  even  to  the 
foundation  thereof,  0  daughter  of  Baby- 
Ion,  who  art  to  he  destroyed  ;  happy  shall 
he  bo  that  rewnrdeth  thee  as  thou  hast 
served  us/'  They  seemed  like  the  tree 
which  was  struck  by  lightning,  according 
to  the  old  superstition—it  was  seared  and 
blighted,  but  still  it  was  the  worst  of  sa- 
crilege to  cut  it  down.  But  it  would  na- 
turally be  said  that  all  this  was  previous  to 
the  great  national  crime  w^bich,  in  the 
opinion  of  Christians,  had  fixed  the  destiny 
I  of  the  Jews  in  the  succeeding  interval  of 
time,  and  that  their  self*sought  and  di» 
vinely-ratified  doom  had  to  be  fully  ful- 
filled and  fearfully  worked  out  in  the  sub- 
sequent condition  of  the  Jewish  people ; 
but  it  is  now,  as  in  those  times,  for  us  to 
consider  what  line  of  duty  devolves  upon 
ouriaolves.  lie  begged  to  say  that,  whaterer 
latitude  might  be  given  to  them  iu  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  course  of  unfulfilled 
prophecy,  they  ought  to  leave  its  fulfilment 
to  divine  agency,  and  that  it  was  not  for 
them  to  decide  the  precise  part  which  they 
might  he  called  upon  to  play  in  the  de- 
velopment of  propbecy,  which  waa  in  no 
wa}''  positively  revealed  to  them,  but  punc- 
tually  to  obey  the  letter  aud  spirit  of  the 
precept  which  had  been  plainly  dehvered 
to  them  for  their  guidance.  Formerly » 
States  as  well  as  churches  had  thought  it 
within  the  scope  of  their  duty  to  bear  an 
actual  part  in  the  infliction  of  the  positive 
suffering,  which  was  the  burden  of  pro- 
phecy, upon  the  Jews,  This,  for  the  most 
part,  had  happily  ceased  among  most 
States  • —  we  had  long  ceased  to  do  so. 
We  no  longer  burned  the  Jews,  or 
pulled  out  their  teethe  or  levied  extortion- 
ate fines  upon  them  ;  but  it  became 
us  to  consider  whether  tho  same  mis- 
taken sense  of  duty  which,  mixed  with 
many  baser  and  meaner  motives,  formerly 
led  to  the  perpetration  of  those  gross  forms 
of  persecution  against  the  Jews,  might  not 
still  insensibly  lead  them  to  a  more  con- 
cealed and  refined  method  of  persecution,  for 
persecution  he  undoubtedly  considered  it, 
wlierc  there  was  not  an  equality  us  to  privi- 
leges and  enjoyments,  at  the  same  time  that 
thero  was  an  equality  of  liability  to  bur- 
dens. Such  a  course,  ho  thought,  could 
only  be  defended  upon  the  ground  of  posi- 
tive danger  to  the  State,  Now,  he  put  it 
gravely  to  their  Lordships  (viewing  the 
i|uestion  for  a  moment  apart  from  princifde) 
whether  they  conceived  that,  if  this  Bill 
became  law,  and  they  allowed  a  Jew  to 
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represent  a  constituency  wliiclj  thinks 
proper  to  place  a  trust  in  him,  there  would 
be  any  risk  of  a  rush  of  men  into  Parlia- 
ment with  more  dangerous  suhversive  views, 
with  a  greater  tendency  to  radicalism,  re- 
pubUcanisni,  or  sociaUsm,  thnu  cuukl  be 
expected  from  any  other  quarter?  He 
thought,  on  tho  contrary,  it  might  bo  plau- 
sibly contended  that  there  was  no  quarter 
from  which  tlicre  was  less  danger.  With 
respect,  also,  to  the  repose  and  safety  of 
the  Church,  ho  did  not  think  there  was 
any  class  of  men  from  whom  a  spirit  of  med- 
dling  and  interference  with  the  temporali- 
ties and  discipline,  or  the  external  concerns 
of  the  Church,  was  less  likely  to  proceed. 
The  question,  then,  came,  was  it  tlie  duty 
of  Christian  men  to  refuse  this  last  piece 
of  emancipation  to  the  Jews,  in  order  to 
make  the  Legifelature  exclusively  Christian? 
\Vas  this  the  sense  and  spirit  in  which  they 
ought  to  interpret  the  oft-repeated  phrases 
of  our  being  a  Christ  Ian  Legislature,  and  of 
Christianity  being  the  law  of  the  land? 
lie  humbly  conceived  that  the  Legifelature 
would  continue  to  bo  Christian  after  the 
admission  of  one  or  two  Jews  into  Parlia- 
ment, just  as  he  conceived  we  were  a  Chiis- 
tian  people  notwithstanding  a  very  consi- 
derable admixture  among  us  of  Jewish 
fellow-citixcns.  And  with  respect  to  Chris> 
tianity  being  the  law  of  the  land,  lie  begged 
to  say  that  it  was  the  law  of  the  laud  cer- 
tainly, 80  far  as  blasphemy  or  violence 
Against  her  rites,  worship,  or  mysteries, 
would  bo  punishable  by  the  law  of  the  land ; 
but  it  was  not  the  law  of  the  land  in  the 
iense  of  compelling  or  inducing  any  man 
or  woman  to  profess  or  receive  it.  The 
object  of  all  restrictions  formerly,,  he  con- 
ceived, was  to  secure  the  unity  and  predo- 
miuancc  of  the  established  form  of  worship 
and  creed ;  but  he  had  said  enough  to  show, 
even  if  it  had  not  been  obvious  enough  to 
their  Lordships,  that  by  the  whole  modern 
Bystem  of  legislation  this  policy  had  been 
abandoned  and  annulled.  But  it  might  be 
said  that  the  oatli  at  present  taken  by  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  was  one 
way  ofinsurtng  a  Christian  Legislature,  and 
that  with  that  view  wo  still  retain  the  words 
!  in  the  oath  **  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris* 
l-tian;"  but  surely  none  of  their  Lordships 
'  would  contend — least  of  all  would  any 
I  Member  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  contend, 
that  the  taking  of  an  oath  was  of  any 
value  in  securing  uprightness  of  conduct 
[  and  purity  of  heart.  Was  there  no  belter 
I  and  more  e^ectual  way  of  making  men 
Christians  ?    Would  it  not  be  better  to  im- 


pregnate the  whole  atmosphere  around  them 
with  Ciiristtan  liahits  and  dispositions,  so 
as  to  make  that  the  successful,  because  un- 
forced, and  unbought,  means  of  inducing 
persons  in  the  outer  fold  to  approjiimate  to 
them,  instead  of  relying  upon  privileges 
I  and  preferences  for  that  purpose  ?  They 
boasted  of  livinij  under  a  more  perfect  code 
of  morality  than  was  ever  inculcated  under 
any  other  system,  They  asserted  that  it 
offereil  strouger  incentives  to  rectitude  of 
conduct,  greater  purity  of  Ufe,  greater 
warmth  of  benevolence,  and  a  greater  depth 
of  self-denial,  tlmn  had  over  been  imagined 
in  the  dreams  of  legislators,  philosophers, 
poets,  priests  and  prophets.  If,  then,  they 
had  that  reliance  upon  the  sacred  character 
of  those  principles  which  they  professed, 
why  need  they  feel  any  petty  jealousy  at 
encroachments  upon  tlieni;  wliy  indulge  ia 
timid  misgivings,  which  ought  alone  to  bo 
the  attribute  of  conscious  inferiority?  Let 
them  discard  all  such  uu worthy  fears.  The 
Christianity  which  they  professed,  and 
which  wns  their  brightest  inheritance, 
needed  no  outward  bulwark  or  guarantee, 
but  ought  to  he  as  expansive  as  the  heaven 
from  which  she  came,  according  to  the  Eno 
beautifully  adapted  by  Mr,  Vox  — 

*♦  Tufjuo  prior  tu  parce  genuH  qui  dnoia  Olympo,** 

Venturing  to  think  that  Christianity 
showed  most  of  her  own  spirit  when 
she  associated  with,  and  lifted  to  her  own 
level,  even  what  was  moiit  repulsive  to 
her — ^when  she  displayed  in  the  high  places 
of  government  and  empire  the  same  beau* 
teous  maxims  which  ought  to  pervade  the 
common  concerns  of  daily  life,  such  as  that 
she  was  sent  not  to  seek  her  own,  and  that 
we  ought  to  do  unto  others  as  we  would 
that  others  should  do  unte  us — ^hefelt  that 
he  was  tendering  no  advice  unbecoming^ 
their  ado])tion,  either  as  Peers  of  Parlia- 
ment or  fathers  of  the  Chureh— he  felt 
that  he  was  not  offending  even  the  most 
hallowed  associations  of  the  place  in  which 
he  was  then  speaking,  not  even  that  con- 
nected with  the  picture  recently  introduced 
to  them  of  the  baptism  of  the  first  Chris- 
tian King,  when  he  called  upon  their  Lord- 
ships to  remove  the  last  glimmer  of  intole- 
rance from  the  Statute-btiok — to  admit  that 
long-oppressed  race  to  the  sign  and  sub- 
stance of  equality  which  was  still  denied 
to  them — and  to  render  this  a  just  measure 
of  retribution  for  all  the  woes  and  wrongs 
of  the  past.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  bo  now  read  a  second  time. 
The  Eaul  of  EGLINTON  entirely  con* 
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eurred  with  the  iiohio  Earl  in  all  that  h€ 
had  stated  ab  to  tlie  good  conduct  which 
charactorised  the  Jewish  people  as  eitizcna. 
But  this  Bill,  which  now  appeared  under 
another  name,  was,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
pOBeB»  the  iamc  Bill  which  last  year  their 
Lordships  bad  dono  themBelves  so  much 
honour  by  rejecting  hy  a  niajoritj,  very 
differently  conatitutod^  and  much  larger, 
than  those  which  they  had  lately  seen  in 
that  House.  There  might  he  words  in  the 
Parliamentary  oath  which  lapse  of  time 
might  have  rendered  nnnecessary;  hut  he 
thought  every  one  of  their  Lordships  was 
agreed  that  tlieir  removal  was  not  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill,  but  that  this,  like  its  pre- 
decessor, was  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
certain  disabilities^  and  admitting  the  Ba- 
ron Rothsebild  into  the  llouse  of  Commons, 
Ho  thought  this  could  hardly  be  denied. 
If  any  of  their  Lordships  were  to  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  with  a  view 
to  omit  what  was  unnecessary  in  the  Par* 
liamentary  oaths,  and  to  retain  that  which 
was  the  Christian  part  of  it,  they  would  be 
assenting  to  the  principle  of  the  BilL  For, 
abort  as  the  Bill  was,  and  euriously  mixed 
up  with  the  aSirmation  of  Quakers,  the 
last  half  of  the  fifth  clause  contahied  the 
principle  of  the  Bill;  and  if  their  Lord- 
ehips  were  to  assent  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  by  agreeing  to  the  second  reading, 
he  thought  that  rceent  experience  might 
show  them  that  noble  Lords  and  right 
reverend  Prelates  would  have  verj  httle 
ehance  in  Committee  of  finding  favour 
for  their  amendments  or  euggestions. 
He  objected  to  this  Bill  principally  on 
religious  grounds,  hut  he  also  objected 
to  it  for  political  reasons.  True  it  waa 
that  the  eonstituency  of  the  city  of  London 
had  chosen  as  their  representative  a  gen- 
tleman whose  worth  in  his  private  charac- 
ter, and  whose  position  in  society,  entitled 
him  to  the  consideration  of  bis  fellow- 
citizens;  lie  freely  conceded  all  that.  But 
the  eitisens  nf  London  knew  he  could  not 
flit  in  Parliament :  it  was  true  there  was 
no  legislative  enactment  against  it;  but  !io 
could  not  take  the  oath  at  the  time  of 
coming  up  to  the  table  without  forswearing 
his  religion.  Again,  he  looked  upon  this 
as  Q  retrospective  Billj  and  however  much 
it  might  tend  to  gratify  the  wishes  of  cer- 
tain people,  ho  thought  it  was  not  a  con- 
venient course  to  pursue  to  pass  ex  po^i 
facto  measures^  because  a  particular  con- 
stituency cbose  to  elect  a  Member  who  was 
not  able  to  sit  under  the  existing  law.  Ho 
objected  again  to  this  Bill  because  the 


Jews  were  a  separate  nation;  they  called 
themselves  a  separate  nation,  they  had  no 
patriotic  feelings  toward  this  country—* 
some  of  them,  as  the  noble  Earl  had 
stated  ^  bad  considerable  possessions,  &ndd 
they  had  a  strong  determination  to  tak^' 
care  of  those  possessions.  If  they  ad* 
mitted  Jews  into  Parliament,  why  should 
they  not  admit  any  alien  ?  Why  not  ad« 
mit  an  infidel  ?  The  Mabomedan  might 
say,  "  I  desire  to  be  sworn  on  the  Koran,*' 
The  intidel  might  say  ho  mufit  have  the 
name  of  God  erased  from  the  oath.  So 
that  they  would  have  the  table  covered 
with  a  list  of  oaths,  which  any  man  migklj 
select  as  he  would  his  bat  or  a  walkinjl 
stick.  He  contended  there  was  sometbiDg^i 
awful  in  the  idea  of  debating  whether  they 
should  erase  from  an  oath  which  bound 
men  to  the  most  important  duty  of  legia- 
lating  for  their  country,  the  name  of  Christ, 
the  author  of  all  good  on  earth,  our  S»* 
viour,  and  our  God  ;  knowing  as  they  all 
did,  that  in  everything  His  name  ought  to 
be  tlie  watchword,  and  Mis  example  our 
guide.  It  was  proposed  to  vote  that  His 
name  was  nnneeessary  in  a  solemn  oath 
taken  to  tho  Almighty.  No  one  proposed 
to  take  away  from  the  Jews  any  right  they 
ever  possessed.  It  waa  true  that  in  ancieni 
times  no  Act  of  Parliament  excluded  them 
from  Parliament,  and  that  the  oath  was 
comparatively  of  modern  intntduction;  hut 
tbeu^  in  ancient  tiuioa,  tho  Jews  were  pro- 
scribed, and  wore  not  capable  of  holding 
any  office.  Their  exclusion  was  not  for 
tho  purpose  of  persecution,  hut  gimply  to 
prevent  them  legislating  tor  a  Ghristiaa 
nation  or  a  Christian  Church,  The  nohle 
Earl  had  alluded  to  the  privileges  conferred 
on  tho  Jews,  and  among  others  to  that  of 
the  elective  franchise;  find  it  was  said  that 
as  a  Jew  could  vote  for  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament, why  not  allow  him  to  become 
one  ?  But  between  the  privilege  of  an 
elector  and  that  of  a  person  elected,  there 
was  a  great  and  important  difference;  be* 
cause  by  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood,  a 
Jewish  elector,  however  much  ho  might  be 
opposed  to  the  Christian  religion,  was 
obliged  to  elect  a  Christian  representative. 
But  admit  him  to  Parliament  and  he 
doubted  if  they  would  preserve  the  same 
apiiit  of  Christianity  even  in  their  lan- 
guage. Now,  tho  slightest  approach  to 
impiety  or  blasphemy  would  be  at  onco 
seonted.by  their  Lordships j  but  if  this 
Bill  pasiied  they  would  have  no  guarantee 
that  such  vvould  be  the  case,  because  that 
which  in  a  Christian  would  be  horrible^ 
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would  in  a  Jew  be  praiseworthy,  because 
consoientious.  If  a  debate  arose  upon  the 
better  observance  of  some  of  the  great 
Christian  rituals,  what  would  be  the  feeU 
ing  of  their  Lordships  to  be  told  that  it 
was  founded  on  a  delusion  and  mockery  ? 
What  would  be  the  feelings  of  the  right 
reverend  Bench  if  they  were  to  hear  the 
Christian  religion  reviled,  and  the  name  of 
Christ  blasphemed?  They  were  advised 
not  to  reject  the  Bill  that  had  been  twice 
sent  up  from  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  He  did  not  believe  that  it  was 
desired  by  the  people.  They  had  presented 
comparatively  few  petitions  in  favour  of  it, 
and,  after  the  measure  which  had  lately 
passed  by  a  large  majority  of  the  Com- 
mons and  a  small  majority  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  in  opposition  to  the  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  petitioners,  he  could  not 
think  they  were  bound  to  consider  the 
House  of  Commons  as  peculiarly  the  ex- 
ponents of  the  wishes  of  the  people.  He 
thought  they  had  already  yielded  too  much 
to  expediency  and  the  clamour  of  party; 
and  as  they  valued  the  Divine  assistance 
hereafter,  he  implored  them  not  to  deprive 
Parliament  of  its  best  and  noblest  attri- 
bute— that  of  being  exclusively  a  Christian 
assembly.  As  yet,  thank  God,  he  could 
fearlessly  refer  to  the  New  Testament,  and 
he  therefore  ventured  to  recall  their  Lord- 
ships' minds  to  the  solemn  warning  given 
by  our  Saviour  to  one  who  was  far  more 
pious  than  any  one  in  that  House,  and 
which  would  be  literally  applicable  if  this 
Bill  were  to  pass — **  Before  the  cockcrows 
thou  shalt  have  denied  me  thrice."  The 
noble  Earl  then  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
he  was  desirous  of  explaining  why  he  would 
support  the  Bill,  having  opposed  the  last 
measure,  he  having  changed  his  opinion. 
He  felt  only  one  regret,  that  of  differing 
from  those  with  whom  ho  generally  acted; 
but  in  all  assemblies  of  men  there  must  be 
different  shades  of  opinion,  and  if  they 
were  observable  sometimes  even  in  the 
Cabinet,  they  were  the  more  readily  justi- 
fied amongst  a  larger  number.  He  fully 
agreed  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Carlisle) 
that  religious  opinions  should  never  inter- 
fere with  civil  privileges.  It  was  upon 
that  principle  he  voted  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  and  for 
the  emancipation  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  1829.  In  1830,  however,  he  voted 
againflt  the  Bill,  then  for  the  first  time 


introduced,  for  the  emancipation  of  the 
Jews,  which  he  did,  as  he  then  thoughti 
upon  very  strong  grounds,  one  of  these 
grounds  being  that  Jews  did  not  embrace 
the  Christian  faith;  and  although  he  felt 
that  to  be  still  the  case,  his  objection  on 
that  score  was  greatly  mitigated.  The 
next  objection  that  he  then  had  was,  that 
at  that  period  there  were  several  other 
classes  of  British  subjects  excluded  from 
Parliament  who  had  still  stronger  claims 
than  the  Jews;  and  the  third  objection 
was,  that  there  then  existed  nomination 
boroughs  to  which  persons  having  money 
might  be  elected  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
the  public  and  of  the  constituency.  The 
two  last  objections  had  been  since  entirely 
removed,  and  the  only  one  left  for  consi- 
deration was  the  former.  In  the  year 
1830,  Mr.  Robert  Grant  thought  that 
after  the  political  changes  that  had  taken 
place,  the  time  was  a  favourable  one  for 
bringing  forward  a  measure  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  was  defeated  on  the  second 
reading  by  a  very  large  majority,  chiefly 
on  the  ground  that  there  were  other  classes 
of  British-bom  subjects  excluded  who  had 
a  better  right  to  sit  in  Parliament  than 
the  Jews.  Now  who  were  these  classes  ? 
First  and  foremost  among  them  ranked 
the  Quakers,  a  most  respectable  body, 
who  were  remarkable  for  their  industrious 
habits  and  their  charitable  behaviour,  but 
who  were  prevented  from  sitting  in  Parlia* 
ment  by  their  refusal  to  take  an  oath. 
But  in  1833  a  Quaker  had  been  elected 
for  a  very  large  and  influential  county, 
though  both  he  himself  and  those  who  had 
elected  him  knew  that  their  votes  had  been 
thrown  away,  and  that  he  could  not  take 
his  seat  in  Parliament  without  taking  the 
oaths,  which  he  would  not  do.  That  case 
of  Mr.  Pease  was,  he  thought,  nearly  simi- 
lar to  the  election  of  Baron  Rothschild  for 
London*  in  1847,  because  it  must  have 
been  equally  well  known  at  the  latter  pe- 
riod that  the  Baron  was  debarred  from 
taking  his  seat.  If,  however,  a  special 
Act  of  Parliament  were  introduced  to  ad* 
mit  the  Baron  to  Parliament,  no  new  pre- 
cedent would  thereby  be  established,  inas* 
much  as  the  Quakers  had  been  admitted 
by  allowing  an  affirmation  to  be  taken  in 
their  case  instead  of  an  oath.  On  that 
occasion  the  noble  Lord  who  had  intro- 
duced the  present  Bill,  was,  he  believed, 
the  very  person  who  moved  the  introduction 
of  a  Bill  for  the  admission  of  Quakers  into 
Parliament ;  and  since  then  Moravians  and 
other  olasseB  of  ChristianB  had  also  been 
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admitted,  and  there  was  at  present  no 
class  of  British-born  subjects  excluded 
from  Parliament  except  the  Jews.  Now, 
fae  must  say  that  this  was  clearly  a  case 
of  hardship  and  injustice  towards  the  Jews. 
He  would  ask,  had  the  Jews  ever  proved 
themselves  to  be  dangerous  to  the  State  ? 
Had  they  done  anything  to  stigmatise 
other  religionists  ?  There  was  no  class  so 
few  of  whom  had  been  convicted  of  felonies 
and  criminal  offences.  He  had  always 
looked  upon  them  as  a  harmless,  industri- 
ous, and  money-making  people.  They 
were  famous,  indeed,  for  driving  a  hard 
bargain  occasionally;  but  hd  did  not  be- 
lieve that  that  was  a  characteristic  pecu- 
liarly belonging  to  them;  on  the  contrary, 
many  Christians  were  remarkable  for  driv- 
ing equally  hard  bargains.  The  only  real 
objection  urged  against  the  admission  of 
Jews  into  Parliament  was  that  they  were 
unbelievers,  and  that,  if  we  admitted  them, 
we  threw  disgrace  upon  the  character  of 
our  Christian  Legislature.  Now,  he  would 
admit  the  force  of  this  argument  if  we  had 
never  yet  admitted  any  one  into  Parlia- 
ment who  did  not  call  himself  a  Christian. 
The  Quakers,  for  instance,  called  them- 
selves Christians;  and  as  he  lived  amongst 
them,  and  knew  them  to  be  a  very  con- 
scientious sect,  he  had  not  the  slightest 
wish  to  say  a  single  word  offensive  to  them. 
But  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that  they  held 
very  peculiar  religious  opinions  and  tenets. 
It  would  offend  them  to  say  that  they  were 
not  Christians;  and  yet  facts  ought  to  be 
mentioned.  What  was  it  that  constituted 
men  Christians?  It  was  not  the  circum- 
stance of  their  having  been  born  of  Chris- 
tiau  parents  or  in  a  Christian  land.  It 
was  held  that  no  one  was  a  Christian  until 
he  had  undergone  the  ordinance  of  bap- 
tism; but  it  was  well  known  that  the  Qua- 
kers did  not  recognise  such  an  ordinance. 
If  it  could  be  proved  to  him  that  any  dan- 
ger would  result  to  the  Established  Church 
from  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to  Parlia- 
ment, he  would  be  the  last  to  support  the 
present  Bill;  but  he  never  could  be  brought 
to  believe  that  any  danger  on  that  head 
need  bo  apprehended.  In  the  first  place, 
the  number  of  Jews  was  very  limited,  and, 
in  the  next,  there  was  not  a  more  peace- 
able sect  in  existence.  He  thought  there 
was  far  more  danger  to  the  Church  to  be 
apprehended  from  some  of  the  Dissenters 
than  from  the  Jews,  for  the  latter  had 
never  attempted  to  make  converts;  they 
were  not  a  proselytising  sect,  their  inter- 
iages  with  Christians  were  very  rare; 


and  though  he  had  heard  of  Jews  becom- 
ing Christians,  he  had  not  heard  of  many 
Christians  becoming  Jews.  The  Legisla- 
ture had  in  his  opinion  either  gone  too  far 
already,  or  they  had  not  gone  far  enough. 
In  1831  the  noble  Lord  opposite  intro- 
duced the  Sheriffs'  Declaration  Bill,  un- 
der which  Jews  had  filled  the  office  of 
sheriff  of  London,  Middlesex,  and  he  be- 
lieved other  counties;  and  by  the  Bill  of  a 
noble  and  learned  Lord  not  now  present 
(Lord  Lyndhurst),  other  privileges  were 
extended  to  them.  Now,  if  they  had  not 
abused  any  of  those  privileges  which  thej 
already  possessed,  what  objection  coald 
there  be  to  extending  their  privileges  still 
more,  and  to  the  admission  to  a  seat  in 
Parliament  of  a  gentleman  who  had  been 
elected  two  years  ago  by  one  of  the  largest 
and  first  constituencies  in  the  kingdom? 
He  thought  he  had  shown  enough  to  jus- 
tify him  in  now  entertaining  a  contrary 
view  from  that  which  he  had  advocated  on 
a  former  occasion.  They  were  at  all  eyents 
sufficient  to  satisfy  his  own  mind.  He  had 
no  personal  motive  in  this  matter.  He  had 
scarcely  any  knowledge  of  any  person  of 
the  Jewish  persuasion,  and  scarcely  ever 
exchanged  a  word  with  a  Jew  in  bis  life; 
and  in  giving  his  support  to  this  Bill,  he 
only  did  what  he  considered  to  be  a  strict 
act  of  justice  and  of  conscience. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  that,  unwilling  as  he  always  was  to 
trespass  on  their  Lordships'  attention,  and 
having  declared  last  year  the  reasons  upon 
which  he  felt  it  his  duty,  however  reluc- 
tantly, to  express  his  opinion  and  to  give 
his  vote  against  a  similar  measure  to  the 
present,  he  should  have  sheltered  himself 
under  the  opinions  which  ho  then  had  the 
honour  of  laying  before  their  Lordships,  if 
the  circumstances  of  the  times  had  been 
exactly  the  same  as  they  were  twelve 
months  ago.  But  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  were  circumstances  connected  with  the 
present  time  which  gave  double  force  to  the 
objections  thus  urged  against  the  measure, 
and  which  he  felt  bound  to  state  to  their 
Lordships  in  the  light  in  which  they  appear- 
ed to  his  own  mind.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  opened  the  debate,  with  a  spirit  of 
candour  which  he  (the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury) would  endeavour  to  imitate  in 
the  few  remarks  he  intended  to  offer. 
The  noble  Earl  allowed,  that  the  distinc- 
tive character  of  the  measure  was  to 
lower  the  qualification  of  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  the  Legislature,  so  as  to  makfi 
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it  a  matter  of  indifference  whether  those 
who  had  seats  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment should  or  should  not  be  members  of 
the  Christian  religion — it  was  to  place  in 
the  same  class  (so  far  as  legislation  could 
effect  this)  the  Christian  who  received  the 
whole  revelation  of  God,  and  the  Jew  who 
did  not  receive  it — it  was  to  say  that  each 
or  either  of  these  parties  was  equally  fit  for 
the  discharge  of  the  highest  duties  which 
a  subject  of  any  State  could  be  called  upon 
to  perform;  that  they  were  equally  fitted 
for  an  honour  which  was  eagerly  sought 
for  and  highly  prized,  and  the  posses- 
sion of  which  was  considered  as  an  ample 
recompense  for  laborious  duties  and  heavy 
responsibilities.  Such  was  the  principle  of 
the  Bill;  and  now  he  would  consider  the 
particular  season  at  which  their  Lordships 
were  called  upon  to  accept  it.  England  at 
the  present  time  stood  in  a  very  peculiar 
position  compared  with  the  rest  of  Eu- 
rope. She  stood  alone  —  a  monument 
and  an  example  of  freedom  and  social  or- 
der. She  stood  as  a  column  among  other 
columns,  which  a  short  time  ago  seemed 
as  erect  as  herself,  and  to  have  as  firm  a 
foundation,  but  which,  having  now  tottered 
to  their  fall,  had  shown  that  their  founda- 
tion was  different  from  ours.  The  nations 
themselves,  who  admired  that  contrast 
which  she  presented  to  their  own  broken 
and  disordered  state,  hesitated  not  to  attri- 
bute the  difference  to  our  national  and 
scriptural  religion  —  that  religion  which, 
cementing  together  the  various  orders  of 
society,  and  hallowing  our  civil  and  social 
institutions,  imparted  a  sanction  to  our 
laws  which  nothing  else  could  give,  and 
enabled  us  to  stand  secure  against  the 
storms  of  anarchy.  Was  this  a  time,  then, 
to  cast  any  reproach  upon  that  religion; 
and  was  this  the  time  for  saying  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  indifference  whether  it  was 
professed  or  denied  by  those  who  held  a 
place  in  our  national  councils  ?  But  this  was 
not  all.  England  had  not  only  been  mark- 
ed by  peculiar  privileges,  but  she  had  been 
the  subject  of  many  and  peculiar  blessings. 
He  need  hardly  call  back  the  recollection  of 
their  Lordships  for  a  few  moments  to  the 
anxiety  felt  at  a  recent  period  relative  to 
the  fate  of  our  Indian  empire — those  fears 
which  were  felt  during  the  interval  which 
elapsed  between  the  accounts  of  the  first 
great  battle  and  the  second,  and  until  the 
happy  intelligence  arrived  of  the  overthrow, 
dispersion,  and  submission  of  a  dangerous 
and  infuriated  enemy.  The  brave  com- 
mander who  gained  that  victory  had  not 
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hesitated,  like  other  great  commanders  who 
had  fought  and  conquered  in  the  same  field, 
to  ascribe  the  glory  and  the  success  to  Him 
who  had  "  nerved  the  soldier *s  arm,  and 
given  courage  to  the  soldier's  heart.''  The 
victories  which  consolidated  our  Indian 
possessions,  and  produced  a  state  of  tran- 
quillity, such  as  he  trusted  might  long 
continue  in  that  great  empire,  were  most 
important  mercies.  They  were  impor- 
tant at  any  time,  but  never  more  im- 
portant than  now.  Surely  it  would  be  a 
poor  return  to  Him  to  whom  we  ascribed 
the  praise  for  such  mercies,  if  we  made  it 
appear  that  we  beheld  with  the  same  eyes 
a  body  of  men  to  whom  the  Divine  favour 
had  been  granted,  and  those  from  whom 
that  Divine  favour  had  been  withdrawn— 
judicially  withdrawn — because  it  had  been 
forfeited.  He  would  not  willingly  speak 
harshly  of  any  man,  or  any  class  of  men; 
but  believing  the  Bible,  he  could  not  be* 
lieve  that  the  Almighty  regarded  with 
the  samo  favour  those  who  accept  his 
merciful  offer  of  reconciliation,  and  those 
who  reject  it.  And  if  the  Jew  re- 
jected that  offer,  should  we  say  that 
on  that  account  he  lost  nothing  in  our 
esteem  —  that  we  thought  him  equally 
worthy  with  the  Christian  of  the  highest 
privileges  of  the  State — equally  worthy  to 
take  part  in  the  legislation  of  a  Christian 
people  ?  He  should  have  been  content  to 
stop  here,  if  it  had  not  been  necessary  that 
he  should  advert,  in  a  very  few  words,  to 
an  argument  already  used  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  and  which  he  had  often  heard 
in  answer  to  reasoning  such  as  that  which 
he  had  ventured  to  lay  before  their  Lord- 
ships. It  was  this — that  we  had  already, 
notwithstanding  our  present  oath,  **  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  admitted  those 
to  the  Legislature  who  were  not  less  hos- 
tile to  religion,  and  not  less  likely  to  injure 
it,  than  the  Jews.  He  hoped  this  was  not 
the  case.  But  granting,  for  argument 
sake,  that  it  might  be  so,  such  parties 
were  not  in  Parliament  as  the  professed 
enemies  of  Christianity,  still  less  were  they 
there  with  their  Lordships'  permission  or 
sanction.  Parliament  had  done  all  it  could 
do  when  it  required  the  profession  of  Chris- 
tianity. Beyond  that  it  could  not  go,  with^ 
out  adopting  an  odious  inquisition.  It  was 
one  thing  to  admit  persons  who  came  under 
the  name  of  professed  friends  of  Christian- 
ity, and  another  to  throw  open  the  gates 
without  distinction  to  friend  or  foe.  He 
called  upon  their  Lordships  not  to  commit 
such  a  solecism  in  legislation  as  to  lower. 


{DC'RDS} 

^  sna. 'sriat  ija:i  ^atar  Zju^skhm  larrr  t»  giif  if  j 

!i£  12«  KiL  J<«^^-tai  iv 

S«&bi  sne£  'ott  tmat  is  5e  sgqcuci  »  CI 

He  v«f  w^  Avire  i&At  isocani  s»  kaa — oai  kr  j 

.  Boc  jes  a>Fve  xust  unt- 


W    ^aSK   ft   -UififL^llS   T3FV   4^  tt£s    fCUKKJH 

^H  'ans  iMki  35  lim  misc  ^w.  Pniiftse. 

3«  mi  Hiic  foniBdiir  *ae  iwjq 

«i  W.  a»  ami  x^ncr^Y  Men  ^^ufmamec 


'  s  J-!^  warn  ir  v^si  311c  a  ii  jterttnt 

fi*  vmui  fxsuBL 
r  9y  sjaxc.  ^as  if 

KL  aai  v««  jJar^^ir^  ^  £rt«  his  va«fr 

iir  m  *rbncraa  =acaer  ^hma.  sir  a  J^w. 

A  jiassBc  -raek  sutki  94c  ^  §a5oj 
11  ':he  -awnnr^:  jbl  oe  juml  sic  i^iiir 

3f>ut  dutf  '-x  auric  i«  «  jsn.  immfem:  u 
:iut  inciii'ao  it  r^i^nii.  Tbifn  -mtsn  Tmaj 
eRTmucuures  :iuc  3u^n£  in  li^  umii.  loe- 
rant  at  m  'injisrcMn.  tj  a  peryni  luu&nir 
3ii>  ir  ^as  iifiiK:  ^ar.  juiwevifr.  Trraiii 
uc  'fflit  'lun  :iJ  JOTMse  laj  r-ucriir^iiiiis  oit 

If  :in!7  ww«  t«  »re  ra  «n:a  &  prai- 

'It  t^qw  7*:^  -ziey  Biinc  Tumbiy  i«] 
"ai   fdotr  ^uas  ^«*r« 

mam  3C*joi;  ^ticet^iniT  for  -nirng  %w^j  Tim 
dies  "SM  'sr^detr?  n:  tiee*=ini.  -ir  MOdOr 
iniC  A  rtscTTcciA  ▼u«r<*  !V  «xaceiL  itfi^n* 
atticeu  ai  cake  tixai  e«i«irK. 
iirvard  mnr.  «»  kt  &i  jluhi 


«iM<>  it^  av  lan  sahnecz  5a  &  €iifa«Lfi  lavuxiz^  is  w* 

aL!  ICivsr  fc  ^ai£  •cwicaaB.  fu  ^Mue  rxn  sty  ':■> 

ant  <«BL  iUB«  i^  ixB  ;qc3C  TTvcreai  fr^e^  »«  ( 

^o*  luuiuioft  •:£  4ciKiir^  jl? jauur  <ncsi£*r  5zmpi 

fa»   v-BBBi  taac  till}  rants  «/  1^ 

vmui  irrvt  »s  laics'  LiiriuDft  ieamt^i  vtaz  \ 

^  sco^  itr.  SBii  ibrv  ] 


llflUUC  *. 

:&&  inc  iiflinpu^  •if  C 
i^nai^  <ii»w:riL  »•  4Ba«e 
iiie  3L  itmmif  4f  C 

-*  in  ct«  &:»  5udk  «f  «  C 
liie^  aiic  hj-  so  aecit*r 

Bos  ai!^  &a7>i«vu«t  tH  9 

inc^Moee  'ir  kara  19  asv 
Adui:ii»  or  erm  pcnsJxas  at  frq 
:aii*i  had  tieea  •niiB«<i  5ir  cfe 
mii  Tr'iMBmiinntea  ti  '^  K 


Takers  anit  pttimifuec.  tbos 
wsdffjn  £.»jiu  wWti  9nj 
:mud  arise  ^  d^  Ononra*  b«t  da 
a  ii«r«  ^iDKCim  j/i  'Jtinftigfe.  In  1 
Ixtf  cmnnirTea.  rums  «fei  nni 
iHiL  biki  mL  iftac  iF  d 


893 


ParliammUary 


{June  26} 


Oatki  Bin. 


894 


not  one  Jew  would  find  his  way  into  the 
Legislature  or  into  office,  still  they  would 
vote  for  the  measure,  as  one  doing  away 
with  a  dishonour  to  Christianity.  If  the 
law  were  what  it  was  some  years  ago,  that 
all  persons  admitted  to  Parliament  or  to 
office  should  be  compelled  to  profess  the 
religion  of  the  State,  then  there  would  be 
some  plausible,  though  not  good,  grounds 
for  bringing  a  charge  of  indifference  to 
religion  against  those  who  would  admit 
persons  not  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church;  but  there  seemed  to  be  a  great 
inconsistency,  when  they  had  removed 
tliose  first  barriers,  in  leaving  this  remain^ 
ing  one.  Those  who  said  that  by  allow- 
ing persons  to  be  elected  who  did  not  pro- 
fess Christianity,  they  were  exhibiting  in- 
difference to  Christianity,  must  show  that 
when  they  admitted  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dissenters,  they  were  not  showing  indiffer- 
ence  to  their  own  Church.  They  admitted 
to  that  House  persons  who  were  not  only 
not  of  that  Church,  but  who  might  make 
use  of  their  place  in  that  House  to  dispa- 
rage and  damage  the  Established  Church. 
Now,  if  they  were  wrong  in  so  doing,  they 
ought  in  consistency  either  to  go  forward 
or  go  back — either  to  admit  those  who  did 
not  profess  Christianity,  or  exclude  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Established 
Church.  He  had  always  been  favourable 
to  the  removal  of  religious  disabilities;  but 
it  was  peculiarly  important  to  removo  this 
last  disability,  precisely  because  it  was  the 
last,  in  order  to  show  that  they  were  not 
proceeding  on  the  principle  of  indifference 
to  their  religion.  There  were  many  per- 
sons calling  themselves  Christians  in  a  cer- 
tain sense  who  believed  that  our  blessed 
Lord  was  just  such  a  person  as  Socrates 
or  Confucius.  Now,  he  did  not  see  how, 
upon  the  ground  taken  by  the  opponents  oJF 
this  measure,  they  could  avoid  the  charge 
of  being  indifferent  to  all  religious  persua- 
sions, while  persons  holding  such  views  as 
these  were  admitted  to  the  Legislature. 
It  was  important,  therefore,  either  to  re- 
trace their  steps  and  exclude  from  office  all 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  Established 
Church,  or  remove  this  last  restriction. 
No  one  apprehended  danger  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  from  the  admission  of  the 
Jews,  and  therefore  he  hoped  this  measure 
would  be  passed  as  one  that  removed  what 
was  an  insult  and  affront  to  Christianity. 
He  hoped  he  and  those  who  agreed  with 
him  would  get  credit  for  being  as  anxious  to 
avert  any  stain  from  being  cast  upon  Chris* 
tianity  as  those  who  differed  from  them. 


They  took  a  different  view  from  that  taken 
by  them  of  the  spirit  of  their  religion,  and 
they  believed  that  in  so  doing  they  were 
acting  in  the  spirit  exhibited  by  our  Lord 
himself  and  by  His  Apostles. 

The  Bishop  of  EXETER  observed, 
that  the  argument  of  his  most  rev.  Friend 
seemed  to  proceed  on  the  supposition  thai 
those  who  opposed  this  Bill  had  been 
anxious  to  admit  all  who  differed  from  the 
Established  Church,  except  the  Jews. 
That  they  had  seen  their  arguments  set 
at  nought,  and  their  principles  trampled 
upon  from  time  to  time,  was  too  true;  but 
that  was  no  reason  why  they  should  volun* 
tarily  surrender  this  last  security.  The 
Jews  were  in  a  very  different  position  from 
all  Christian  sects.  His  most  rev.  Friend 
had  said,  and  surprised  him  by  saying, 
that  there  were  Members  of  that  Houses 
amongst  those  who  professed  other  re* 
ligious  doctrines  than  tnose  of  the  Estab^ 
lished  Church,  who  exercised  the  political 
power  they  had  acquired  as  Members  of 
the  Legislature  to  the  injury  of  thai 
Church.  He  felt  bound  in  justice  to  say 
that  he  knew  not  of  any  such;  and  those 
Gentlemen  who  had  solemnly  pledged 
themselves  not  to  use  their  influence  as 
Members  of  the  Legislature  to  the  injury 
of  the  Church,  as  by  law  established,  he 
firmly  believed  were  men  of  honour,  and 
would  keep  their  pledge.  His  most  rev* 
Friend  had  spoken  of  the  great  care  their 
Lordships  should  take  of  the  interests  of 
the  electors;  but  in  his  opinion  the  electors 
in  this  case  had  very  little  claim  on  their 
Lordships'  consideration,  inasmuch  as  that 
knowing  the  law  of  the  land  laid  it  down 
distinctly  that  certain  persons  shall  not  be 
eligible  to  sit  in  Parliament,  they  never* 
theless  elected  a  person  so  by  law  dis« 
qualified,  and  now  made  such  election  the 
ground  of  endeavouring  to  force  from 
their  Lordships  the  abandonment  of  this, 
as  he  considered  it,  important  and  neces-* 
sary  restriction.  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Car« 
lisle)  with  deep  interest,  but  not  without 
some  pain.  That  speech  appeared  to  him 
to  be  marked  by  a  peculiarity,  in  which  it 
stood  forth  prominently  singular.  Here 
was  a  Bill  professing  a  certain  principle--^ 
and  the  party  who  proposed  it  told  them, 
*'  This  professed  principle  is  not  the  prin« 
ciple  after  all.  The  real  principle  you 
will  find  contained,  not  in  the  preamble^ 
but  in  the  last  page.  We  are  attempting 
what  we  tried  last  year,  it  is  true;  but  we 
are  anxious  to  succeed  by  putting  forward 
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a  mock  principle  to  catch  stray  votes  for 
the  second  reading,  intending  to  alter  the 
Bill  in  this  respect  afterwards  in  Commit- 
tee." He  knew  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carlisle)  was  far  superior  to  such 
a  trick  ;  but  he  did  not  think  those  who 
were  the  authors  of  the  measure  were 
equally  free  from  the  charge.  But  there 
was  a  still  more  striking  and  important 
peculiarity  about  this  Bill,  which  was, 
that  by  it  their  Lordships  were  invited, 
silently  and  secretly,  for  it  was  not  avowed, 
to  repeal  the  Bill  of  Rights.  The  oaths 
quietly  disposed  of  by  this  Bill  were  in 
fact  those  very  oaths  which  were  made 
the  condition  of  placing  King  William  and 
Queen  Mary  on  the  throne  of  these 
realms.  That  Bill  required  that  after  the 
declaration  of  rights  an  oath  should  be 
taken  declaring  that  no  foreign  Prince, 
Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate  hath,  or 
ought  to  have,  authority,  ecclesiastical  or 
spiritual,  temporal  or  civil,  within  these 
realms.  This  solemn  engagement  was  re- 
quired in  order  that  no  supremacy  on  the 
part  of  the  Pope  or  other  Power  should  be 
admitted;  but  now  they  were  invited,  or  ra- 
ther brought  into  a  position  in  which  they 
might  be  tempted  to  seal  the  destruction 
of  that  safeguard.  It  had  been  argued 
that  it  was  quite  unnecessary  to  keep  the 
oath  of  supremacy,  because  Sir  Matthew 
Hale  said,  that  the  oath  of  allegiance  con- 
tained all  that  the  oath  of  supremacy  in- 
cluded. But  he  did  not  recollect,  that  in 
the  case  mentioned,  the  oath  of  allegiance 
would  bear  two  opposite  interpretations. 
If  this  Bill  passed,  the  oath  of  supremacy 
would  be  contradicted  by  the  oath  taken 
by  the  Roman  Catholic,  who  did  not  hold 
that  the  Pope  had  no  ecclesiastical  or 
spiritual  jurisdiction,  and  the  State  per- 
mitted them  to  hold  that  he  did.  It  was 
now  proposed  to  make  two  opposite  con- 
structions of  the  phrase  **  and  I  will  true 
allegiance  bear.*'  In  the  one  case  it  was 
to  be  considered  as  a  denial  of  the  Pope's 
jurisdiction,  and  in  the  other  as  admitting 
such  jurisdiction.  This,  in  his  opinion, 
was  a  sufficient  reason  for  rejecting  the 
Bill.  It  was  an  infraction  of  the  Bill  of 
Rights,  and  that  not  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  through  any  important  measure. 
If  it  were  necessary  to  introduce  Jews 
into  the  Legislature,  let  it  be  done  by  a 
Bill  like  the  one  of  last  year,  without 
trenching  on  the  Bill  of  Rights.  The  no- 
ble Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carlisle)  said,  it  was 
tyranny  where  there  was  no  equality  of 
enjoyment,  while  there   was  equality  of 


burdens  ;  and  asserted  the  absolate  righl 
of  admission  unless  sufficient  reasona  to 
deprive  them  of  it  could  be  shown.  Now 
ho  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter)  held  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  rights  under  a  republi- 
can form  of  government,  thej  had  no 
such  rights  in  a  monarchical  State.  In  a 
republic  cv6ry  member  had  equal  right  to 
admission  to  all  distinctions  and  all  offices; 
but  it  was  not  so  under  a  monarchy — ^there 
you  must  consider  who  were  the  parties 
who  would  serve  that  monarchy  failbfnlly. 
This,  too,  was  a  monarchy  of  a  peculiar 
nature,  bound  to  certain  duties,  and  rest- 
ing on  certain  conditions  entered  into  with 
the  nation.  Since  the  Restoration,  it 
rested  on  a  contract  which  was  expressed 
in  the  coronation  oath,  by  which  the 
Sovereign  was  bound  to  maintain  to  the 
utmost  of  Her  power  the  laws  of  God,  the 
true  profession  of  the  Gospel  as  well,  and, 
particularly,  the  Protestant  reformed  re- 
ligion, as  established  in  this  kingdom. 
No  one,  therefore,  under  such  a  monarchy, 
could  claim  a  constitutional  right  to  the 
franchise,  unless  they  could  show  that 
they  could  serve  the  Crown  in  that  par- 
ticular way,  and  in  furtherance  of  tiiose 
particular  objects  to  which  the  oath  re« 
f erred.  The  Parliament  of  this  countiy 
was  not  a  mere  congregation  of  400  Mem* 
hers  in  one,  and  500  or  600  Members  in 
another  House,  without  specific  duties, 
and  without  specific  qualifications  being 
required  from  them.  Parliament  in  this 
country  was  the  Great  Council  of  the 
Crown ;  and  every  one  admitted  to  that 
Council  should  be  willing  and  able  to  give 
faithful  homage  to  the  Crown  in  the  dis- 
charge of  its  own  duty  to  the  end  it  had 
sworn  to  carry  out.  Then  where  was  the 
right  of  the  Jew,  when  it  was  obvious  that 
he  could  not  consistently  with  his  own 
profession,  and  with  his  own  faith,  be 
faithful  to  the  Crown  in  maintaining  to 
the  utmost  the  true  profession  of  the  Gos- 
pel. Coke  had  shown  that  no  one  was 
qualified  to  sit  in  Parliament  who  was  not 
prepared  to  uphold  and  defend  the  true 
religion  as  established  by  the  State.  Par- 
liament was  Christian  only  while  it  di- 
rected its  deliberations  on  Christian  prin- 
ciples and  to  Christian  ends.  In  that 
way  he  held  that  the  Parliament  of  Engr 
land  was  Christian,  and  it  was  bound  to 
be  so  by  the  constitution.  It  was  true 
that  the  established  religion  had  been 
broken  in  upon  by  the  admission  of  those 
who  were  opposed  to  it ;  but  still  all 
who  had  been  yet  admitted  were  Chriar 
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tians ;  ibej  all  had  faith  in  the  same 
Saviour,  and  so  far  they  could  all  act  to- 
gether in  the  discharge  of  the  great 
duties  which,  as  a  Christian  Legislature, 
devolved  upon  them.  Parliament  must 
be  considered  as  a  body  corporate,  not  as 
a  collection  of  individuals,  and,  as  such, 
bound  to  adhere  to  the  declarations  which 
the  law  of  Parliament  required  from  them. 
Though  he  felt  it  painful  to  cite  Scripture 
in  the  heat  of  debate,  he  felt  bound,  es- 
pecially after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Earl,  to  call  their  attention  to  the 
command,  "  Remember  that  whatsoever 
ye  do,  in  word  or  in  deed,  ye  are  to  do  it 
in  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus."  Seeing 
that  this  was  their  plain  and  express  duty, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  they  could  not 
consistently  admit  Jews  to  assist  in  the 
discharge  of  it,  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  reject  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  SHREWSBURY :  My 
Lords,  when  the  question  of  Jewish  disabili- 
ties was  before  the  House  last  Session,  I 
contented  myself  with  a  silent  vote,  seeing 
no  especial  reason  for  trespassing  on  you 
on  that  occasion;  but  now  that  the  case  is 
presented  to  us  in  a  totally  different  form, 
I  feel  it  necessary  to  trouble  you  with  a 
few  observations.  My  Lords,  notwith- 
standing all  that  has  been  asserted  to  the 
contrary,  both  here  and  elsewhere,  I  can- 
not but  consider  this  measure  much  more 
as  a  political  than  a  religious  question. 
Indeed,  I  can  see  nothing  in  it  but  the 
natural  development  of  the  necessary  car- 
rying out  of  that  great  principle  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty  now  so  intimately  in- 
terwoven with  the  constitution.  Nor  can 
there  be  a  better  policy,  in  this  age  of 
discontent  and  disoraer,  than  to  conciliate 
all  classes  by  incorporating  them  with,  and 
attaching  them  to,  the  institutions  of  the 
State.  Certainly  I  had  desired  that  it  had 
gone  further,  and  had  restricted  the  quali- 
fication for  the  exercise  of  legislative  rights 
to  a  simple  oath  or  affii*mation  of  allegi- 
ance for  all.  Indeed,  my  chief  object  in 
rising,  is  to  point  out  the  shortcomings  of 
this  Billy  and  to  protest  against  the  injus- 
tice and  inconsistency  belonging  to  it ; 
for,  my  Lords,  from  the  very  title  and 
preamble  of  the  BiU,  it  is  but  too  clear 
that  its  principle  is  the  emancipation  of 
the  Jew,  but  the  restriction  of  the  Catho- 
lic. Noble  Lords  say  **  No,  no,'*  and  I  give 
them  full  credit  for  that  denial  ;  and  I 
beg  of  them  to  understand  that  I  am  not 
wpeaking  of  the  objects  and  intentions  of 
the  Bill,  far  less  of  the  objects  and  inten- 
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tions  of  those  who  propose  it.  My  Lords,  it 
was  only  the  other  day  that  it  was  laid  down 
by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  whom  I  do 
not  now  see  in  his  place  (Lord  Brougham), 
I  thmk  very  justly,  and  regret  that  I  had 
not  the  pleasure  of  hearing  him,  so  that 
in  reality  I  can  only  say  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  is  reported  to  have  laid 
it  down,  that  the  objects  and  character  of 
a  Bill  are  to  be  taken,  not  from  any  ex- 
planations given  of  it  by  those  who  pro- 
pose it,  or  by  anybody  else,  but  from  the 
enactments  of  the  Bill  itself.  Applying, 
then,  this  test  to  this  Bill,  I  think  I  can 
very  shortly  convince  your  Lordships  that 
the  principle  of  the  measure  is  to  eman- 
cipate the  Jew,  but  to  restrain  the  Catho- 
lic. My  Lords,  to  carry  out  this  view,  I 
should  begin  by  observing,  that  the  Pro- 
testant of  tender  conscience  who  insists 
upon  understanding  his  oath — I  mean  his 
present  oath — not  as  interpreted,  but  in 
its  most  literal  and  apparent  sense,  and 
who  refuses  all  expletives  and  all  explana- 
tions, is,  by  this  measure,  relieved  from 
his  difficulty.  And  here,  be  it  remarked, 
is  another  class  to  be  relieved  besides  the 
Jews — the  Quakers  having  long  since  been 
relieved  by  being  permitted  to  make  an 
affirmation  instead  of  an  oath  ;  whilst  the 
Jew  is  now,  as  I  trust  at  least,  about  to 
be  exempted  from  a  form  which  offends 
him.  But  the  Catholic,  as  far  at  least  as 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  go,  remains  pre* 
cisely  where  he  was.  He  must  either 
cease  to  exercise  his  deliberative  functions 
on  some  of  the  most  important  points  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  or  he  must  continue 
to  do  so  at  the  risk  of  being  taunted  with 
a  violation  of  his  oath  as  long  as.  the  oath 
remains  what  it  now  is.  In  fact,  the  Dis- 
senter, the  Quaker,  and  the  Jew,  are,  one 
and  all,  by  this  measure  declared  to  be 
more  trustworthy  than  the  Catholic,  inas- 
much as  they  are  freer  men — for  they  have 
a  clear,  unrestricted  right — they,  by  prin- 
ciple and  by  profession,  are  far  more  hostile 
to  the  Establishment  than  the  Catholic — • 
they  have  a  clear,  unrestricted  right  to  deal 
with  Church  questions  as  best  beseemeth 
them,  without  let,  hindrance,  or  reproach. 
Whereas  the  Catholic,  by  some  at  least,  is 
said  to  be  restricted;  at  all  events,  is  liable 
to  be  wrongfully  reproached  by  men  of 
heated  judgments  and  strong  prejudices,  if 
he  but  venture  to  exercise  the  common  pri- 
vileges of  Parliament,  and  to  speak  or  vote 
upon  Church  questions.  Why,  this  very 
measure  may  be  brought  up  against  us; 
for,  by  its  opponents,  it  is  asserted  to  be 
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injuriouB  to  the  Clicrch—calcalated.  by  ou- 
ch riAtmni!»in^  the  State,  to  weakes  and 
didtarb  the  Protcicant  religion  and  Fro- 
teaunt  Governmeat  of  the  tioontry:  m 
that  juac  txentv  jeari  after  our  own  eman- 
eipatioD,  ic  maj  be  imputed  to  u  aj  a 
crime  to  adsiit  in  the  emancipatioa  of 
others.  Uj  Lonii.  ic  \*  not  in  a  ipiric  of 
hostility  to  the  £?cabli.'iiini«ct  that  I  com- 
plain of  the  shortcoming?  of  thij  Bill:  bet 
in  defence  of  the  common  freedom  of  Par- 
liament. That  we  may  be  im^ — that  La- 
thoHca  may  be  free — to  tue  their  own  d;^ 
eretion  aa  t«o  what  ia  be^t  for  the  Church 
And  beat  for  the  State — the  aame  aa  others. 
even  aa  the  Jew.  My  Lorii.  I  feci  «i) 
strongly  upon  this  point,  that  i:  the  Bill 
go  into  Committee,  which  I  sincerely  hope 
it  will,  it  ia  my  intention  to  move  that  its 
benefits  may  be  eiten>leii  to  the  Catholics. 
so  that  there  he  no  longer  any  invidious 
distinctions,  but  one  law  and  one  oath  for 
all.  Shonld  I  have  the  honour  of  propos- 
ing this  Amendment  to  your  Lordships,  it 
ia  not  my  intention  to  enter  upon  any  ar- 
gument on  the  meaning;  •::  the  Catholic 
oath;  for  it  is  sufficient  for  ciy  purpose, 
that  that  meaning  i^  contested — that  it  is 
Tague,  indefinite,  and  uncertain — that  it  is 
a  eontroTerted  pijint — that,  independently 
of  the  ditSculties  in  its  application,  i:ide- 
pendently  of  the  difficulty  of  judging  what 
questions  hare,  and  what  hare  not,  a  ten- 
dency to  weaken  or  disturb  the  Protestant 
religion  and  Protestant  GoTomment  of  the 
country ;  it  is  sufficient  for  my  purposo  that 
the  Catholic  oath  is  subject  to  two  inter- 
pretations :  one  that  it  does,  the  other  that 
it  does  not,  restrict  us:  for  ray  object  is  to 
obviate  this  anomaly,  to  prer-:nt  those  who 
think  that  we  ar^  restricted,  fn?m  continu- ' 
ally  throwing  that  restriction  in  our  teeth, 
and  thereby  placing  us  in  an  invidious  and 
dishonourable  position.  My  Lords,  the 
question  ia  no  linger  where  it  was.  Here- 
tofore it  was  bad  enough:  but  now  we  are 
not  only  really  but  deliberately  placed  be- 
neath the  Dissenter,  the  Quaker,  and  the 
Jew,  and  are  thereby  suljectcd  to  an  in- 
dignity to  which  I  think  wo  ought  not  to 
■ubm::.  Wore  all  who  dissent  from  the 
religion  of  the  S:.ite  placed  in  the  same  cat- 
egory— were  all  re-^tricted  alike,  however 
ju-.:iy  Tve  miirh:  complain  of  it  as  a  riola- 
tion  of  tl;e  mx:tj  first  principles,  of  the  very 
CMentiai-i.  o:  a  deliberative  assomlly — -itiil 
the  gr:evin:e  would  be  far  less  ijalliiij. 
But  to  sifj-^le  ns  'y\%  by  name  as  an  excep- 
tionable class — :o  tetter  us  with  restrictions 
unknown  to  others,  which  all  dispute  and 


none  can  muferstaiid — ia,  I  think,  to  tnal 
as  in  a  manner  not  only  ifljnriotis  to  us, 
but  unbecoming  to  the  LegtaLatore.  If  it 
l;e  ynnr  Lori^hipa'  pleaanre  that  this  itata 
of  things  ^lall  remain — though  I  confi- 
dently tnut  that  such  will  not  be  jour  de- 
cision— L  for  one  i  for  I  can  only  nnawOT  for 
myself .  shall  feel  it  ineombent  on  me  to  re- 
fuse t<i  si^  on  terms  lo  derogatorj  to  the 
dignity,  and  so  ineompatible  with  the  free 
and  -ndependen?  action,  of  a  Menber  of  a 
legislative  body  :  for  by  passing  the  Bill 
as  i:  now  is.  I  shonld  conceire  the  nieaa- 
Ing  of  the  Catholic  oath  to  be  lor  ever 
fi.T>2d  in  a  restrictive  sense;  ia  which  eaae, 
takinx  all  the  accessoriea  into  considera- 
tion, calculating  all  the  eirenmstances  vo- 
der which  that  decision  was  come  to,  I 
should  lieem  the  conditions  on  which  we 
were  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  onr  ddi* 
berative  functions  hi  too  nneqnal  and  too 
humiliating  to  be  accepted.  I  shaU,  there- 
fore, entreat  your  Lordships  to  place  ns  in 
the  same  p«:>sition  as  others — to  be  content 
with  oce  oath  for  Protestant  and  Catholic, 
Dissenter.  Quaker,  and  Jew — tnisting  in 
us  as  you  trust  in  others,  that  we  shonld 
act  honourably  and  usefully  towards  all  the 
sfreat  ir.:ere?ts  of  the  empire. 

The  Ea^l  of  WINCHILSEA  said,  that 
he  must  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  brief 
obserrations.  as  he  eoold  not  giro  a  silent 
Tote  on  a  measnre  which  be  believed  to  be 
pregnant  with  danger  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  country.  He  must  olject  in  the 
outset  to  the  infidel  and  unchristian  char- 
acter of  the  measure.  Parliament  was  now 
called  upon  to  unchristianise  the  character 
of  the  Legislature  of  this  country — ^to  offer 
the  grossest  insult  that  CTer  was  ofl«red  by 
a  Christian  people  to  the  Almighty,  by  re- 
moving from  their  Stiitute-book  the  recog- 
nition of  that  religion  which  He  came  down 
from  heaven  in  person  to  gire  us.  The 
most  rcT.  Prelate  who  had  addressed  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  measure,  said,  that 
he  did  not  regard  it  as  one  affecting  the 
character  of  the  national  Legislatnre;  bat 
what,  he  would  ask,  was  the  crime  which 
tiiis  very  people  for  whom  thej  were  now 
called  upon  to  legislate,  had  committed. 
and  which  brought  down  upon  them  as  a 
nation  the  severe  judgment  of  Ood-^ which 
made  them  stand  to  this  very  moment  a 
monument  of  his  wrath,  and  a  warning  to 
all  nations,  showing  that  no  nation  conld 
despise  his  so vo reign  wo^d  and  reject  his 
faith  without  subjecting  themselves  to  the 
punishment  which  this  people  were  now 
undergoing  ?    We  were  now  called  vpon. 
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in  the  face  of  the  world,  to  renounce  our 
Christian  character,  for  the  purpose  of  ad> 
mitting  to  our  Legislatui^e  those  who  de- 
nied our  Saviour — who  rejected  the  faith 
on  which  all  our  laws,  our  constitution, 
and  our  Government,  had  heen  founded.  If 
this  was  not  judicial  blindness,  he  did  not 
know  where  it  was  to  be  found.  It  would 
seem  as  if  the  Almighty  had  turned  our 
national  wisdom  into  folly,  and  left  us  in  a 
Btate  of  national  blindness.  Towards  all 
the  Jewish  people  — God  was  his  witness — 
he  entertained  no  ill  feeling.  They  were 
once  a  favoured  people;  but  blindness  and 
punishment  had  fallen  upon  them  when 
they  rejected  the  Saviour  whom  we  wor- 
shipped and  adored.  He  hoped  and  prayed 
that  God  would  remove  their  blindness  from 
their  eyes,  and  in  his  own  good  time  lead 
them  to  adopt  the  true  faith  of  Christ. 
Amongst  all  the  storms  which  had  con- 
vulsed the  world,  with  the  ejception  of  two 
other  Protestant  countries,  Holland  and 
Sweden,  England  alone  had  remained  un- 
affected by  those  storms.  Was  this  owing 
to  our  own  righteousness  and  worth  ?  It 
was  his  firm  conviction  that  our  trial  now 
was,  whether  we  should  stand  firm  to  that 
faith  which  had  hitherto  been  our  safe- 
guard, and  show  to  the  other  deluded  na- 
tions of  Europe  that  there  could  be  no 
permanent  peace  or  happiness  unless  the 
God  of  our  salvation  was  the  God  upon 
whom  we  rested  all  our  confidence  for 
every  thing  which  we,  as  Christians,  en- 
joyed. Every  individual  now  in  the  House 
would  have  to  give  an  account  at  the 
great  day  of  judgment;  and  he  trusted 
that  no  body  of  Christians  would  be  so 
blind  and  infatuated  as  to  cast  off  the  Rock 
of  their  salvation.  Pestilence  had  lately 
afflicted  this  country — the  destroying  angel 
might  now  have  stayed  his  hand;  but  that 
hand  might,  at  this  moment,  be  raised  to 
do  God's  justice.  Those  in  high  stations 
must  not  expect  to  escape,  for  they  must 
remember  that  from  those  to  whom  much 
was  given,  much  would  be  required.  One 
of  the  most  dreadful  famines  ever  recorded 
in  history  had  visited  us,  and  perhaps  at 
this  moment  hundreds  of  our  fellow-crea- 
tures were  perishing  from  actual  starva- 
tion. These  considerations  ought  to  make 
their  Lordships  pause  before  they  consent- 
ed to  pass  a  measure  which  would  unchris- 
tianise  the  country.  But  it  had  been  said 
by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  that  this  was  not 
a  religious  question;  and  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Carlisle)  said,  that  there  was 
BO  principle  of  our  religion  which  militated 


against  this  measure.  Many  passages  at 
once  occurred  to  his  (the  Earl  of  Winchilr 
sea's)  mind,  which  showed  to  him  that  this 
was  a  religious  question*  and  that  it  in- 
volved a  great  religious  principle.  The 
Almighty  had  emphatically  said,  *'  That 
people  who  honoured  him  he  would  honour^ 
and  that  people  who  lightly  esteemed  him, 
by  him  would  be  lightly  esteemed."  H^ 
would  ask  the  most  rev.  Prelate  who  supr 
ported  the  measure,  how  could  a  nation 
honour  God,  more  than  by  upholding  the 
religion  of  the  Son  of  God  ?  "  He  that 
abideth  in  the  doctrine  of  Christ,  he  hath 
both  the  Father  and  the  Son.  If  there 
come  any  unto  you,  and  bring  pot  this  doc- 
trine, receive  him  not  into  your  house^ 
neither  bid  him  God  speed.  For  he  that 
biddeth  him  God  speed  is  a  partaker  of  his 
evil  deeds."  Let  them  beware  lest,  after 
they  had  eaten  and  were  full,  and  had  built 
goodly  houses,  and  their  silver  and  gold  were 
multiplied,  they  should  become  lifted  up  in 
their  hearts  and  forget  the  Lord;  for  if 
they  did,  the  Lord  had  testified  that  he 
would  bring  on  those  who  so  forgot  him  the 
destruction  which  he  had  already  brought 
upon  the  very  people  for  whom  they  wer* 
now  called  upon  to  legislate.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  all  consider  the  awful  re- 
sponsibility under  which  they  were  acting, 
and  that  they  would  refuse  to  sanction  this 
measure. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  they  all 
knew  the  strength  and  fervency  of  the 
opinions  which  were  entertained  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down,  for 
whom  no  one  entertained  a  more  sincere 
respect  than  he  did.  He  hoped  he  might 
respectfully  request  the  noble  Earl  to  ex* 
tend  to  others  the  respect  to  which  he  was 
himself  so  much  entitled.  He  had  heard 
him  with  great  regret  declare  that  the 
measure,  supported  by  a  large  portion  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  supported  in 
a  speech  of  great  ability  by  a  reverend 
Father  of  the  Christian  Church,  was  found- 
ed on  and  recommended  by  a  spirit  of  in* 
fidelity.  These  were  strong  terms.  He 
could  not  help  observing  that  the  noble 
Earl  also  referred  to  the  last  five-and- 
twenty  years,  during  which  infidelity,  he 
said,  had  spread  more  widely.  But  what- 
ever might  be  said  of  the  measure  before 
them,  he  said  he  should  deeply  deplore  the 
advent  of  the  time  which  should  bring 
forth  a  measure  that  would  affect  the  ChriS'* 
tian  character  of  Parliament ;  and  ho  should 
regret  if  such  a  measure,  being  introduced, 
oould  be  discussed  without  considerablQ 
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excitement  of  feeling.  He  must  respect 
also  the  jealous  enthusiasm  of  those  who, 
desirous  of  extending  the  hlessings  of  the 
Gospel  to  the  heathen  and  the  Jew,  were 
for  sweeping  away  from  the  Statute-hook 
every  vestige  of  civil  disahilities  on  account 
of  religious  opinion.  For  the  scruples  en- 
tertained on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
he  felt  equal  respect,  for  he  had  himself 
experienced  them;  hut  he  would  take  leave 
to  say  that  in  these  discussions  the  feelings 
were  apt  to  take  a  more  prominent  part 
than  the  understanding.  He  could  not, 
however,  assent  to  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin),  when  he  said  that  religious 
opinions  might  never  justly  form  a  ground 
for  political  disabilities.  He  felt  if  there 
was  any  one  right  more  necessary  than 
another  to  society,  that  right  was,  that 
every  society  should  have  the  power' of  de- 
fining the  conditions  on  which  they  would 
admit  individuals  to  the  exercise  of  the 
highest  powers;  and  if  it  were  admitted  in 
any  society,  that  under  certain  circum- 
stances an  individual  might  be  excluded  on 
the  ground  of  any  dogma,  he  felt  that  they 
ought  not  to  exclude  any  one  for  dogmas, 
the  power  of  which  might  confessedly  bind 
the  strongest  mind  and  pervert  the  clearest 
judgment.  But  whatever  they  might  think 
as  to  political  disabilities,  he  was  of  opin- 
ion that  the  great  preponderance  of  argu- 
ment was  in  favour  of  the  measure  now 
before  them.  He  drew  a  distinction  be- 
tween natural  rights,  which  no  Govcni- 
nient  could  interfere  with,  and  political 
privileges;  he  drew  a  broad  distinction  be- 
tween bodily  penalties  and  political  dis- 
abilities. His  meaning  was  illustrated  by 
the  case  of  the  young  man  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  other  evening,  who,  on 
being  called  on  to  take  the  oath  adminis- 
tered to  witnesses,  refused  on  conscien- 
tious grounds,  and  was,  in  consequence, 
sent  to  prison — that  was  persecution.  The 
only  circumstance  which  distinguished  be- 
tween that  case  and  the  case  of  the  non- 
juror before  them  was,  that  the  one  had 
no  powerful  representative,  and  the  other 
was  the  representative  of  the  greatest  city 
in  the  world,  and  the  colleague  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  question  before  them 
was  not  whether  religious  opinions  ought 
to  be  the  ground  of  political  disabilities, 
but  whether,  under  certain  circumstances 
existing  in  this  country,  those  disabilities 
were  justified  or  not.  It  was  said  they 
were  a  Christian  people,  and  ours  a  Chris- 
tian Parliament.     He  asked  whether  they 


were  not  sure  that  those  words  were  used 
somewhat  loosely?  Were  thej  a  Chris- 
tian people  ?  Were  all  the  people  of  this 
country  Christians  even  in  name?  Were 
the  Members  of  both  Houses  Christiani 
in  any  very  practical  sense  of  the  word? 
Could  their  Christianity  be  sceared  by  any 
words  that  could  be  imposed?  The  lax 
way  in  which  the  word  was  used  might  be 
gathered  from  an  anecdote  related  by  a 
right  rev.  Prelate  respecting  the  proposal 
in  the  British  Association  to  adopt  the 
phrase  *'  Christian  charity,'*  where  one  of 
the  parties  was  a  Jew;  the  word  was  em- 
ployed in  that  vague  and  general  sense, 
the  grace  of  benevolence  and  the  lo?e  of 
mercy  not  being  really  confined  to  Chris- 
tians. The  Legislature  might  inherit  the 
piety,  the  grace,  and  the  faith  of  another 
Wilberforce;  but  they  might  also  inherit 
the  scepticism  of  another  Bolingbroke.  If 
they  had  admitted,  with  one  exception, 
every  system  of  religious  faith,  and  every 
school  of  philosophical  opinion,  inclndiDg 
some  which  were  essentially  non-Christian, 
such  as  the  Unitarian,  it  was  unjust  to  the 
only  party  who  was  still  excluded  that  such 
exclusion  should  be  continued.  He  there- 
fore supported  the  Bill,  though  not  without 
reluctance.  But  they  could  not  support 
the  Christianity  of  Parliament  by  exact- 
ing such  oaths  as  these.  No;  the  Chris- 
tian character  of  Parliament  must  be  the 
reflection  of  the  character  of  a  Christian 
people.  They  must  work  lower  down; 
they  must  educate  the  people,  and  take 
care  that  among  them  Christianity  was  in- 
culcated. The  more  they  pursued  that 
path  the  more  success  would  attend  their 
efforts;  but  ho  could  not  see  how  persist- 
ence in  the  present  path  could  secure  the 
object  which  was  so  dear  to  their  hearts. 

Eaul  NELSON  opposed  the  Bill  upon 
principle.  He  maintained  that  the  words 
"on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,'*  were 
not  introduced  into  the  oath  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  excluding  the  Jew;  yet 
the  tacit  admission  of  those  words  pro?ed 
that  at  the  time  the  case  of  the  Jew  was 
not  contemplated  as  one  which  would 
come  before  Parliament.  The  difference 
between  the  case  of  the  Jews  and  the 
case  of  other  Dissenters  was,  that  by 
their  religion  they  were  in  every  way 
opposed  to  the  Christian  religion.  It 
was  not  tlieir  exclusion,  but  their  religion, 
which  made  them  a  nation  within  a  na- 
tion. The  Jews  were  essentially  an  an- 
tichristian  people;  and  while  they  were 
not  excluded  from  municipal  rights — werQ 
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not  disfranchised — might  hold  the  offices 
of  sheriffs,  aldermen,  and  magistrates; 
we  were  unfairly  accused  of  wishing  to 
persecute  thorn  when  we  considered  it  right 
to  exclude  them  from  Parliament,  as  there 
was  a  yast  distinction  hetween  making 
the  laws  and  administering  them.  If  it 
was  supposed  hy  the  nohle  Lord  oppo- 
site, as  he  understood,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  relaxation  which  this  measure 
involved  could  stop  here,  he  (Earl  Nel- 
son) thought  he  must  he  mistaken,  as 
the  greatest  advocates  of  the  question 
had  been  obliged  to  allow  that  their  ar- 
guments for  the  admission  of  the  Jew 
drove  them  to  admit  infidels  ?  There  was 
a  remarkable  fact  connected  with  that  ad- 
mission of  Jews  which  took  place,  as 
the  House  might  recollect,  some  years 
ago,  into  the  representative  assemblies 
of  Germany.  It  was  openly  avowed  that 
that  admission  had  been  conceded,  not 
80  much  out  of  especial  consideration  for 
the  Jews  themselves,  as  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  excluding  any  denomination  of 
infidels  from  these  assemblies.  The  state 
of  public  feeling  at  that  time  among  the 
various  political  parties  which,  in  regard 
to  the  Christian  character  of  its  legisla- 
tive bodies,  existed  in  that  country,  was 
by  no  means,  therefore,  to  be  lost  sight 
of  in  referring  to  the  case  of  these  Ger- 
man assemblies.  But  let  him  be  allow- 
ed to  demand,  on  this  part  of  the  case, 
whether,  if  the  British  Parliament  should 
choose  to  sanction  the  admission  of  Jews 
into  their  chambers,  they  could  hope  to 
keep  out  individuals  appertaining  to 
any  class  of  infidels?  The  argument 
drawn  from  the  act  of  one  constituency, 
could  not  be  admitted  :  if  they  had  elected 
a  minor,  a  lunatic,  or  an  alien,  the  principle 
would  have  been  the  same.  He  repelled 
the  arguments  founded  on  the  small  num- 
ber of  the  Jews,  and  the  presumed  effect 
which  their  admission  would  have  in  re- 
moving the  veil  of  false  Christianity  from 
the  Legislature ;  and  in  the  language 
which  had  been  used  by  Archdeacon  Hare, 
he  would  ask  if  it  was  seemly  to  sweep 
away  the  existing  law  on  the  subject  with- 
out any  call  of  principle,  any  pressure  of 
necessity,  or  any  motive  of  expediency, 
but  rather  in  violation  of  the  principles  of 
the  constitution,  and  in  a  wanton  spirit  of 
legislation  ?  Now,  the  constant  and  long- 
continued  rejection  of  Jews  had  always 
been  a  distinctive  feature  of  the  Christian 
Legislature  of  Britain.  The  real  ground 
of    the    support    which    certain    parties 


were  found  to  give  to  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  was  the  conviction  they  felt 
that,  if  passed,  it  would  accelerate  inevi- 
tably that  final  separation  between  Church 
and  State  which  they  so  ardently  desired 
to  see  effected.  Such  he  believed  to  be 
the  real  spirit  in  which  this  measure  had 
been  advocated  elsewhere.  And  though, 
doubtless,  after  the  change  which  late 
measures  had  caused  in  the  relation  be- 
tween Church  and  State,  they  could  not 
long  remain  so  intimately  connected  as 
they  had  been ;  it  was  our  manifest 
duty  to  prevent  a  separation,  and  by 
each  giving  in  a  little,  to  prepare  against  so 
sudden  a  disagreement  as  under  present 
circumstances  the  passing  of  this  Bill  might 
occasion.  But  he  trusted  that  House  would 
always  manifest  enough  of  wisdom  and  firm- 
ness to  resist  any  attempt  rashly  and  pre- 
cipitately to  bring  about  the  permanent 
severance  of  Church  and  State.  Such  a 
severance,  so  effected,  would  be  the  im- 
mediate precursor  of  the  extinction  of  all 
Christian  character  in  the  Legislature  of 
this  country,  and  the  substitution  of  an 
infidel  character  in  its  stead.  But  he 
thanked  God  that  there  was  little  likeli- 
hood of  the  great  bulk  of  the  English 
people  ever  consenting  on  any  ground  of 
mere  temporary  expediency  to  this  aban- 
donment of  its  Christian  distinction  on  the 
part  of  their  Legislature.  The  noble  Earl 
again  declared  his  intention,  on  these  and 
other  grounds,  to  oppose  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  considered 
that  the  argument  on  that  part  of  this  Bill 
which  related  to  the  oaths  to  be  taken,  had 
been  so  fully  gone  into  by  the  preee^ng 
speakers,  that  if  he  could  view  the  snb- 
ject  in  the  same  light  with  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  moved  as  an  Amendment  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months,  he  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow) 
should  have  abstained  from  offering  a  sin- 
gle word  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
should,  in  that  case,  have  left  the  case  to 
rest  upon  the  speech — one  of  the  most 
eloquent  and  the  most  able  he  had  ever 
heard — of  that  other  noble  Earl  by  whom 
the  Bill  had  this  evening  been  brought  for- 
ward forward  for  their  Lordships'  sanction. 
Among  all  the  arg^uments  which  had  been 
propounded  on  this  occasion,  he  had  as  yet 
heard  nothing  to  alter  the  impression  which 
the  speech  of  his  noble  Fnend  had  pro- 
duced upon  his  mind.  But  it  was  not  as  a 
Jewish  Disabilities  Bill  alone  that  this  Bill 
was  to  be  regarded  by  their  Lordships. 
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The  very  title  of  that  Bill— e  Bill  to  alter 
certain  Parliamentary  oaths — and  its  pre- 
amble— sufEciently  established  this  fact; 
and  there  was  but  one  clause  in  the  whole 
Bill  which  related  specially  to  the  case  of 
Jewish  subjects.  The  principle  that  ex- 
cluded one  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
from  a  privilege  which  was  now  conceded 
to  every  other  class,  was  one,  undoubtedly, 
that  it  was  of  the  highest  moment  for 
their  Lordships  to  consider;  but  ho  was 
anxious  that  the  other — and,  in  effect,  the 
pervading  —  principle  of  this  measure 
should  also  be  carried  out  into  full  effect. 
Now,  it  would  be  perfectly  competent  to 
noble  Lords  to  give  to  the  Bill,  involving, 
as  it  did,  this  other  important  principle,  a 
second  reading;  and  yet  to  reject,  should 
they  be  so  minded,  this  fifth  clause,  which 
alone  regarded  the  admission  of  the  Jews 
to  seats  in  Parliament.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  long  been  anxious  to  give  his  sup- 
port to  a  Bill  that  should  go,  as  this  did, 
to  the  revision  of  these  Parliamentary 
oaths.  If  noble  Lords  would  permit  him 
to  call  their  attention  for  a  moment  to  the 
nature  of  the  oaths  to  be  taken  in  order  to 
qualify  for  admission,  not  into  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  but  into  this— he 
would  ask  them  whether  it  was  either  fair 
or  just  to  require  Peers  to  take  certain 
oaths,  in  terms  to  which  they  could  not 
oonscientiously  subscribe.  It  was,  indeed, 
competent  for  individuals  on  taking  their 
seats  in  that  House  to  take  these  oaths  in 
the  particular  sense  they  attached  to  the 
terms  in  which  those  oaths  were  conceived. 
But  there  were  among  noble  Peers  some 
who  had  been  born  such,  but  who,  on  con- 
scientious scruples  as  to  their  own  con- 
struction of  those  terms,  objected  to  take 
such  oaths.  It  might  be  very  easy  for 
some  men  to  justify  to  themselves  the 
taking  of  such  oaths,  not  in  reference  to 
the  very  words  as  they  appeared  on  the 
face  of  them,  but  to  the  real  or  assumed 
construction  put  upon  them  by  those  wlio 
had  devised  them,  or  to  their  actual  inten- 
tions at  the  time  of  framing  them.  It  was 
true  that  these  oaths  had  force,  and  rea- 
son, and  signiticanco,  at  the  period  of  their 
being  originally  framed;  but  had  they  any 
such  now  ?  It  had  been  contended,  in- 
deed, that  in  all  the  interval  since  they 
had  had  no  application,  for  that  the  Pope 
had  had  no  tcmpoal  jurisdiction  in  this 
country.  But  was  that  true  ?  Why,  so 
far  from  it,  ever  since  the  visit  of  George 
IV.,  when  that  Sovereign  received  the  Ro- 
Qian  Catholic  prelates  at  his  levee,  those 


prelates  had  been  recognised  as  tnoli,  in 
effect,  by  the  Crown.  That  reception  in- 
volved the  admission  that  these  prelatai, 
who  had  been  affirmed  by  the  Pope*  formed 
a  part  of  the  State  in  that  recognised  cha- 
racter. Again,  by  the  enactments  of  the 
Church  Trusts  Bill,  Roman  Catholic  pre- 
lates were  recognised  as  such  in  the  ca« 
pacity  of  such  trustees.  It  was,  therefore« 
evident  that  the  fact  of  this  recognition  of 
the  prelates  in  question  must  be  conceded. 
It  had  always  been  matter  of  surprise  to  him 
(the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  that  the  oaths  with 
which  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lordships 
proposed  to  deal,  should  have  been  allowed 
to  remain  so  long  unaltered;  and  he  there- 
fore hailed  with  great  satisfaction  the  ap- 
pearance of  this  measure.  lie  now  begged 
seriously  to  put  it  to  such  of  their  Lord- 
ships as  were  opposed  to  the  admission  of 
Jews  into  Parliament,  to  allow  this  Bill, 
notwithstanding,  to  go  to  a  second  reading, 
seeing  that,  as  he  had  remarked  already, 
one  clause  only — and  that  but  incidentally, 
regarded  the  matter  of  sach  admission; 
whereas  the  preamble,  principle,  and  ge- 
neral text  of  the  Bill,  went  to  repeal  those 
oaths,  in  his  own  objections  to  which  he 
was  persuaded  that  a  large  majority  of 
noble  Lords  would  be  found  to  concur.  So 
much,  then,  for  the  grounds  on  which  he 
was  prepared  to  give  his  support  to  this 
measure.  But,  with  the  noble  Earl  below 
him,  he  must  object  to  the  mode  and  terms 
in  which  the  oath  it  contained  had  been 
framed.  lie  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Shrewsbury)  that  it  was  a 
most  invidious  form  of  oath  as  regarded 
Peers  who  were  members  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  spirit,  whatever  was  the  proposed  form 
of  oath,  which  should  be  more  binding  to 
qualify  a  Roman  Catholic  than  a  Prates- 
taut,  or  any  other  denomination  of  Chris- 
tian; and,  therefore,  it  was  unreasonable 
and  invidious  to  require  him  to  take  it. 
He  could  imagine,  however,  that  the  feel* 
ing  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
introduced  it,  was  to  obviate  a  possible 
danger  that  they  had  foreseen  of  the  Bill's 
not  passing  without  such  a  form  of  oath 
in  the  Lower  House.  In  Committee,  the 
point  might  be  fully  discussed,  and  in  the 
meanwhile  he  prayed  the  House  to  give 
the  Bill  a  second  reading. 

The  Earl  of  DESART  thought  there 
was  some  inconsistency  in  asking  their 
Lordships  to  do  away  with  the  oath  of 
supremacy  after  having  last  year  asked 
them  to  adopt  the  Amendment  proposed 
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hy  a  noble  and  gallant  Duke  (the  Buke  of 
Welliegton)  on  the  Diplomatic  RelationB 
with  Rome  Bill,  respecting  the  title  bj 
which  the  Pope  should  be  named  in  the 
Bill.  That  proviso  was  accepted  by  thoir 
Lordships  and  by  the  other  House,  and  it 
now  appeared  to  him  a  great  inconsistency 
virtually  to  expunge  that  Amendment.  He 
trusted  their  Lordships,  uninfluenced  by 
any  quibble  as  to  the  possibility  of  reject- 
ing the  fifth  clause  in  Committee,  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  principle  they  had 
really  to  consider  was,  whether  it  was 
right  and  proper  to  admit  members  of  the 
Jewish  persuasion  to  Parliament;  though 
as  an  Irishman  he  was  doubly  unwilling  to 
offend  those  to  whom  he  felt  deeply  in- 
debted for  their  philanthropy  to  his  dis- 
tressed and  suffering  country,  and  no- 
thing, he  trusted,  would  fall  from  his  lips 
to  move  their  feelings.  He  regarded  them 
as  fellow-citizens  and  fellow-subjects,  but 
could  not  acknowledge  their  claim  to  be 
admitted  as  fellow-legislators.  What  were 
the  qualifications  for  admission  into  the 
House  of  .Commons  ?  If  admission  were 
denied  to  a  man  who  had  not  a  certain  in- 
come, how  much  more  should  they  deny  it 
to  one  who  had  no  permanent  interest  in 
the  country  f  It  had  been  assorted,  that 
for  the  first  thirteen  years  of  William  and 
Mary'a  reign,  there  was  no  law  which  ex- 
cluded the  Jews  from  Parliament;  and 
that,  therefore,  they  might  have  had  seats 
there.  The  fact  was,  however,  that  at  that 
period  the  Jews  were  not  naturalised,  and 
were  not,  therefore,  qualified  to  sit.  But, 
supposing  they  had  been  qualified,  he 
would  ask  what  would  have  been  thought 
if  a  Jew  had  then  attempted  to  get  a  seat 
in  Parliament  ?  The  feelings  of  the  coun- 
try on  this  subject  might  be  collected  from 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  for  naturalising  the 
Jews  was  repealed  in  the  same  year  it  was 
enacted.  He  confessed  he  could  not  see 
how  their  Lordships  could  possibly  admit 
such  an  anomaly  as  that  of  allowing  Jews 
to  sit  side  by  side  with  Christian  prelates 
in  the  government  of  a  Christian  Church. 
He  could  only  attribute  the  introduction  of 
such  a  Bill  to  the  reckless  love  of  change 
which  was  so  prominent  a  characteristic  of 
modem  legislation.  He  called  upon  the 
House,  therefore,  sincerely  and  earnestly 
to  repeat  their  decision  of  last  year. 

The  BiBHOP  of  OXFORD  said,  that 
having  so  recently  addressed  thoir  Lord- 
ships upon  a  measure  strictly  analogous 
to  the  present,  he  had  no  idea  of  again 
troubling  them  with  any  observations;  but 


having  been  personally  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Duke,  and  the  noble  Earl  who  ad« 
dressed  their  Lordships  the  last  save  one 
having  rested  his  vote  upon  what  he  called 
the  unanswered  and  the  unanswerable  ar- 
guments of  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the 
Bill,  he  felt  he  could  not  resist  saying  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  acknowledged  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl,  with  au  its  Christian 
earnestness  and  Christian  kindness,  had 
won  upon  him ;  but  when  he  came  to  re- 
flect on  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Earl, 
he  felt  that  his  reasoning  was  not  so  con- 
vincing as  he  had  thought  it  when  influ- 
ence by  the  praiseworthy  feelings  with 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  urged  it.  The 
first  and  weightiest  argument  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  used  was,  that  inasmuch 
as  they  had  already  admitted  persons  a 
great  deal  more  dangerous  to  the  Church 
to  social  and  political  privileges,  they  were 
bound  in  consistency  to  go  on,  and  admit 
the  Jews  to  Parliament.  But  he  would 
present  in  a  single  word  the  fundamental 
difference  between  the  first  and  latter 
step— for  it  was  a  difference  not  in  de- 
gree but  in  kind.  It  was  said,  that 
they  allowed  a  Jew  to  sit  on  the  judg- 
ment seat  as  a  magistrate,  and  therefore 
they  might  give  him  a  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment; but  if  they  believed  the  Jew  honest 
in  his  own  convictions,  and  that  he  knew 
the  law  as  an  intellectual  acquirement, 
they  might  as  well  trust  him  as  they 
could  a  Christian,  to  administer  the  law 
made  by  another.  It  was  precisely  the 
same  thing  as  if  they  wanted  anything 
weighed  or  measured  :  they  might  trust 
for  the  purpose  any  one  who  had  honesty 
and  who  knew  the  weights;  but  if  they 
wanted  any  one  to  make  weights  for 
them,  then  they  wanted  a  person  who 
would  be  guided  by  the  general  princi- 
ples on  which  the  weights  ought  to  be 
made.  That  was  the  legislator's  posi- 
tion ;  his  duty  was  to  make  new  laws, 
and  that  duty  he  must  discharge  accor- 
ding to  the  decision  of  his  own  mind  as 
to  what  was  best  for  the  varied  inter- 
ests —  religious,  political,  and  civil  —  of 
the  whole  nation;  and  that  decision  would 
depend  upon  that  whole  set  of  princi- 
ples, which  were  as  much  part  of  his 
religious  as  of  his  moral  character.  The 
thing,  therefore,  was  different  in  kind.  The 
Jew  could  administer  the  law;  but  ha 
could  not,  if  he  believed  in  his  own  pro- 
fessions, make  new  laws  for  a  Christian 
people.      The  noble   Duke  opposite  (tlie 
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Dtike  of  CleyelaiiLl)  had  aaidi  tbat  he  bad 
changed  his  opiuioDs  on  this  subject; 
and  one  of  the  reasons  which  he  gavo 
for  that  change  of  opinion  was,  that  Ju- 
daism hftd  alteied  its  character:  hut  thb 
noble  Lord  forgot  to  give  one  single  rea- 
son why  he  thought  that  Judaism  at  the 
present  moment  was  one  whit  Jess  diame- 
tric»%lly  opposite  to  Christianity  than  it  was 
eighteen  years  ago;  but  the  noble  Lord 
also  said  that,  at  that  time,  many  other 
Beets  were  excluded,  and  he  must  therefore 
remind  the  noble  Lord  that  many  were 
now  cjcclucled.  All  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  excluded  from 
seats  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  reason  was,  that  that  was  a  trust 
to  be  adminiBtorcd  for  the  national  good; 
not  that  any  stigma  was  thereby  intended 
to  be  affixed  to  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England;  and  if  it  was  no  stigma  on  them, 
why  was  it  to  be  considered  a  stigma  on 
the  Jews  ?  The  reason  was,  that  this  was 
not  an  individual  honour,  it  was  not  a  de- 
coration, it  was  not  a  star,  but  it  was  a 
trust  to  be  executed  for  the  good  of  the 
Church  and  the  State.  Another  ground 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Duke  for  the 
change  in  his  opinion  was,  that  at  that 
time  there  wore  rotten  boroughs,  and  that 
the  wealth  of  the  Jews  would  have  enabled 
them  to  secure  a  sufficient  number  of  those 
rotten  boroughs  to  form  an  import  a  tit  ele- 
ment in  the  House  of  Commons;  and  the 
noble  Duke  had  said,  as  well  as  his  noble 
Friend  who  moved  the  BUI,  that  if  any 
danger  to  the  constitution  of  the  country 
could  be  anticipated,  he  would  not  he  the 
man  to  consent  that  it  should  pass:  the 
question  therefore  was  raised  whether  there 
was  any  danger,  and  he  was  prepared  to 
argue  that  there  was  danger,  and  great 
danger,  on  two  grounds.  The  first  was, 
that  by  the  power  of  money  Members 
might  be  returned  to  that  House,  who  had 
no  other  hold  upon  their  constituency  ex- 
cept that  which  the  money  power  gave. 
Hitherto,  in  every  case  in  which  they  had 
extended  the  franchise,  there  had  been 
sorao  constituency  to  be  represented,  and 
most  naturally  to  he  represented  by  Mem- 
bers having  connexion  and  sympathy  with 
those  constituents;  but  that  was  not  the 
present  case.  There  was  no  Jewish  con- 
stituency to  return  a  Jewish  Member; 
then  what  were  they  about  to  do  ?  They 
proposed  to  make  it  possible  that  a  Chris- 
tian constituency  should  return  a  Jewish 
Member:  t!iere  could  be  no  sympathy  be- 
tween them;  and  to  what  but  the  money 
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power  could  the  Jew  owe  his  influence  ? 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archhishop  of 
Dublin),  who  was  remarkable  for  the  acute- 
ness  and  subtlety  of  his  intellect,  had  said 
that  ho  supported  the  measure  because  be 
wished  to  remove  a  stigma  from  Chris- 
tianity; and  his  argument  was,  that  be* 
cause,  at  the  time  of  tiic  foundation  of  tho 
Christian  religion,  its  early  disciples  were 
taught  not  to  overturn  the  Powers  that  be, 
therefore,  when  the  world  had  become 
Christian,  he  denounced  the  attempt  to 
govern  it  upon  Christian  principles;  be- 
cause,  before  tlie  world  was  converted  to 
Christianity,  the  Christians  were  taught 
not  to  overturn  the  Pagan  institutions — 
therefore,  when  the  State  became  Chris- 
tian, they  were  not  to  administer  it  on 
Christian  principles.  The  Christians  in 
those  days  could  not  govern  the  world;  bat 
they  could  do  something,  they  could  go- 
vern themselves;  and  accordingly  a  Chris- 
tian wlio  went  to  one  of  the  Pagan  courta 
of  justice  for  redress,  was  severely  re- 
buked on  that  account.  The  noble  Earl 
who  moved  the  Bill  had  spoken  of  the  fact 
that  it  was  hy  recent  legislation  that  the 
Jews  were  excluded  ;  hut  that  was  an  argu- 
ment which  the  nohle  EarFs  own  honesty 
of  mind  would  hardly  allow  him  to  enforce  ; 
because  the  noble  Earl  well  knew  that  they 
were  not  excluded  before,  only  because 
until  recent  times  the  Legislature  had 
never  contemplated  that  a  Jew  could  gain 
an  entrance  into  Parliament ;  for  in  those 
days  their  personal  safety  was  hardly  pro- 
tected ♦  They  were  not  excluded  by  any 
legislative  enactment,  for  tho  same  reasons 
that  in  ancient  times  there  was  no  law 
against  parricide,  simply  because  such  a 
crimo  was  not  thought  to  b©  possible. 
First,  then,  he  said  that  there  was  danger, 
because  it  was  impossible  to  measure  the 
number  of  constituencies  upon  whom  the 
power  of  money  might  bo  brought  ta 
bear  in  order  to  secure  an  object  which 
might  bo  of  great  importance  to  the  Jews; 
and  at  the  present  time  he  thought  it  was 
especially  dangerous  to  increase  the  repre- 
sentation of  wealth  as  separate  from  those 
other  considerations  which  ought  to  qualify 
and  control  the  money  influence.  They 
had  of  late  years  seen  the  great  increase  of 
that  money  power  in  the  British  Legisla- 
ture, without  a  proportionate  increase  of 
those  considerations ;  and  therefore  he 
thought  that  to  pass  this  measure,  which 
would  give  the  directest  representation  of 
the  most  immediate  money  power  in  the 
country,  was  a  realj  practical,  and  great 
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eyil.  But  another  and  even  greater  dan- 
ger resulting  from  this  measure  was  this, 
Biat  hj  admitting  the  Jews  into  Parlia- 
ment, they  would  lose  the  opportunity  of 
ohjecting  to  the  public  profession  of  their 
Tiews.  It  was  said  that  had  men  could 
not  he  kept  out  of  Parliament  by  an  oath; 
and  it  was  true,  they  never  could  deal 
with  the  hearts  of  men,  and  because  they 
could  not,  they  were  not  bound  to  take 
their  standard  from  the  hearts  of  men, 
but  from  their  professions.  Therefore, 
the  only  level  which  they  could  assume 
in  that  House  was  the  professed  level. 
Their  Lordships  remembered  the  time 
when  there  was  a  Pretender  to  the  Throne; 
now  at  that  time  there  might  have  been 
many  Members  of  Parliament  who  secretly 
believed  that  the  Pretender  was  the  true 
sovereign  of  this  realm,  and  then  the  argu- 
ment might  have  been  used,  as  it  was 
on  the  present  occasion,  that  their  oaths 
were  useless,  that  they  could  succeed  in 
excluding  all  those  who  favoured  the  Pre- 
tender. But  suppose  that  the  friends  of 
the  Pretender  hcid  been  admitted,  could 
it  have  been  taken  for  granted  that  such 
persons  were  traitors  to  the  English 
Throne?  Might  they  not  have  said, 
•*  When  you  admitted  me,  you  knew  the 
opinions  which  I  held,  and  I  am  as  free  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  the  restoration  of  the 
Pretender  as  you  are  to  introduce  a  Bill 
on  any  other  subject?"  If  they  applied 
that  iUustration  to  the  Jews,  it  might  be 
true  that  there  were  many  people  who  had 
seats  in  Parliament,  and  who  would  not  be 
prevented  by  any  hearty  religious  feeling 
from  adopting  measures  hostile  to  the 
Christian  religion;  but  then  they  did  not 
come  in  on  the  profession  of  unbelief, 
and  the  Legislature  could  impeach  of  trea- 
son to  the  Highest  Sovereign  any  man  who 
dared  within  its  halls  to  raise  any  standard 
except  that  of  the  Cross,  or  to  appeal  to 
any  law  except  that  of  Christ  and  his 
Apostles.  But  if  they  once  admitted  the 
Jews  into  the  Legislature,  no  more  after 
that  could  they  object  to  the  declaration 
of  the  Jewish  faith  in  that  Legislature,  be- 
cause they  would  then  have  conferred  the 
right  of  legislating,  not  upon  Christian  but 
upon  Jewish  principles ;  they  would  have 
lowered  the  professed  if  not  the  actual 
level ;  and  the  moment  they  did  that,  they 
lowered  the  character  and  temper  of  the 
assembly.  There  was  great  danger  in 
the  present  day  of  allowing  principle  to 
be  lowered  to  practice,  rather  than  of 
raising  practice  to  the  level  of  principle; 


and  if  that  danger  pressed  upon  them,  if 
the  increase  of  material  wealth  contributed 
towards  it,  surely  the  present  was  not  the 
time  for  lowering  the  Christian  character 
of  the  Legislature,  by  admitting  those  who 
rejected  that  which  alone  could  raise  the 
standard  of  judgment.  He  was  not 
speaking  with  any  unkindness  towards  the 
Jews  ;  it  was  because  he  believed  in  the 
greatness  of  their  intellectual  power,  and 
in  the  strength  and  firmness  of  their  natu- 
ral character,  that  he  could  not  give  to 
them  the  power  of  legislating  for  him  on 
the  principles  on  which  they  were  bound  to 
act.  But  it  was  said  that  there  was  no 
danger  of  any  attack  from  the  Jews  on 
the  Church  of  England.  He  did  not  like 
to  put  a  great  national  question  on  any 
such  issue.  He  believed,  indeed,  that 
there  were  many  others  more  likely  to  take 
a  course  directly  hostile  to  the  Church;  but 
the  reason  why  the  Jews  would  not  do  so 
was,  because  the  misfortunes  of  their  po- 
sition was,  that  they  had  now  no  fixed  dog- 
matic religious  belief  at  all.  For  1,800 
years  they  had  been  expecting  and  pant- 
ing for  the  arrival  of  the  Messiah,  and 
they  were  now  hovering  between  a  misera- 
ble uncertainty  whether  the  expectation  of 
the  Messiah  was  not  altogether  mistaken, 
which  was  only  another  form  of  direct  infi- 
delity, and  the  alternative,  on  the  other 
band,  of  joining  the  Christian  faith,  which 
they  had  so  long  reviled.  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  that  he,  for  one,  would  prefer 
seeing  an  earnest-hearted  Christian  man, 
though  he  was  a  Dissenter,  if  actuated  by 
a  strong  religious  feeling,  attack  the  Esta^ 
blished  Church,  than  he  would  see  one  who 
cared  nothing  about  Christianity  attacking 
the  Church  of  this  land  because  he  cared 
nothing  for  any  religion  whatsoever.  The 
noble  Earl  who  commenced  the  debate  had 
spoken  of  that  tree  which  had  been 
blasted  by  the  lightning  of  Heaven — ^mean- 
ing the  old  religion  of  the  Jews — and  he 
called  upon  their  Lordships  not  to  cut  it 
down.  He  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  was  not 
proposing  to  cut  down  the  sacred  tree 
which  the  hand  of  Heaven  had  stayed. 
On  the  contrary,  ho  believed  that  the  way 
to  cut  down  and  destroy  that  ancient  peo- 
ple was  to  teach  them,  not  to  blend  them- 
selves with  Christians  through  their  com- 
mon affections,  but  to  lose  their  nationality 
without  becoming  Christians  in  the  masa. 
Why  were  we  able  to  give  those  scattered 
people  an  asylum  and  a  home?  Why 
were  we  able  to  guarantee  to  them  an 
immunity  from  persecution,    and  means 
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almost  unlimited  of  acquiring  wealth  and 
influence  ?  Why  were  we  able  to  insure  to 
them  in  this  country  that  they  should  rise 
up  in  safety  and  lie  down  in  peace,  and 
that  they  might  transmit  to  their  children 
their  property,  their  honours,  and  their 
name  ?  It  was  because  Christianity  had 
made  England  so  strong  that  wo  were  able 
to  give  shelter  to  the  weak,  and  an  asylum 
to  the  afflicted.  If  they  broke  down  the 
deep  foundations  on  which  that  asylum  was 
established,  and  destroyed  the  groundwork 
of  that  Christianity  in  which  the  legislation 
of  England  found  its  strength,  in  order  to 
gratify  the  ambitious  desires  of  a  handful 
of  these  men,  they  would  lose  the  patri- 
mony which  their  fathers  had  handed 
down  to  them,  and  at  the  same  time  de- 
stroy that  Christian  England  which  had 
hitherto  been  an  asylum  to  the  scattered 
Jews. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  had  hoped,  on  this 
occasion,  to  have  been  spared  the  necessity 
of  addressing  their  Lordships;  but  some  of 
the  arguments  advanced  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  were,  he  would  not  say  such  as 
staggered  his  belief  in  the  soundness  of  his 
opinion,  or  as  impressed  him  with  any  sense 
of  danger  to  the  cause  of  which  be  was 
the  humble  advocate,  but,  nevertheless, 
were  so  novel  and  so  extraordinary  that  he 
could  not,  consistently  with  his  sense  of 
duty,  suffer  their  Lordships  to  go  to  the 
vote  without  offering  some  comment  upon 
them.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said, 
there  was  no  inconsistency  in  refusing  Jews 
admission  into  Parliament;  for  what  had 
the  Legislature  dono  already  ?  They  had 
allowed  them  every  thing  except  a  seat  in 
Parliament.  They  might  mount  the  petty 
bench,  and  the  great  bench  of  justice;  as 
sherilfs  they  might  sit  alone  to  decide  im- 
portant questions  in  trials  at  law;  much  of 
the  police  of  the  country  was  in  their  hands; 
they  summoned  both  grand  and  petty 
juries,  in  whose  hands  were  the  lives, 
liberties,  properties,  and  rights  of  the 
people.  But  all  this,  said  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  was  nothing  compared  with  giving 
them  legislative  power.  And  for  why  ?  Bo- 
cause  a  judge  had  a  rule  by  which  he  was 
guided !  He  must  go  by  a  certain  stan- 
dard —  there  was  a  line  by  which  he  must 
proceed;  therefore  he  had  no  discretion. 
The  Judges,  said  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
were  the  instruments  and  the  tools  of  the 
law;  and  therefore,  in  the  simplicity  of  his 
heart,  he  concluded  that  discretion  and  ju- 
dicature had  no  connexion.  Oh,  that  the 
right  rer.  Prelate  would  sit  from  time  to 


time  in  the  presence  of  a  jud^  mnd  jviy  I 
Oh,  would  that  his  right  reverend  Frieod 
had  sat  with  them  in  appeals  to-day! 
Would  that  he  could  have  tasted  the  ease  of 
a  bench  of  judicature  !  Would  that  he  could 
then  go  for  relief  into  a  court  of  equity,  and 
there  he  would  find  how  little  was  a  judge 
a  mere  instrument,  how  little  a  tool,  how 
little  a  lex  loquens  in  his  judicial  capacity. 
He  would  then  find  that  it  was  of  some 
importance  to  the  rights,  property,  liber* 
ties,  and  lives  of  his  fellow-subjeets,  that 
the  sheriff  should  be  a  Jew  who  summoned 
juries,  and  that  he  should  be  a  judge,  and 
even  be  at  the  head  of  the  law.  But  was 
that  the  whole  amount  of  the  argument  ? 
It  was  easy  to  take  an  oblique  and  one* 
sided  view  of  an  adversary  s  objection; 
but  what  if  there  was  another  side  of  the 
argument  ?  Not  only  had  the  Legislature 
admitted  the  Jew  to  the  judicial  office  of 
judge,  and  to  the  ministerial  office  of 
sbcriff,  but  it  had  admitted  him  to  the 
legislative  office  of  elector.  He  chose  Mem* 
hers  of  Parliament.  Money,  said  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  had  some  avail  among  all 
men.  Money,  it  was  said,  would  bring  Jews 
into  Parliament.  But  might  not  money 
operate  as  well  upon  the  electors  as  the 
elected  ?  Doubtless  a  Jew  might  use  his 
money  among  both.  He  remembered  (he 
would  not  say  how  long  ago)  hearing  a 
right  rev.  Prelate  making  a  most  able  and 
vehement  attack,  in  connexion  with  this 
Bill,  upon  a  certain  election,  which  attack 
was  grounded  mainly  upon  the  supposed 
employment  of  Jew  money,  not  at  a  Jew 
election;  but  it  derived  its  zest  from  its 
being  Israelitish  money  employed  on  be- 
half of  a  Christian  candidate.  He  need  not 
analyse  this  argument,  otherwise  it  could 
be  easily  proved  that  the  laws  of  this  coun- 
try were  not  only  iufluenoed  by  the  yotas 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  but  by 
every  person  having  infiuence  in  the  coun- 
try— above  all,  by  persons  holding  official 
situations,  more  espeoially  by  the  electors 
themselves,  who  returned  the  representa- 
tives to  Parliament.  Now,  whether  a  man 
were  a  Jew,  a  Christian,  a  Turk,  a  Maho- 
metan, an  infidel,  or  an  atheist,  he  miffhl 
vote  for  the  return  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment; nay,  he  might  even  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment, provided  he  were  dishonest,  and  had 
no  conscientious  scruples  against  using  the 
words,  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,'* 
which  many  might  safely  do,  because,  to 
their  minds,  those  words  could  have  no 
meaning.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
lavished  his  praises  upon  the  Jews,  upon 
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their  conioientiooii  and  honest  feeling, 
though  the  right  rev.  Prelate  gave  rather 
an  odd  history  of  their  religious  faith.  Ao- 
cording  to  the  right  rer.  Prelate,  their  re- 
ligious state  was  the  most  uncomfortahle 
and  ungracious  that  could  he  possibly  ima- 
gined. They  talked  of  advanced  secta- 
rians, meaning  persons  of  certain  sects; 
hut  here  was  an  advanced  Jew,  who  the 
more  he  was  advanced  the  further  was  he 
from  anything  that  could  be  called,  by  an 
hyperbole  of  speech,  an  approach  to  reli- 
gion, or  to  anything  like  a  religious  dogma. 
But  the  right  rev.  Prelato  gave  them  credit 
for  great  intellectual  capacity;  and  then 
he  spoke  of  the  danger  of  their  bringing  a 
Bill  into  Parliament  to  abolish  Christianity 
in  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  the  moment  two  or  three  of 
them  got  into  Parliament.  Upon  his  word 
a  more  chimerical  alarm,  a  more  vain 
panic,  a  more  groundless  apprehension,  he 
never  heard  described,  than  that  some  four 
or  five  Jews,  if  they  were  admitted  into 
Parliament,  would  do  that  agunst  Chris- 
tianity at  large,  which  some  fifty  or  sixty 
sectaries  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  had 
never  even  attempted  to  do  against  a  single 
Church  of  Christians.  Then,  said  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  he  would  infinitely  rather  see 
men  introduced  into  Parliament  who  were 
determined  to  subvert  the  Church,  who  did 
so  honestly  and  conscientiously,  than  he 
would  see  men  introduced  who  were  against 
all  religion.  But  a  Jew  could  not  attack 
religion  without  attacking  the  Church. 
Well,  what  had  they  done  ?  They  had  ad- 
mitted Dissenters  and  Roman  Catholics — 
both  enemies  of  the  Established  Church. 
What  security  had  they  taken  against  the 
Catholics  ?  It  was  the  oath  which  he  then 
held  in  his  hand.  Why  not  take  the  same 
security  from  the  Jew  ?  To  that  he  had  no 
objection.  It  was  said  that  this  was  a 
Christian  constitution — but  what  made  it 
so  ?  What  made  theirs  a  Christian  Govern- 
ment, a  Christian  Parliament,  and  a  Chris- 
tian people?  It  was  not  legislation  that 
did  it.  He  denied  that  the  oath  *'  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian*'  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  profession  of  Christianity.  It 
was  intended  to  give  solemnity  to  the  ab- 
juration of  unsound  political  doctrines.  The 
case  resolved  itself  into  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  a  case  of  quasi  persecution  under 
the  pretext  of  religion.  It  was  taking  ad- 
vantage of  an  accidental  phrase  introduced 
into  an  oath  for  a  totally  different  purpose, 
and  that  to  exclude  persons  from  Parlia- 
ment whom  the  oath  was  never  intended 


to  exclude.  These  were  the  grounds  rd# 
lied  upon  by  noble  Lords  on  the  other  side» 
and  by  none  more  feebly,  though  not  mor# 
conscientiously  and  zealously,  than  by  him<> 
self,  for  he  felt  it  to  be  a  last  vestige  of 
intolerance.  They  might  rest  assured  that 
there  was  no  danger  of  this  country  oeas* 
ing  to  be  a  Christian  country,  or  of  tho 
Parliament  ceasing  to  be  a  Christian  Par- 
liament, in  consequence  of  these  men  being 
admitted  within  the  portals  of  the  constitu- 
tion.  It  was  because  999  and  more  out  of 
every  1,000  of  the  community  were  Chris- 
tians,  that  the  country  was  a  Christian 
country,  and  not  because  they  had  a  power 
of  oppressing  a  handful  of  honest  and 
worthy  men.  It  was  not  by  inflicting 
persecution  upon  these  men,  that  they 
would  improve  their  own  title  to  the  man« 
ncr  and  character  of  Christians.  It  was 
perfectly  certain  that  the  Dissenters  be- 
ing admitted  to  Parliament  had  been  at* 
tended  with  no  danger  to  the  Established 
Church.  It  was  equally  certain  that  the 
Eoman  Catholics  being  admitted  to  Parlia* 
ment  had  not  proved  dangerous  to  Pro- 
testantism. But  if  there  had  been  danger 
from  numbers,  wealth,  activity,  and  leal 
exalted  to  the  pitch  of  bigotry,  it  surely 
would  have  been  in  the  admission  first  of 
the  Dissenters,  and  then  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  to  the  full  and  entire  privileges 
of  British  electors  and  British  senators. 
And  let  him  remind  their  Lordships  that 
they  were  now  standing,  with  respect  to 
the  Jews,  in  precisely  the  same  position  aa 
on  three  other  occasions,  exposed  to  the 
just,  and  therefore  formidable,  clamours  of 
the  excluded,  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  the 
excluding  party  on  the  other.  They  occu- 
pied the  same  narrow,  slippery,  and  most 
untenable  position  which  they  had  held 
after  1793  on  the  Catholic  question,  when 
it  was  said,  "  If  you  had  chosen  to  be  eon* 
sistent — if  you  were  conscientious  in  your 
former  opposition — if  you  did  not  know 
that  your  fears  as  to  danger  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  were  unfounded,  why  did 
you  let  in  the  Catholics  in  1778  and 
1793,  first  to  office,  then  to  judicial  office, 
and,  lastly,  to  the  elective  franchise? 
But  having  gone  so  far  here,  you  can- 
not tarry.  To  be  consistent  with  your- 
selves, you  must  go  forward  and  work 
out  your  own  principles.*'  He  hoped 
it  would  not  be  said,  as  he  knew  it  had 
been  falsely  said  elsewhere,  *'  Oh,  the 
case  of  the  Roman  Catholics  was  quite 
another  case.*'  But  why  was  it  so  ?  Thej 
dared  not  say  why.     Was  it  because  the 
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Roman  Catholics  wore  too  numerous  to  be 
left  out  ?  Was  it  because  it  was  iuconve- 
nient  to  leave  out  great  numbers  ?  Was  it 
because  they  had  been  overwhelmed  with 
reasons  which  brave  men  themselves  will 
submit  to;  or  was  it  not  base  fear— that 
which  no  man  submitted  to  without  after- 
wards shrinking  from  shame  at  the  recol- 
lection of  his  conduct,  and  without  feeling 
from  his  after-experience  that  he  had  done 
more  harm  than  good  ?  Nobody  would  dare 
say  that  was  the  case.  They  did  it  be- 
cause it  was  just,  because  it  was  wise,  be- 
cause it  was  sound  policy;  but  if  they  now 
excluded  the  Jews,  because  they  dared 
to  exclude  and  insult  them  easily,  then 
he  would  say  they  cast  backward  a  look 
and  fixed  a  construction  upon  their  past 
conduct,  which  would  do  the  Jews  less 
harm  than  it  did  themselves  discredit. 

The   Earl   of  CARLISLE,    in   reply, 
said,  it  was  for  the  House  to  act  in  accord- 
ance with  the  course  which  commended  it- 
self to  their  reason  and  their  conscience. 
He  had  pointed  out,  in  the  outset,  that  the 
Bill  contained   other   clauses   than   those 
which  related  to  the  Jews;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  on  this  account  it  was  less  en- 
titled to  their  Lordships*  favourable  con- 
sideration, for  it  merely  modified  the  oaths 
of  supremacy,  allegiance,  and  abjuration, 
in  the  case  of  those  Members  who  were 
not  Roman  Catholics.     Jews  were  already  \ 
admitted  to  an  office  not  less  important  in 
its  influence — the  magistracy;  for  it  was 
well   known   that  a  Pilate  on   the  bench 
might  do  greater  harm  than  a  Nicodemus 
in  the  council.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop   of    Oxford)    had    gone   at    great  | 
length  into  the  religious  opinions  of  the ' 
Jews;  but  was  he  sure  that  the  religious  , 
opinions  of  many  Christians  would  bear  as  | 
severe  a  scrutiny  ?     A  noble  Lord  behind  | 
him  (the  Earl  of  Shrewsbury)  had  alluded 
to  the  oath  for  Catholics  as  settled  by  the  , 
Act  of  1829.     He  believed  the  disposition  ' 
of  the  other  House  was  not  to  disturb  that ' 
oath;  but  he  should  be  at  all  times  ready  ' 
to  give  his  aid  for  placing  all  classes  of  i 
Christians  on  the  same  footing  in  this  re- ' 
spect.    No  one  could  desire  more  earnestly  i 
than  himself  to  see  the  Legislature  tho- ' 
roughly  and  permanently  Christian ;    but  1 
there  were  two  ways  in  which  that  term  ! 
might  be  understood.      One  way  was  to  | 
fence   the   Legislature   with    restrictions,  i 
such  as  were  kept  up  against  the  Jews, ! 
though  they  could  not  be  kept  up  practi- ! 
cally  against  deists  and   atheists.      This  j 
was  the  way  of  oaths  and  lip-securities.  \ 


The  other  way  was  to  attain  to  ihe  bigiiest 
attainable  pitch  of  perfection  in  Christiiii 
feeling  and  Christian  disposition.  With 
respect  to  themselves,  to  aim  at  the  most 
unsullied  honesty  of  purpose,  and  the  most 
spotless  purity  of  action;  with  reference  to 
others,  to  imitate  as  far  as  they  could  the 
diifusive  and  boundless  benevolence  of  the 
Great  Author  of  the  Christian  faith — that 
faith  which  could  not  be  endangered  or  ex- 
tinguished by  their  Lordships  assenting  to 
the  present  Bill.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  spoke  last  had  rightlj  said 
that  the  admission  of  Catholics  had  not 
been  attended  by  any  danger  to  Protestant- 
ism, and  tho  admission  of  Dissenters  had 
not  been  attended  with  danger  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church;  so  their  Lordships  might 
confidently  assume  that  Christianitj — that 
faith  which  was  founded  upon  a  rock  that 
would  never  crumble — could  not  be  endan- 
gered by  the  admission  of  two  or  three 
Jews  to  either  House  of  Parliament. 

On  Question  that  "  now  "  stand  part  of 
of  the  Motion, 

House  divided  : — Contents  70;  Not-Con- 
tents  95 :  Majority  25. 

List  of  the  Contents. 

Arcubihuop.  Zetland 
Dublin  Viscounts. 

DuKEtt.  Canning 

Argyll  Ponsonby 
Cleveland  Bishops. 

Norfolk  Durham 

Marqubsses.  Hereford 

Anglesey  Manchester 

Breadalbane  Worocster 
Clanricardo  Babors. 

Ileadfort  Ashburton 

Iiansdowne  Bateman 

Sligo  Beaumont 

Westminster  Byron 

Karlh.  Camoys 

Besborough  Campbell 

Bruce  Colbome 

Camperdown  Cremome 

Carlisle  De  Maulej 

Chichester  Dinorben 

Cowper  Dunally 

Craven  Eddisbury 

Ducio  Erskine 

Fingal  Foley 

Fortescue  Glenelg 

Granville  Hastings 

Grey  Hatherton 

Kenmaro  Holland 

Kingston  Howden 

Minto  Leigh 

Morley  Lyttclton 

Scarborough  Manners 

Sefton  Milford 

Spencer  Monteagle 

Strafford  Saye  and  Sele 

Suffolk  Sudeley 

Wicklow  Wrotteslcy 

Shrewsbury  Wodehouse 
St.  Germans 


821  Poor  Beluf 

List  of  the  NOT-CONTENTS. 


{June  26} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


922 


ABOHBISnOP. 

Canterbury 

DUKBS. 

Buckingham. 

Buccleuch 

Montrose 

Newcastle 

Wellington 

MABqUBBSSS. 

Ailsa 

Downshiro 

Drogheda 

Exeter 

Ely 

Salisbury 

Eablb. 
Abergavenny 
Aylesford 
Aberdeen 
Bandon 
Beauohamp 
Cadogan 
Coortown 
Bamley 
Dartmouth 
Besart 
Egmont 
Ellenborough 
Eglinton 
Effingham 
Falmouth 
Glengall 
Galloway 
Harewood 
Haddington 
Kinnoul 
Longford 
Lonsdale 
Lucan 
Mansfield 
Malmesbury 
Munster 
Morton 
Nelson 
Pomfret 
Powis 
Rosse 
Roden 
Romney 
Selkirk 
Sheffield 


Stradbroke 

Shaftesbury 

Talbot 

Verulam 

Warwick 

Wilton 

Winchilsea 

Waldegrave 

ViscomiTS, 
Combermerc 
Hill 

Middleton 
Strangford 
Sydney 

Bishops. 
Bath  and  Wells. 
Bangor 
Carlisle 
Chichester 
Exeter 
Gloucester 
Oxford 
Rochester 
Salisbury 

Babons. 
Abinger 
Bayning 
Boston 
Bolton 
Braybrooke 
Colchester 
Clarina 
Crewe 
f  De  Lisle 
De  Ros 
Delamere 
Farnham 
Feversham 
Kenyon 
Kilmaino 
Lilford 
Polwarth 
Rayleigh 
Redesdale 
Rollo 
tSandys 
Skelmersdale 
Sondes 
Stanley 
Southampton 
Wynford 


Paired  of. 


CONTXITT. 

Lord  Willoughby  de 

Eresby 
Lord  Elphinstonc 
Lord  de  Freyne 
Archbishop  of  York 
Lord  Brougham 
Earl  of  Gosford 
Marquess  Conyngham 
Duke  of  Bedford 
Duke  of  Roxburgh 
Marq.  of  Londonderry 
Lord  Portman 
Lord  Whamcliflfe 
Lord  Langdale 
Lord  Poltimore 
Marquess  of  Ormonde 
EarlFitshardinge 


NOT-CONTBNT. 

Earl  of  Sandwich 

Duke  of  Beaufort 
Marquess  of  Ailesbury 
Bishop  of  Lichfield 
Earl  of  Jersey 
Earl  of  Erne 
Lord  Gray 
Lord  St.  John 
Marquess  of  Winchester 
P!arl  Somers 
Earl  of  Clare 
Earl  of  Ilarrowby 
Lord  Mayiinrd 
Earl  of  Digby 
Lord  Tcnterden 
Viscount  Beresford 


comrxNT. 
Duke  of  Grafton 
Lord  Stafibrd 
Marquess  of  Hertford 
Lord  Keane 
Marquess  of  Donegal 
Earl  of  Oxford 
Lord  Belhaven 
Earl  of  Lovelace 
Viscount  Hardinge 


NOT-OONTBNT. 

Lord  Walsingbam 
Duke  of  Cambridge 
Earl  of  Orkney 
Bishop  of  London 
Lord  Templemore 
Earl  of  Chesterfield 
Earl  of  Lauderdale 
f  Lord  Sandys 
f  Lord  de  Lisle 


Proxies  were  not  counted. 
Resolved  in  the  negative;  and  Bill  to  be 
read  2*  on  this  day  three  months. 
House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
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POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Coromittee  on  the  Poor  Relief 
(Ireland)  Bill;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  chair. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  rose  to  move  the 
following  Amendments,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice : — 

**  Clause  1,  lines  12  and  13,  and  subsequently 
throughout  clauses  1  and  2,  to  substitute  the 
words  'rating  district'  for  *  electoral  division.' 
Clause  2,  lines  27,  30,  32,  33,  and  40,  to  substi- 
tute the  words  '  electoral  division*  for  '  union.'  '* 

In  the  event  of  the  Committee  adopting 
the  words  "rating  district**  in  the  first 
clause  in  place  of  "electoral  division,*'  to 
move  the  following  clause : — 

* '  And  be  it  enacted,  that  from  and  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  they  are  hereby 
required,  to  divide  the  electoral  divisions  of  the 
several  unions  in  Ireland  into  such  and  so  many 
rating  districts  as  to  them  shall  seem  fit;  and 
when  the  said  division  of  such  electoral  division- 
shall  have  been  duly  made  by  the  said  oommii- 
sioners,  each  such  rating  district  shall  constitute  a, 
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separate  rating  district  for  tho  relief  of  the  poor 
now  resident  within  the  s<imc,  and  no  piuper  or 
destitute  person  shall  ho  entitled  to  relief  under 
this  Act  or  any  Act  for  administering  relief  to  tho 
destitute  poor  of  Ireland,  save  and  exocpt  from 
and  on  account  of  the  rating  district  so  to  bo 
formed  as  aforesaid,  in  resi>cct  to  which  his  legal 
claim  for  relief  arises;  and  such  electoral  division, 
80  divided  into  rating  ditttiicts  as  aforesaid,  shall 
oontinuc  to  be  an  electoral  division,  for  all  the 
purposes  of  election  of  guardians  and  of  repre- 
sentation at  the  board  of  guardians  of  the  union 
within  which  the  same  shall  be  situate.  Provided 
always,  that  in  forming  such  rating  districts  the 
commissioners  shall,  as  far  as  circumstances  will 
permit,  have  regard  to  the  boundaries  of  the 
several  properties  within  such  electoral  division, 
so  as  to  form  the  property  of  each  proprietor  in 
such  electoral  division  (or  in  such  union,  if  they 
shall  so  think  fit),  into  a  separate  rating  district, 
if  such  property  shall  amount  in  rated  value  to 
the  annual  sum  of  1,000/.;  and  if  the  rated  value 
of  any  such  property  shall  not  amount  to  the  said 
sum,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  said  commissioners 
to  unite  such  and  so  many  of  the  adjoining  pro- 
perties as  to  them  shall  seem  fit,  so  as  to  form  a 
leparato  rating  district  for  tho  purposes  of  this 
Aet.  And  provided  also,  that  no  rating  district, 
to  bo  formed  under  tho  authority  of  this  Act, 
shall  exceed  in  rated  value  the  amount  of  8,000/. 
per  annum.  And  provided  also,  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  bo  construed  to  limit  or 
prevent  tho  said  commissioners  from  forming  any 
rating  districts  of  any  smaller  extent  than  1,000/. 
rated  value  per  annum,  if  it  shall  seem  expedient 
and  necessary  to  them  so  to  do.*' 

He  said  that  it  was  the  pressure  of  the 
poor-law-  on  small  classes  of  owners  in  Ire- 
land which  rendered  it  necessary,  in  bis 
opinion,  to  diminish  the  area  of  taxation. 
He  had  proposed  a  rated  value  of  3,000^. 
a  year  as  the  maximum  area  of  taxation, 
and  his  object  accorded  with  the  view  of  I 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  that  the 
area  of  taxation  should  be  as  nearly  as 

Possible  identical  with  the  area  of  estates, 
'here  were  some  estates  in  Ireland  in 
which,  even  amidst  all  the  destitution 
which  now  prevailed  generally,  there  was 
hardly  any  distress.  The  Isle  of  Arran 
formed  an  example  of  that  state  of  things. 
The  Boundary  Commissioners  supported 
his  view,  stating  that  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland  in  which  the  area  was  small,  the 
poor-law  system  had  worked  well.  What 
would  be  the  practical  advantage  of  adopt- 
ing a  smaller  area  of  taxatiou?  At  the 
present  moment  all  confidence  was  de- 
stroyed. The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  hod  proposed  his  maxi- 
mum with  a  view  of  restoring  it;  but  great 
holes  were  made  in  the  plan  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  previous  evening.  The 
proposed  limitation  of  area  would  be  far 
more  likely  to  restore  confidence  than  the 
)f  the  maximum.     Tho  power  of 


calculating  the  rates  would  enable  persona 
to  calculate  the  probable  return  from  the 
employment  of  capital,  and  conseauentlj 
the  improvement  of  Ireland  would  be  pro- 
moted.    In   the  greater  part .  of  Ireland 
but  two  kinds  of  property  existed — namelja 
that  of  the  proprietor  in  the  land,  and  the 
capital  of  the  tenant  employed  in  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  land.     Although  the  poor- 
law  would  ultimately  destroy  the  property 
of  the  landlords,  its  first  action  was  upon 
the  property  of  the  tenants.     To  stop  the 
progress  of  the  evil  it  was  necessary  to 
modify  the  law;   and  all   practical  expe* 
ricnce  as  well  as  sound  theory  suggested 
that  the   best  modification  would  he   to 
diminish   the   areas  of  taxation,    making 
them  as  far  as  practicable  coextensive  with 
the  boundaries  of  estates,  by  which  means 
each   proprietor  would  be  liable   for   the 
destitution   on  his   own   property.      This 
object  could  he  effected  by  substituting  in 
the   first   and   second  clauses   the  words 
"rating  districts'*  for  those  of  " electoral 
divisions.**      Attention    had    been   called 
lately  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  to 
the  necessity  for  emigration  as  a  means  of 
relieving   Ireland.     The   only  two  modes 
by  which  the  present  state  of  things  in 
Ireland   could   be  improved  was  by   the 
profitable  employment  of  those  who  were 
occupied  in  cultivating  the  soil,  and  by  the 
emigration  of  the  surplus  population;  and 
those  objects  appeared  to  him  to  be  only 
attainable  by  such  a  reduction  of  the  area 
of  taxation  as  would  make  it  the  individual 
interest  of  capitalists  to  embark  their  funds 
in  promoting  those  interests.     Again,  by 
that  system  they  would  insulate  the  plague 
spots  of  the  country,  and  know  where  to 
apply  the  remedy.     He  had  always  heard 
that  the  objection  of  the  English  people  to 
contribute  under  present  circumstances  any 
larger  sums  towards  Irish  destitution  was, 
that   it   would   only  prolong   the   present 
misery  of  that  country;  but  if  they  could 
show  the  compassionate  people  of  England 
that   by  their   contributions   the  diseased 
parts  of  the   Irish   community   could   be 
placed  in  a  healthy  condition,  they  might 
ask  with  safety  for   assistance  from  the 
imperial   resources   when   it   was    clearly 
established  that  the  local  resources  were 
insufficient.     It  would,  perhaps,   he   said 
that  this  was   a  landlord *8  question.     It 
was  his  firm  belief  that  the  great  fault  in 
the  whole  of  the  policy  of  Parliament  was 
founded  on  the  fallacy  that  it  was  in  their 
power  to  sacrifice  the  landed  proprietors  of 
Ireland  witliout    injuring    other    classttr 
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The  results  of  that  fatal  policy  were  meet- 
ing them  at  every  turn.  When  he  was 
told  that  this  was  merely  a  landlord's 
question,  he  replied,  that  they  could  not 
injure  proprietors  without  injuring  the  rest 
of  the  community,  and  that  they  could  not 
henefit  proprietors  without  benefiting  all 
other  classes  of  society  collaterally.  The 
argument  as  to  the  inability  of  one  guar- 
dian to  manage  the  business  of  three  or 
four  unions,  would  come  strangely  from  the 
Government,  when  they  sent  vice-guar- 
dians to  perform  similar  duties.  It  might 
be  said  that  the  adoption  of  a  smaller  area 
would  cause  a  great  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  evictions.  So  great  was  the  num- 
ber at  present,  that  he  did  not  believe  that 
was  possible.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  T  am  worth  had  on  a  former 
occasion  expressed  indignation  against 
those  landlords  who  exercised  the  power 
of  eviction  to  so  great  an  extent ;  but  per- 
haps he  had  not  adverted  to  the  fact,  that 
a  great  number  of  those  lessors  were  in  so 
humble  a  condition,  and  so  ground  down 
themselves  by  the  misery  of  the  country, 
that  they  were  quite  below  the  possibility 
of  being  affected  by  that  expression.  Under 
the  law  as  it  stood  the  occupier  of  a  quar- 
ter of  an  acre  could  not  obtain  relief  with- 
out first  giving  up  his  occupation.  The 
actual  operation  of  the  present  law  was  not 
only  to  promote  but  even  to  force  evictions. 
The  landlords  in  Ireland  were  to  a  great 
extent  very  poor  lessors  ;  and  yet  they 
were  compelled  to  pay  the  whole  of  the 
rates  under  4^  a  year.  That  provision 
also  had  the  same  tendency  as  the  one  he 
had  previously  noticed.  It  showed  utter 
ignorance  of  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
to  suppose  that  Irish  landlords  could  re- 
move the  present  misery.  He  believed 
that  his  own  proposal,  instead  of  encou- 
raging evictions,  would  produce  the  very 
opposite  result.  One  of  the  best  autho- 
rities on  this  subject,  Mr.  Blacker,  pointed 
out  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  1847,  that  if  they  depended  on 
cereal  crops  they  must  have  a  large  amount 
of  capital  to  cultivate  them,  otherwise  the 
land  would  be  reduced  to  the  condition  of  a 
eapui  mortuum.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  evictions  would  ruin  the  towns,  but  he 
believed  that  the  towns  could  not  suffer 
more  than  they  did  at  present.  More- 
over, it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
towns  were  not  rated  higher  than  the  rural 
districts,  and  that  the  proBperity  of  the 
towns  depended  in  a  great  degree  on  the 
prosperity  of  the  rural  districts  around 


them.  He  believed  it  was  only  by  raisiof 
the  standard  of  property  in  Ireland^  proi- 
perity  and  progress  could  spring  up  again 
in  that  country. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  thought,  ai  th« 
House  had  already  assented  to  the  prin^ 
ciple  of  a  maximum  rate,  that  it  was  alto« 
gether  out  of  place  to  endeavour  to  raisv 
that  question  again.  But  with  regard  to 
the  sise  of  the  area  of  taxation,  he  did  not 
at  all  undervalue  the  importance  of  that 
subject.  Yet,  whatever  might  be  tho 
opinion  of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  area,  he  did  not  believe  the  Commiit«0 
would  be  inclined  to  adopt  the  hon.  Ba« 
ronet's  proposal,  because  it  would  only 
benefit  one  class  of  landlords,  without 
being  of  any  advantage  to  another.  The 
large  landlord,  with  an  estate  yielding  him 
1,000Z.  a  year,  would  receive  every  ad- 
vantage and  encouragement;  but  the  small 
landowner,  with  only  lOOL  or  2001,  ayear* 
who  would  have  no  limit  laid  down  for  the 
amount  of  his  liability,  would  have  every 
disadvantage  and  discouragement  inflicted 
upon  him  by  the  hon.  Baronet's  proposals 
The  hon.  Baronet  proposed,  that  in  hii 
rating  districts,  in  no  case  should  they 
exceed  the  valuation  of  3,0002.  a  year; 
but  in  the  two  unions  of  the  city  of  Dublin 
the  valuation  now  was  900,0002.  a  year  ; 
and  let  them  only  conceive  such  a  state  of 
things  as  having  these  two  unions  divided 
into  300  different  rating  districts,  which 
would  be  the  result  of  the  hon.  Baronet*! 
plan.  The  House  having  already  affirmed 
the  principle  of  a  maximum  rate,  let  them 
now  confine  themselves  to  the  question  aa 
to  whether  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  any  other  proposal,  was  the  one 
best  adapted  to  carry  that  principle  into 
effect ;  but  he  decidedly  objected  to  go 
now  into  the  question  of  the  area  of  taza* 
tion,  as  the  proper  time  for  doing  that 
would  be  on  another  occasion. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  thought  it 
better  at  once  to  proceed  with  the  clause 
before  them  ;  but  still  he  trusted  that  an 
opportunity  would  be  afforded  them  of  dig- 
cussing  the  area  of  taxation ;  for,  after 
carefully  examining  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence, he  had  come  to  the  deliberate  con- 
viction that,  unless  the  areas  underwent  a 
greater  reduction  than  was  proposed  by 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  he  believed 
that  before  long  they  would  have  added 
immensely  to  the  present  number  of  bank^ 
rupt  unions.  But,  with  regard  to  what 
had  just  been  advanced  on  the  subject  of 
the  area  of  taxation^  he  hoped  that  that 
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would  not  tend  to  prejudice  the  future  dla- 
eussion  of  that  moht  important  branch  of 
the  poor-law. 

Lord  J,  RUSSEEL  thought  he  had 
Biifficiently  guarded  idmself  hy  saying  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the  question 
of  a  larger  or  a  smaller  area  uow  ;  and 
that  he  did  not  wisli  to  prejudice  its  dis- 
cussion on  the  proper  occasion. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  agreed 
that  the  present  was  a  most  inconvenient 
time  at  which  to  hriug  forward  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  must  repeat  his  opinion,  that 
pauperism  could  not  bo  restrained  in  Ire- 
land except  by  such  regnlntiona  as  should 
enable  those  landed  proprietors  who  em- 
ployed the  people  to  receive  henelit  there- 
from in  the  reduction  of  taxation,  and  this 
reduction  of  taxatiou  could  only  ho  effected 
by  diminishing:^  the  area  of  taxation. 

Sir  J.  B.  WAL8H  consented  to  with- 
draw his  proposition  for  the  present,  in 
deference  to  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House,  and  because  he  did  not  wish  to 
prejudice  the  discussion  of  the  <juestlon  of 
the  area  of  taxation  hereafter.  lu  his  own 
private  opinion,  however,  ho  must  say  he 
did  not  think  this  an  improper  time  for 
considering  that  subject. 

Amendfnent,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BT afford  said,  that  the  House 
having  decided  in  favour  of  a  maximum 
rate,  the  question  now  became — what  shall 
the  amount  of  the  maximum  be  ?  He  had, 
therefore,  now  to  j^ropuse  au  Amendment, 
to  the  effect  that  the  whole  maximum  of 
7*,  should  be  at  once  fixed  on  the  electoral 
divisions,  and  that  no  union  rate  at  all 
should  be  called  in  to  aid  the  maximum 
rate  on  the  electoral  division.  The  dif- 
ference between  his  proposal  and  that  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Yernment  was,  that  while  the  noble  Lord 
wished  to  impose  a  maximum  of  7js.  alto- 
gether, but  5s,  of  which  was  to  be  levied 
in  the  electoral  division,  and  the  remain- 
ing 2.*.  to  be  taken  iu  aid  from  the  union, 
he  (Mr.  Stafford)  insisted  upon  having  the 
7s»  maximum  confined  within  the  narrow 
limits  of  the  electoral  division,  instead  of 
being  Bpread  over  the  wider  surface  of  the 
union.  The  noble  Lord,  for  reasons  best 
known  to  himself,  had  not  tli ought  proper 
to  tell  them  where  the  deficiency  was  to 
be  made  up  from,  if  his  7s.  maximum  was 
not  enough  ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr.  Staf- 
ford) considered,  that,  as  there  must  be 
a  supplementary  fund  found  somewhere, 
when  the  7^.  proved  inadequate,  it  would 
be  wiser,  the  moment    they  passed   the 


limits  of  the  electoral  division,  to  pass  over 
at  once  to  the  imperial  resources,  rather 
than  make  an  iiitennediate  stop  at  tho 
union.  He  should  divide  the  House  on 
the  principle  embodied  in  his  Amendment* 

ilit.  GROG  AN  seconded  the  Amend- 
raeut.  He  considered  it  most  deairabla 
to  giv'e  the  fullest  possible  encouragement 
to  the  farmer  in  Ireland  ;  to  afford  him  at 
all  events  some  definite  notion  of  what  he 
had  to  pay  in  the  shape  of  rates,  so  that 
having  paid  hia  7s.  he  should  know  that 
the  13^.  would  be  left  to  him  for  the  con- 
duct of  his  operations.  If,  after  the  7 9. 
were  exhausted,  more  rates  were  needed, 
they  must  be  sought  elsewhere;  most  pro- 
bably from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  those 
who  supported  tho  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire must  certainly  all  put  the 
same  question  just  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Seconder,  where,  after  the  7s.  were  spent^ 
any  rating  out  of  the  electoral  division 
nmst  come.  The  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund;  now  the  suppo-» 
sition  of  the  Government  was,  that  taking 
the  electoral  division  rate  as  proposed, 
and  the  union  rate  together,  there  would 
be  no  need  at  all  of  such  additional  re- 
sources. Take  the  example  put  on  the 
preccdinir  night  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cttvau,  of  a  union  having  six  electoral  di- 
visions, one  of  which  is  charged  with  a 
rate  of  10s,  iu  the  pound.  Each  electoral 
division  would  then  be  charged,  the  first, 
its  electoral  rate  proper,  of  5s,,  and  its 
share  of  the  surplus  common  to  the  whole 
union,  making,  perhaps,  6^.  in  the  pound; 
and  the  other  electoral  divisions  would 
have  to  pay,  in  the  whole,  2^.,  3«,, 
3^.  Gd.,  or  4:3.  in  the  pound,  as  the  casQ 
might  be ;  while  the  entire  amount  re- 
quired would  thus  he  provided.  But  na 
such  source  for  meeting  the  delieiency  was 
provided  hy  the  Amendment  of  the  lion. 
Memher  for  Northamptonshire.  Whea 
the  cliarge  upon  the  electoral  division 
wuuld  otherwise  amount  to  10*.,  it  would 
he  reduced  to  7#.  by  this  Amendment, 
and  that  would  ho  tho  whole  amount  to  he 
raised  out  of  local  sources.  There  would 
then  be  no  other  resource  but  to  come  to 
the  Consolidated  Fund  to  supply  the  de- 
ficiency, so  that  this  charge  of  coming  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  applied  much 
more  to  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  than 
to  that  of  the  Government.  He  trusted 
that  the  amount  required  would  not  ex- 
ceed 7s.  in  any  electoral  division  in  the 
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union,  and  tbat  tho  Consolidated  Fund 
would  not  therefore  have  to  meet  any  de- 
ficiency. 

Colonel  DUNNE  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, because  be  considered  the  5s.  maxi- 
mum on  the  electoral  division  quite  high 
enough,  and  because  be  did  not  think  it 
right  that  more  than  25  per  cent  of  a 
man's  income  should  be  liable  to  be  taken 
from  him  in  the  shape  of  poor-rates. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  when  pro- 
prietors felt  that,  whatever  their  exertions 
might  be  in  their  own  electoral  division, 
they  might  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  2s. 
rate  for  the  union,  they  would  have  no  en- 
couragement to  persevere  in  their  exer- 
tions. If  there  must  be  a  maximum  rate, 
let  it  be  upon  the  electoral  division. 
English  Members  appeared  disposed  to 
follow  the  Government  blindly  in  support- 
ing this  Bill.  But  let  them  consider  that 
this  Bill  was,  so  to  speak,  the  wedge  of  a 
principle  that  had  been  rejected  by  the 
House  the  other  night,  and  which  had 
been  argued  against  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hull  in  his  able  eu- 
logy of  the  system  of  parochial  rating  in 
England,  to  which  he  attributed  the  prin- 
ciple of  manly  self-reliance  and  independ- 
ence which  characterised  the  people  of 
England.  He  was  confirmed  in  this  view 
of  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  by  a  most  able  article  in  the 
Tifnes  of  the  following  morning,  which 
had  been  just  handed  to  him,  and  in 
which  it  was  stated,  that  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Chief  Poor  Law 
Commissioner,  who  was  himself  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  centralising  power,  should 
get  up  and  advocate  the  system  of  paro- 
chial rating,  which  might  be  considered  as 
the  exactly  contrary  principle  to  that  of 
centralisation.  Upon  the  grounds  stated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hull, 
the  House  rejected  the  principle  of  a  na- 
tional rate.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber proved  that,  from  the  time  of  Henry 
y III.,  the  system  in  England  had  been, 
that  all  charges  for  destitution  should  be 
parochial  charges.  Now,  what  did  these 
Irish  Members  who  advocated  the  princi- 
ple of  a  small  area  of  taxation  ask  the 
House  to  do  ?  To  adopt  a  principle 
which  it  was  admitted  had,  in  England, 
led  to  self-reliance  and  independence,  and 
which,  in  Ireland,  would  have  a  tendency 
to  produce  the  same  results. 

Sib  G.  GREY  said,  that  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  oppo- 
site, was  to  substitute  7s,  for  5s,  and  to 
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do  away  with  the  second  clause  of  the 
Bill.  The  question  raised  by  the  article 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred,  and 
raised  also  by  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Aylesbury,  was  not 
a  question  between  union  rating  and  pa- 
rochial rating,  but  between  local  and 
national  rating.  There  were,  and  there 
must  be,  many  cases  in  which  the  rate 
would  reach  5s.  or  even  75. ;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  near  him  spoke  as  if  he  was 
unwilling  too  curiously  to  inquire  into 
the  manner  in  which  the  deficiency  was 
to  be  made  up.  Now,  he  by  no  means 
thought  that  that  was  a  subject  which 
they  ought  to  avoid  investigating ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that  they  should 
at  once  look  into  it;  and  if  they  did  he 
felt  persuaded  that  they  would  not  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  inexpediency  of  deriving 
the  means  of  making  good  the  deficiency 
from  any  other  source  than  a  local  rate, 
circumscribed  within  the  limits  of  the 
union ;  and  that  no  deficiency  of  the 
kind  ought  to  be  made  good  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  That,  he  might 
venture  to  say,  was  not  a  new  propo- 
sition; on  the  contrary,  it  was  one  which 
had  been  developed  and  clearly  maintained 
in  some  very  able  letters  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  addressed 
to  the  public  papers  from  Ireland  in  the 
course  of  the  last  autumn,  when  he  was 
most  worthily  employed  in  practically  car- 
rying out  and  administering  the  poor-law 
in  that  part  of  the  country  with  which 
he  was  more  immediately  connected.  It 
was  quite  true  that  in  some  cases  the 
union  rate  in  aid  might  reach  the  height 
of  2s.  t  but  it  was  not  at  all  likely  that 
that  would  take  place  in  every  instance, 
and  by  no  means  probable  that  it  would 
so  happen  in  most  cases.  It  had  been 
clearly  shown  by  the  able  speech  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  tho  Member  for  Cavan,  that 
though  the  maximum  union  rate  in  aid 
might  be  fixed  at  2s.,  it  did  not  there- 
fore follow  that  it  must  always  reach 
that  point,  for  he  had  shown  that  in  one 
electoral  division,  where  the  rate  in  aid 
was  required,  it  still  might  be  a  rate 
not  exceeding  l\d.  To  fix  it,  then,  at 
7s.  would,  he  thought,  be  not  only  un- 
necessary, but  injurious  ;  he  therefore 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  sanction 
the  principle  of  a  union  rate  on  the 
plan  proposed  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  STAFFORD    wished   to   explain 
that  when  he  recommended  a  rate  in  aid 
2H 
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from  tho  union,  he  went  upon  the  as- 
Bumption  that  there  should  first  bo  an 
estate  rating.  But  the  Government  did 
not  now  propose  to  reduce  tlie  area  of 
taxation  in  that  manner;  and,  therefore, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wished  to 
quote  his  (Mr.  Stafford's)  previous  state- 
ments against  him,  he  should  have  the 
fairness  not  to  give  only  a  partial  and 
one-sided  view  of  what  he  did  state. 

Mk.  E.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  it  had 
been  understood  on  all  sides  that  tlie 
question  of  the  area  of  taxation  should 
not  be  raised  during  the  discussion  on 
the  Bill;  hut,  notwithstanding,  every  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  had  gone  into 
that  subject  in  all  its  details.  The  prin- 
ciple of  making  the  union  contribute  when 
tlie  electoral  division  funds  were  exhaust- 
ed, was  in  itself  a  good  one.  Invest- 
ment of  capital  in  land  was  the  only 
means  of  curing  the  evils  of  Ireland;  by 
this  means  alone  tho  industry  of  the 
country  would  be  stimulated,  and  nowhere 
did  such  vast  resources  abound  as  in  Ire- 
land. 

Major  BLACKALL  did  not  think  it 
had  been  supported  by  argument  that 
tho  5s,  and  2s.  rates  would  induce  par- 
tics  to  take  land  and  cultivate  it  in  Ire- 
land. On  tho  contrary,  ho  believed  the 
Government  proposal  would  discourage 
the  capitalist  and  tho  cultivator,  because 
they  held  out  a  maximum  of  5s,  in  tho 
electoral  division  that  was  entirely  falla- 
cious, and  would  expose  the  cultivator  to 
a  2s.  rate  beyond  tho  5s,  for  the  support 
of  the  pauperism  of  another  district.  They 
must  not  look  to  the  landlords  for  the 
employnjont  of  tho  people,  but  to  the  oc- 
cupiers of  tho  land ;  and  tho  occupier 
must  have  a  direct  interest  in  the  em- 
ployment of  the  people  before  he  would 
set  them  to  work.  And  the  only  way 
to  encourage  the  occupier  was  not  by 
tilling  him  he  would  have  to  pay  a  2s, 
rate  for  another  district  after  he  had 
paid  5s,  for  his  own,  but  by  assuring 
him  that  he  would  secure  to  himself  the 
benefit  of  any  reduction  of  pauperism 
that  he  might  effect  by  enjploying  the 
labourers.  But  he  objected  to  the  House 
going  into  a  permanent  poor-law  at  the 
fag-end  of  tho  Session.  They  should  at 
the  most  only  make  this  measure  tempo- 
rary and  coeval  with  the  Rate  in  Aid  Bill; 
and  then  next  year  they  would  have  time 
to  consider  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  and  pass  a  matured  and  per- 

nent  measure. 


Mr.  SCULLY  would  support  the  maxi- 
mum rate  as  proposed  by  the  GoTemment, 
because  he  believed  that  if  a  5s.  maximam 
were  fixed  upon  for  the  electoral  divisions, 
tho  guardians  would  gcnerallj  be  found 
anxious  not  to  allow  the  rate  to  exceed  5m,, 
so  as  to  prevent  a  demand  upon  the  muon 
for  the  additional  2s, 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  wiafaed  to 
call  attention  to  one  point,  which  was  this. 
The  average  number  of  electoral  divisions 
in  tho  unions  of  Ireland  was  eighteen  {  and 
it  was  cloar  that  until  the  whole  eighteen 
had  reached  the  7^.  maximum — which  he 
did  not  believo  would  ever  occur — no  addi- 
tional fund  would  be  required  under  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  But  if  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Noilhamptonshire 
were  agreed  to,  and  tho  7s,  maximum  were 
all  imposed  upon  the  electoral  divisions  ex* 
clusively,  if  that  75.  should  be  found  insuf- 
ficient, an  auxiliary  fund,  wherever  it  was 
to  como  from,  must  at  least  be  found  some- 
where. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  would  support  the 
Amendment,  because  he  thought  a  2«. 
rate  on  the  union  would  defeat  all  the  ob- 
jects of  a  maximum,  and  would  be  the 
first  step  towards  a  national  rating  itself. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  would  sup- 
port  the  Amendment  for  placing  the  whole 
of  the  maximum  upon  the  electoral  divi- 
sion, rather  than  agree  to  divide  it  between 
the  electoral  division  and  the  union.  The 
principle  on  which  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  founded  was,  that  each  dis- 
trict was  to  be  responsible  for  the  poor  of 
somo  other  district — not  that  it  should  sup- 
port its  own  poor,  but  the  poor  of  its  neigh- 
bour— not  that  the  person  who  was  respon- 
sible should  pay,  but  the  person  who  had 
no  responsibility.  That  was  a  principle 
foreign  to  the  sound  English  rule,  that 
property  should  pay  for  tho  poor  i-csiding 
upon  it;  and  if  that  principle  would  not 
answer  for  England  even,  it  was  far  less 
applicable  to  the  case  of  a  country  like 
Ireland,  where  responsibilities  were  felt 
but  lightly,  and  required  to  be  driven  home 
to  every  man's  door  by  every  possible 
means.  He  found  that,  in  1817,  Mr. 
Sturges  Bourne  recommended  that  the 
principle  of  a  maximum  rate  should  be 
adopted  in  England ;  but  the  Legislature 
refused  to  assent  to  his  proposition,  be- 
cause they  thouirht  it  impossible  and  ab- 
surd. A  Parliamentary  Committee,  of 
which  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne  was  a  teember, 
at  that  time  stated  in  their  report,  that  hf 
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the  Btatute  of  Elizabeth  the  parishes  of 
the  hundred,  and  in  some  cases  those  of 
the  county,  might  be  rated  in  aid  of  par- 
ticular parishes ;  but  the  great  difficulty 
had  oecurred  in  carrying  that  plan  into 
practice,  that  it  offered  no  sufficient  secu- 
rity against  the  mismanagement  of  the 
funds,  and  that  the  Committee  were  not 
disposed  to  recommend  that  any  facilities 
should  be  afforded  for  executing  these  pro- 
visions in  the  law.  He  (Mr.  Sidney  Her- 
bert) believed  that  the  general  feeling  in 
England  so  fully  coincided  with  the  views 
expressed  by  that  Committee,  that  a  rate 
in  aid,  whether  over  the  whole  kingdom  or 
over  particular  unions,  would  not  bo  tole- 
rated in  this  country.  He  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  had  argued  the 
question  in  a  manner  which  might  lead  to 
great  errors  in  legislation.  The  House 
should  recollect,  too,  that  it  was  dealing 
with  a  country  new  to  the  management  of 
a  poor-law,  and  where  there  existed  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  corruption;  and 
nothing  would  be  easier  when  the  rate  was 
at  45.  6c?.  than  to  raise  it  to  58.  in  the 
electoral  division,  so  as  for  that  additional 
6d.  to  secure  more  than  full  repayment  by 
getting  hold  of  a  large  sum  of  the  money 
of  other  districts.  It  had  been  urged  that 
the  amount  that  would  be  taken  from  the 
other  districts  to  relieve  their  neighbours 
would  not  bo  large  ;  but  they  ought  to 
guard  scrupulously  against  punishing  those 
who  were  not  responsible,  by  showing  un- 
due favour  to  those  who  had  neglected 
their  duties,  and  laying  the  burden  upon 
those  who  had  fulfilled  theirs;  and  hon. 
Members  who  wished  to  be  the  guardians 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  should  remember 
that  if  by  this  measure  they  produced  a 
dead  level  of  pauperism  throughout  the 
unions,  and  ultimately  throughout  Ireland, 
such  a  result  would  cause  a  more  serious 
call  upon  the  imperial  exchequer  than 
could  be  caused  by  any  other  line  of  policy 
which  they  could  possibly  adopt. 

Mr.  SIIEIL  said,  ho  represented  a  bo- 
rough crowded  with  pauperism,  and  in 
which  there  were  3,000  paupers  who  had 
been  driven  there  from  the  agricultural 
districts;  and  he  thought  these  agricultural 
districts  ought  to  he  made  to  pay  for  this 
surplus  of  pauperism.  His  objection  to 
the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire was  this — that  it  would  crush  the 
towns  of  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
empting the  agricultural  districts  or  tho 
country  gentlemen  from  a  contingent  con- 
tribution as  an  auxiliary  fund  to  relieve  the 


miseries  of  the  towns.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  county  of  Tipperary  had  a  right  to 
speak  on  that  subject;  for  there  were  thir- 
teen largo  towns  in  that  county,  and  the 
rates  were  very  high  in  these  towns. 
Would  they  impose  10^.  rather  than  5s,, 
for  instance,  upon  each  of  the  towns  alone, 
instead  of  making  five  electoral  divisions 
in  tho  county  pay  each  a  contribution  of 
Is,  for  the  support  of  the  pauperism  which 
they  poured  in  upon  the  towns  ?  Nothing 
could  be  more  unjust  than  to  impose  the 
whole  burden  on  the  towns,  and  exempt 
the  country  gentlemen  from  their  just 
share  of  it.  It  was  a  case,  in  fact)  of 
town  against  country.  [•*  No,  no  ! "]  Soi 
at  least,  it  struck  him,  and  he  thought  he 
had  had  as  much  acquaintance  with  counr- 
try  and  town  as  most  of  the  Gentlemen  in 
that  House.  If  he  were  to  speak  for 
hours  on  the  subject,  he  did  not  think  he 
could  state  the  case  more  clearly  than  he 
had  done;  and  it  was  quite  manifest,  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  if  the  Amendment 
were  adopted,  the  country  gentlemen  would 
be  exempted  from  their  contribution  of  2s. , 
while  tho  whole  7s,  would  be  fixed  upon 
the  towns.  That,  as  he  conceived,  must 
be  its  inevitable  effect. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  was  more 
in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  borough  of 
Dungarvon  than  he  had  been,  he  would 
probably  be  better  acquainted  with  the 
causes  of  the  increase  of  pauperism  in  that 
town.  His  object  was  tho  same  as  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however — ^his  object 
was,  to  prevent  those  who  were  inhuman 
enough  to  eject  their  tenantry,  from  throw- 
ing the  weight  of  their  support  upon  the 
whole  union.  He  was  of  opinion  that  if 
the  electoral-division  rate  were  to  be  raised 
to  7s.,  on  the  whole  the  system  would 
work  much  better  than  any  other.  But 
then  he  was  met  by  Gentlemen  from  west- 
ern unions,  who  said  that  it  was  utterly 
impossible  that  the  districts  which  they 
represented  could  pay  a  rate  of  7s.  in  the 
pound.  He  (Mr.  Monsell)  did  not  believe 
that  they  could  pay  5s.  in  the  pound, 
therefore  that  argument  did  not  go  for 
much;  but  he  believed  that  the  difficulty 
might  be  met  by  making  the  rate  variable, 
and  allowing  the  Poor  Law  Commissionem 
in  cei-tain  cases  to  reduce  the  maximum 
rate.  That^  therefore,  was  the  suggestion 
which  he  should  venture  to  make  to  tho 
noble  Lord. 

Mh.  CALLAGHAN  hailed  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  as  calculated  greatly  to 
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adTADtage  the  country.  Hitherto  the  small 
tenant-farmers  had  been  rapidly  falling 
into  the  condition  of  paupers.  But  tliis 
measure  would  give  confidence  to  the  land- 
ed proprietors  and  farmers,  by  telling  them 
that  there  was  a  maximum  rate,  beyond 
which  they  should  not  be  taxed.  The  Irish 
landlords  were  not  all  pattern  landlords; 
but  he  must  do  his  best  to  undeceive  the 
English  people  in  the  belief  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  landlords  of  that  country  were 
of  the  despicable  class  that  they  were 
sometimes  accused  of  being. 

Mb.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that 
he  opposed  all  rates  in  aid,  believing  that 
they  tended  ultimately  to  the  utter  confis- 
cation of  property.  This  had  been  spoken 
of  too  much  as  a  landlord's  question.  It 
was  eoually  a  tenant*s  question,  and  as 
such  should  he  considered.  Another  ob- 
jection he  had  to  the  measure  was,  that  he 
looked  upon  it  as  a  dangerous  attempt  per- 
manently to  ^x  a  maximum  rate.  Instead 
of  discussing  such  questions  as  these,  the 
House  should  set  itself  about  legislating 
on  the  great  question  of  the  relation  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  real  question 
on  which  the  Committee  was  about  to  de- 
cide was,  whether  the  blank  should  be 
filled  up  with  5s.  or  7«.;  but  the  question 
being  in  such  a  form,  it  placed  those  in  a 
very  difficult  position  who  were  opposed  to 
a  maximum  rate  altogether.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  they  had  no  right  to  fix  a 
maximum  rate;  and  he  asked  what  were 
the  plans  to  be  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord 
to  relieve  the  poor  when  he  should  have 
exhausted  both  his  Ss,  and  his  2s,  ?  He 
supposed  there  would  then  be  what  had 
been  termed  another  **  pull  at  the  Exche- 
quer.'* [Lord  J.  Russell  dissented.]  He 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  shook 
his  head;  but  he  asked  what  then  was  to 
be  done  ?  for  he  was  quite  sure  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  allow  the  people  to  starve. 
As  between  the  question  of  7s,  and  5«., 
he  should  vote  for  the  Amendment;  but 
he  did  so  on  the  principle  of  fixing  the 
maximum  at  as  high  a  rate  as  possible. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  protested  in  the 
strongest  manner  possible  against  the  in- 
justice and  the  impolicy  of  a  union  rate, 
because  it  would  paralyse  the  exertions, 
not  only  of  the  tenant-farmer,  but  also  of 
audlords  who  were  struggling  to  give 
yment,  and  would  give  the  greatest 
bgement  to  absentee  proprietors  re- 


siding on  the  Continent  to  take  the  capital 
out  of  the  country. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  blank  be  filled 
up  with  *  five  shillings.'  ** 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  125; 
Noes  48  :  Majority  77. 

List  of  tJie  Ayes.  . 

!  Anson,  hon.  Col.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

j  Armstrong,  Sir  A,  Moore,  G.  H. 

I  Baincs,  M.  T.  Morgan,  II.  K.  G. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T.  Morris,  D. 

Birch,  Sir  T.  B.  Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  J*. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Mulgrave,  Earl  of 

Boyle,  hon.  Col.  MunU,  G.  F. 

Brotherton,  J.  Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

Brown,  W.  O'Brien,  J. 

Browne,  R.  B.  O'Brien,  Sir  L. 

Burke,  Sir  T.  J.  O'Connell,  M. 

Butler,  P.  S.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Callaghan,  D.  OTlaherty,  A. 

Carter,  J.  B.  Owen,  Sir  J. 

Clay,  J.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  II.  Paget,  Lord  C. 

Coke,  hon.  E.  K.  Pakington,  Sir  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F.  Parker,  J. 

Craig,  W.  G.  Patten,  J.  W. 

Dalrymplc,  Capt.  Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 

Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F.  Pilkington,  J. 

Duncan,  Visct.  Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 

Duncuft,  J.  Power,  Dr. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Price,  Sir  R. 

Dundas,  Sir  D.  Pugh,  D. 

Dunne,  Col.  Rawdon,  Col. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Reynolds,  J. 

Ellis,  J.  Rich,  H. 

Fagan,  W,  Roche,  E.  B. 

Foley,  J.  H.  II.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Forster,  M,  Russell,  F.  C.  H. 

Fox,  R.  M.  Rutberfurd,  A. 

Freestun,  Col.  St.  George,  C. 

Glyn,  G.  C.  Scrope,  G.  P. 

Grenfell,  C.  W.  Scully,  F. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Seaham,  Visot. 

Grey,  R.  W.  Shafto.  R.  D. 

Grosvcnor,  Earl  Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

IJawes,  B.  Smith,  J.  A. 

Hay,  Lord  J.  Smith.  J.  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G.  Somers,  J.  P. 

Heneage,  E.  SomerviIle,rt.hn.SirWp 

Henry,  A.  Stansfleld,  W.  R.  C, 

Ilcywood,  J.  Sullivan,  M. 

Heyworth,  L.  Talfourd,  Sen. 

Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Tancred,  11.  W . 

Ilobhouse,  T.  B.  Tenison,  E.  K. 

Howard,  Lord  E.  Thicknesse,  R.  A. 

Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G.  Thompson,  Col. 

Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G.  Thomcly,  T. 

Keating,  R.  Townshend,  Capt. 

Kershaw,  J.  Vane,  Lord  H. 

Kildaro,  Marq.  of  Vivian,  J.  H. 

lAbouchere,  rt.  hon.  U.  Wall,  C.  B. 

Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Lewis,  G.  C.  Watklns,  Col.  L. 

M'Gregor,  J.  Wilson,  J. 

Meagher,  T.  Wilson,  M. 

Maitland,  T.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  &r  C 

Matheson,  A.  WyvUl,  M. 

Matheson,  Col.  Young,  Sir  J. 

Maule,  rt.  hon.  F.  txluuui 

Miles,  P.  W.  S.  Tufnell,  H. 

Milner,  W.  M.  E.  Bellew,  R  M. 
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Hamilton,  J.  II. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Ker.  R. 

Mncnaghten,  Sir  E. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
Magan,  W.  U. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Monsell,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  J. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
SUnlcy,  hon.  £.  U. 
Taylor.  T.E. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vescy,  hon.  T. 

TXLLSBS. 

Stafford,  A. 
Herbert,  II.  A. 

progress;  to  sit  again 


Adare,  R.  A.  S. 
Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bateson,  T. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Caulfeild,  J.  M. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
ConoUy,  T. 
CorbaUy,  M.  E. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Denison,  J.  £. 
Dickson,  S. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
FitxPatrick,  rt.hn.  J.  W. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W.  £. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Greenall,  G. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 

House  resumed. 
Committee  report 
on  Thursday. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNMENT. 
Sib  WILLIAM  MOLESWORTH:* 
Sir,  before  I  ask  the  House  to  con< 
aider  the  Motion  which  I  intend  to  make, 
I  wish  to  present  a  petition  which  I  re- 
ceived yesterday  from  Wellington,  in  New 
Zealand.  It  is  signed  by  a  large  portion 
of  the  adult  population  of  that  settlement. 
The  petitioners  state  that  their  reasonable 
expectations  of  obtaining  representative  in- 
stitutions have  been  disappointed,  that 
their  Governor  has  established  a  form  of 
government  repugnant  to  their  feelings, 
and  inefficient  for  good  government;  and 
they  pray  that  Parliament  will  not  sanc- 
tion any  measure  which  will  delay  the  in- 
troduction of  representative  government 
into  the  southern  settlements  of  New 
Zealand.  I  heartily  support  the  prayer  of 
this  petition  :  because  I  believe  that  the 
petitioners  are  in  every  way  well  qualified 
to  enjoy  representative  institutions;  and 
that  with  representative  institutions,  New 
Zealand  would  soon  become  one  of  the 
greatest  and  most  flourishing  colonies  of 
the  British  empire.  I  now  proceed  to 
move  that  an  humble  address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint 
a  commission  to  inquire  into  the  adminis- 
tration of  Her  Majesty's  colonial  posses- 
sions.    I  make  this  Motion  because  I  share 


•  From  a  printed  report. 


in  the  belief  which  now  prevails,  that  our 
system  of  colonial  government  is  in  many 
respects  faulty,  and  ill-suited  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Great  Britain  and  of  the  co- 
lonies. Therefore,  I  maintain  that  it  re- 
quires revision;  and  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
vision I  ask  that  a  searching  inquiry 
sheuld  be  made  into  tlie  colonial  polity  of 
the  British  empire.  With  the  permission 
of  the  House,  I  will  state,  as  briefly  as  I 
can,  what,  in  my  opinion,  should  be  the 
nature  of  the  inquiry,  and  to  what  subjoctB 
it  should  be  directed.  But,  first,  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  House  that  there  ought  to  be 
an  inquiry,  I  will  endeavour  to  show  what 
has  produced  the  general  conviction  that 
there  are  grave  errors  and  defects  in  our 
colonial  polity. 

What  I  mean  by  the  term  **  colonial 
polity  of  Great  Britain  *'  is  of  recent  date, 
not  more  than  three  quarters  of  a  century 
old.  For,  when  we  began  to  colonise,  the 
Government  had  little  or  nothing  to  do 
with  it,  and,  strictly  speaking,  there  was  no 
polity.  Our  first  colonies  were  planted  by 
adventurers,  who  left  this  country  for  Ta« 
rious  reasons  :  some  in  search  of  the  pre- 
cious metals;  others  to  escape  from  into- 
lerance at  home;  and  others  to  enjoy  in- 
tolerance abroad.  They  settled  on  the 
shores  of  America  with  the  nominal  sanc- 
tion of  the  Crown.  Fortunately  for  them, 
civil  conflicts  in  England,  and  the  weak- 
ness of  the  Executive,  left  them  for  many 
years  unmolested  in  full  enjoyment  of  vir- 
tual independence.  They  flourished;  their 
numbers  increased  rapidly;  they  became 
wealthy  and  powerful.  Meanwhile,  the 
Executive  in  this  country  gradually  ac- 
quired strength;  its  attention  was  directed 
to  the  prosperity  of  the  colonies;  it  at- 
tempted systematically  to  interfere  in  their 
government;  the  colonies  resisted;  some 
rebelled  and  became  independent;  the  re- 
mainder submitted;  and  the  present  system 
of  colonial  government  was  founded  upon 
the  ruins  of  our  old  colonial  empire.  By 
far  the  greater  portion  of  our  modem  colo- 
nial empire  is  of  recent  acquisition;  all  of 
it,  with  the  exception  of  the  plantations  in 
the  West  Indies,  and  two  or  three  old 
colonies  in  North  America,  haa  been  ac- 
quired within  the  last  ninety  years,  most  of 
it  within  the  last  fifty  years;  for  instance, 
the  Canadas  in  1759;  Trinidad  and  other 
West  Indian  islands,  Ceylon,  and  New 
South  Wales,  in  the  interval  between 
1763  and  1797;  the  rest  of  Australasia, 
New  Zealand,  the  whole  of  South  Africa, 
British  Guiana,  the  Mauritius,  Malta,  th* 
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iOt'.uL  JiltLdfe,  Heli;:'o1and,  IIong-Kong, 
biiil  Lb\>u&Tj.  crC'  LOt  !a;:  tLe  noLIe  Lord  the 
I  .-irte  l£;;j'.tter  ODce  called  them)  precious 
irJier!tA:ice=  froiu  our  nohle  ancestors,  hut 
LfcT<:  be^u  aJ'ieJ  to  the  Firitisli  donniiious 
tiiii-e  the  ]/eipi:ijiu;3'  of  this  century.  Tliesc 
wik':i:{.£  Lave  h«--eii  acquired  for  various 
r-rtMjLs.  .Some  we  comiucred  hecause  we 
pTud^'-ed  the  possession  of  them  to  rival 
Fciwerfi,  and  fancied  that  the  might  of  a 
nation  wa-s  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of 
itb  territory;  others  we  held  as  outposts, 
on  the  plea  of  protcctinj^j  our  own  trade, 
and  injuring  the  trade  of  other  countries; 
azid  others  we  occupied  as  places  of  punish- 
ment for  our  criminals.  Thus  our  colonial 
empire  consisted  chiefly  of  conquered  pro- 
vinces, garrison  tov/ns,  and  gaol».  Their 
government  was  entrusted  to  a  central  au- 
thority in  England.  The  invariahlc  ten- 
dency of  such  an  authority  is  to  grasp  as 
much  power  as  possihic,  and  to  resist  every 
measure  which  seems  likely  either  directly 
or  indirectly  to  diminish  that  power.  In  con- 
formity with  these  tendencies,  the  colonial 
polity  of  Great  l^ritain  was  framed  ;  and  the 
Colonial  Office  laid  claim  to  omnipotence 
and  infallibility  in  all  matters  concerning  the 
colonies.  That  claim  was  long  recognised 
in  this  country,  and  scarcely  disputed  in 
the  colonies.  But  of  late  years  it  has 
been  contested  not  so  much  within  as 
without  the  walls  of  this  House  ;  and 
every  colony  has  repeatedly  and  energeti- 
cally protested  against  it ;  and  now  the 
conviction  is  daily  gaining  ground  through- 
out the  empire,  that  our  colonial  system  is 
not  well  suited  cither  to  the  state  of  Great 
Britain  or  of  the  colonics. 

The  conviction  that  our  colonial  polity 
is  faulty  has  acquired  strength  in  this 
country  in  proportion  as  public  opinion  has 
been  more  and  more  directed  to  colonial 
questions,  and  of  late  years  greater  atten- 
tion has  been  paid  to  those  questions  for 
various  reasons.  First,  because  within  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century  Great  Britain  has 
begun  again  to  colonise,  and  on  a  much 
greater  scale  than  ever  before.  For,  dur- 
ing that  period  at  least  2,000,000  of  per- 
sons have  migrated  from  this  country ; 
half  of  them  have  gone  directly  to  our  in- 
dependent colonies  of  the  United  States  ; 
the  other  half  to  our  depeudent  colonies, 
whence  a  large  portion  of  them  have  re- 
emigrated  to  the  United  States.  This 
great  emigration,  though  chiefly  directed 
to  our  independent  colonies,  has  made  the 
subjects  of  colonisation  and  colonial  go- 
veniment  matters  of  deep  and  increasing 


interest  to  a  large  portion  of  the  commn- 
nity,  especially  to  the  humbler  and  mid- 
dling classes  :  for  there  is  scarcelj  one 
amongst  them  who  has  not  Bome  acquaint- 
ance, friend,  or  relation  in  one  of  the 
colonies,  or  about  to  emigrate  ;  and  alio 
many  of  the  aristocracy  and  gentry  have 
friends  or  kinsmen  residing  in  the  colonies 
as  governors,  or  in  other  situations  of  trust 
and  profit.  In  consequence  of  this  great 
emigration,  the  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  her  dependencies  have  been 
profoundly  changed  ;  and  there  ought  to 
liave  been  a  corresponding  change  in  her 
colonial  polity,  which  was  framed  without 
reference  to  any  emigration  except  that  of 
convicts. 

Secondly,  public  attention  has  been  Tcrj 
much  directed  of  late  years  to  colouiu 
questions  by  the  writings  of  distinguished 
men,  who  have  carefully  investigated  the 
economy  of  new  societies,  examined  into 
the  principles  of  colonial  governmenty  and 
attentively  studied  the  subjects  of  colonisa- 
tion and  emigration,  with  the  view  of  re- 
lieving the  economical  difficulties  of  the 
united  kingdom,  and  of  planting  the  un- 
inhabited portions  of  the  globe  with  com- 
munities worthy  of  the  English  name.  Of 
these  writers,  Mr.  Wakefield  is  the  most 
eminent ;  by  his  writings  ho  produced  a 
profound  impression  on  the  minds  of  some 
of  the  ablest  men  of  our  day,  as  for  in- 
stance, John  Mill,  Grote,  and  others  ;  and 
there  are  few  persons  in  this  country,  who 
have  paid  much  attention  to  colonial  ques- 
tions, who  will  not  readily  acknowledge^ 
even  when  they  do  not  adopt  all  Mr. 
Wakefield's  conclusions,  that  they  are 
deeply  indebted  to  that  gentleman  for  a 
considerable  portion  of  their  most  valuable 
knowledge  of  matters  relating  to  the  colo- 
nies. 

Thirdly,  public  attention  has  been  much 
directed  of  Inte  years  to  colonial  questions, 
in  consequence  of  the  discussions  whieh 
have  taken  place  with  regard  to  free  trade 
and  the  navigation  laws,  and  whioh  have 
led  to  a  great  change  in  our  commercial 
polity.  For  most  of  the  statesmen  of  this 
country  have  maintained  that  there  is  an 
intimate  connexion  between  the  colonial  and 
connnercial  polities  of  Great  Britain.  They 
have  generally  defended  the  acquisition  oi 
new  colonics,  on  the  plea,  that  such  foreign 
possessions  afforded  markets  for  the  exclu- 
sive benefit  of  our  manufacturers,  and  pro- 
duced a  trade  for  the  exclusive  profit  of 
our  merchants  and  shipowners ;  and  they 
persuaded  the  nation  that,  in  return  for 
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theB6  pririleges,  it  was  worth  our  while  to 
pay  vast  sums  of  money  for  protecting  and 
governing  the  colonies.  These  privileges 
being  abolished,  the  question  seems  very 
naturally  to  arise,  why  arc  we  to  continue 
to  pay  for  them  ?  The  colonies  are  free 
to  trade  with  whom  they  will,  and  in  what 
manner  they  will.  Therefore,  they  will 
only  trade  with  us  and  employ  our  ship- 
ping, when  it  is  most  profitable  to  them  to 
do  so.  Therefore,  as  far  as  trade  is  con- 
cerned, they  are  become  virtually  indepen- 
dent States.  And  this  revolution  in  our 
commercial  polity  has  directed  public  at- 
tention to  the  question,  whether  there 
ought  not  to  be  a  corresponding  change  in 
our  colonial  polity? 

Fourthly,  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  country  has  of  late  years  been 
constantly  occupied  with  colonial  questions, 
in  consequence  of  a  series  of  remarkable 
events  in  the  colonies,  which  have  annually 
occasioned  heavy  demands  to  be  made  on 
the  public  purse.  In  the  course  of  the 
last  fifteen  years,  the  colonies  have  directly 
cost  Great  Britain  at  least  60,000,0002.  in 
the  shape  of  military,  naval,  civil,  and 
extraordinary  expenditure,  exclusive  of  the 
20,000,000^.  which  were  paid  for  the  abo- 
lition  of  slavery.  Therefore,  the  total 
direct  cost  of  the  colonies  has  been  at 
least  80,000,000^  in  the  last  fifteen  years. 
Now,  if  hon.  Members  would  merely  take 
the  trouble  of  recalling  to  their  minds  the 
chief  events  which  were  taking  place  in 
the  colonies,  whilst  this  money  was  ex- 
pending, they  must  at  once  admit,  that 
the  result  of  the  expenditure  has  been  far 
from  satisfactory,  either  to  the  united 
kingdom  or  to  the  colonies  ;  and  I  think 
that  they  will  likewise  admit  that  there 
must  be  something  essentially  faulty  in  a 
polity  which,  at  such  an  enormous  cost, 
produces  the  results  which  I  will  briefly 
enumerate  to  the  House. 

In  the  first  place,  in  our  North  Ameri- 
can dependencies,  within  the  last  fifteen 
years,  there  has  been  a  conflict  of  races, 
ending  in  civil  war ;  two  rebellions — one 
in  Upper  Canada,  one  in  Lower  Canada, 
suppressed  at  great  cost  to  this  country; 
various  constitutions  destroyed  or  suspend- 
ed ;  two  hostile  provinces  united  by  means 
of  intrigue  and  corruption  ;  and  now,  it  is 
said,  I  hope  most  untruly,  that  the  war  of 
races  is  about  to  be  renewed  ;  if  this 
should  happen,  and  should  lead  to  civil 
strife  and  rebellion,  and  if  Great  Britain 
should,  unhappily,  attempt  to  suppress  it 
by  force  of  arms,  that  attempt,  if  suooess- 


I  fttl,  will  cost  many  millions  more  than  the 

I  former  rebellion  ;  for  the  rebels  will  be» 

!  not  the  poor  ignorant  hahitans  of  Canada, 

but  the  fierce  and  energetic  Anglo-Saxon 

population. 

Secondly,  in   the  West   Indies,  within 
:  the  last  fifteen  years,  a  proposal  to  lend 
I  fifteen  millions,  was  converted  into  a  gift 
!  of  twenty  millions,  and  followed  by  the 
,  universal  ruin   of  tho  planters ;    in   one 
colony  (Jamaica)  the  constitution  was  pro- 
posed to  be  suspended  ;  in  another  colony 
(British  Guiana)  the  supplies  were  stopped; 
and  now  again  in  British  Guiana,  and  also 
in  Jamaica,  the  supplies  are  stopped ;  in 
Santa    Lucia    there    are    insurrectionary 
riots  ;  and  in  all  the  other  sugar  planta« 
tions  there  is  discontent  bordering  on  de- 
spair. 

Thirdly,  in  South  Africa,  within  the  last 
fifteen  years,  perpetual  border  feuds  with 
rapacious  and  warlike  savages,  whom  the 
Colonial  Office,  with  characteristic  igno* 
ranee,  one  time  mistook  for  peaceful  and 
harmless  shepherds:  with  these  savages  two 
fierce  wars,  with  lavish  expenditure,  enor- 
mous peculation,  and  no  accountability; 
three  rebellions  of  the  Boers,  ever  striving 
in  vain  to  escape  from  our  hatred  tyranny, 
and  preferring  to  dwell  amidst  wild  beasts 
and  wilder  men,  to  the  detested  dominion 
of  the  Colonial  Office  ;  and,  finally,  the 
acquisition  of  a  huge,  worthless,  and  costly 
empire,  extending  over  nearly  300,000 
square  miles,  chiefly  rugged  mountains, 
arid  deserts,  and  barren  plains,  without 
water,  without  herbage,  without  navigable 
rivers,  without  harbours,  in  short,  without 
everything  except  the  elements  of  great 
and  increasing  expense  to  this  country. 

Fourthly,  in  Ceylon,  abuse  of  patronage, 
official  inaptitude,  and  excessive  expendi- 
ture ;  ignorance  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial 
Office  augmenting  financial  embairassment, 
and  leading  to  injudicious  taxes  ;  riots  and 
martial  law;  military  executions  and  pu- 
nishments disgraceful  to  the  British  name. 

Fifthly,  in  Australasia,  communities, 
the  offspring  of  convict  emigi*ation,  more 
hideously  vicious  than  any  recorded  in 
sacred  or  profane  history;  that  convict 
emigration  one  day  abolished,  to  the  joy 
of  the  colonists  of  Tasmania,  the  next  aay 
renewed,  to  their  horror  and  amasement. 

Sixthly,  in  New  Zealand,  imbecile  go- 
vernors, discreditable  functionaries,  and 
unnecessary  wars  with  the  natives  ;  unfor- 
tunately successful  efforts  to  mar  the  fair- 
est scheme  of  colonisation,  and  to  disap- 
point the  hopes  of  the  choicest  emigranta ; 
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lK«:  pr<rMrTji  j/jor/jtJii  ■  ;  ixJi'i  our  export 
t;«.d(:  of  produo-'r  htA  riianuf&cturr.'S  to  all 
OMJ  >.'jbj«?';i  ooloJii'ris  'iritliidiij;^  Gibraltar), 
dv;»i  rioi  i:z*:i:i'A  **.''//}/j^M,  0,  vcar,  or 
aU-'jt  \J/)h.h'}i*(.  ]':•->.  than  our  <;xport 
trvj<r,  in  J'", »7,  \'j  o»jr  independent  colonies 


Tear  i^4'J.  caiiTi'.it  fail  xc<  remexxiMr  &k 
mtrjT  '.f  iLe  mcisi  insparuan  e^flUB  "n 
"w'.ii-L  I  Lot*-  iiiM  referred  bf  iodifsaoc^r 
c'.>.'?.ia'i  ii.i.»-TiianarexDei)T.  hsTf-  D&nzrrM 
•rince  tbe  pr'-Mrai  SeereLtrr  nf  S-lk*  for 
the  Colonics  lock  ciffiw:  fjr  ihruuh*,  tbe 
aii"::'-d  receiral  of  iL*-  ww  of  imeseE  it 
^.anada ;  the  «^:o7'T»fire  c<f  lie  Fcr^Ttiies  il 
Briti-h  Guiarja  ard  J&TnLica:  tbe  mismu- 
ai'enjeot  of  the  Ka£r  var.  wiik  pee-siaacA, 
e.'itrava^rarit  cx^ieodiTure.  aad  no  Mmnat- 
at/jity  ;  the  rebellion  of  the  Boer^.  ini^ 
the  fv.ili^h  ext^'nsion  of  our  empire  in 
.South  Africa:  the  haPTj  tr&nsporta.Ticm  a 
convicts  to  the  Cajie  of  Gt»od  Hope:  ilie 
fr trance  i^ino ranee  of  the  financxAl  ecjoiditkB 
of  Ceylon,  with  its  lamenuible  Aod  &- 
graceful  consequences ;  the  &V«adozinieiit 
and  the  renewal  of  transportation  to  Van 
Diemen*s  Land;  the  blandera  about  the 
constitution  of  New  Zealand  ;  and  the 
transfer  of  VancouTer's  Island  to  the  Hod- 
son's  Bay  Company — the  honour  of  all 
thebc  events  belongs  to  the  admimstntian 
of  the  present  Secretory  of  State  for  the 
Colonics.  Therefore  public  opinion  ean 
make  no  exception  in  his  behalf  when  it 


td  th<;   ^'n'lV'A   .StaU.'>.,  wliich  co.>:t  us  no- 1  condemns  the  colonial  polity  of  Great  Bri- 


thJn;^.  Therefore,  com  pari  nj^  the  result  of 
our  colonial  hy?<tein  with  the  cost,  it  can 
b<;arc<-)y  be  denied,  that  the  rehult,  with 
n"/nrt]  to  trade  and  enji;^nition,  has  been 
paltry  and  inhi^rntfieunt ;  and  that  the  most 
inanifeKt  eonherjuences  of  our  colonial  po- 
lity have  been  wars,  rebellions,  recurring 
distre>-.h,  ;' en  era  I  discontent,  and  enormous 
esfK-ndimre.  Therefon,*,  jnd;;in;5  of  the 
tree  by  it:',  fruits,  it  is  not  unfair  to  infer 
tliat  there  are  j^rave  errors  and  defects  in 
the  colonial  polity  of  the  British  empire. 
To  this  c(;nclu.sion  all  our  colonial  fellow- 
Hiibjects  have  long  ago  arrived  ;  and  a 
large  portion  both  of  the  thinking  and 
practical  men  of  this  country,  are  in  the 
act  of  arriving.  Our  colonial  polity  lias  few 
defenders  out  of  this  House  ;  no  defenders 
in  it,  excf'pt  oflicial  ones  ;  for,  whenever 
the  hon.  (ientlcinan  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonif.'s  rises,  and,  with 
matchless  courage  and  dauntless  detcrmi- 
nation,  njiiintains  that  nothing  can  be 
morn  perfect  than  our  colonial  polity;  that 
nothing  can  bo  inoro  judicious  than  the 
conduct  of  the  (Jolonial  Secretary;  and 
tliat  nothing  can  be  more  praiseworthy 
tlian  all  the  appointments  niado  by  his 
noblo  Friend — a  solemn  silence  reigns 
around  him,  scarcely,  if  ever,  interrupted 
hy  a  faint  cheer.  For  the  House,  reilcct- 
I      on  the  history  of  the  colonics  since  the 


tain,  distrusts  the  department  that  con- 
ducts that  polity,  and  puts  no  faith  in  its 
recognised  organs  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liament. Whether  right  or  wrong,  this 
notorious  state  of  public  opinion  is  dan- 
gerous, and  much  to  be  regretted.  It 
fonns  one  of  my  chief  arguments  for  the 
inquiry  which  I  propose  to  the  House. 

I  think  the  House  ought  to  assent  to 
my  Motion,  because,  in  fact,  it  is  the  legi- 
timate sequel  to  various  Motions  with  re- 
ference to  the  colonies,  which  during  this 
Session  have  met  with  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  I  refer  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Invcrncss-shirc,  with  regard  to  British 
Guiana  and  Ceylon  ;  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Stafford- 
shire, with  regard  to  convict  emigration 
to  the  Capo  of  Good  Hope;  and  to  that  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Falkirk, 
with  regard  to  Vancouver's  Island,  which 
would  liavo  been  carried  but  for  a  ma- 
nes uvre.  Each  of  those  Motions  implied 
ccnsuro  of  something  which  hod  been 
lately  done  in  the  colonies ;  each  of  them 
met  with  the  general  approbation  of  the 
House ;  and  each  of  them  raised  colonial 
questions  of  great  importance,  well  worthy 
of  further  consideration  and  serious  inquiry. 
In  addition  to  these  Motions,  which 
virtually  carried,  two  other  Motions 
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demnatorj  of  our  colonial  polity  have  this 
Session  received  the  support  of  considcr- 
ahle  minorities ;  I  mean  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher  for  Berwick- 
shire, for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  our 
colonial  system  ;  and  the  Motion  of  the 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield, 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  that 
system ;  and  also  notices  have  been  given 
of  two  other  Motions  impugning  portions  of 
our  colonial  system— one  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Montrose,  the 
other  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
These  events  indicate  the  state  of  public 
opinion  with  regard  to  our  colonial  polity ; 
and  that  state  of  opinion  existing  in  this 
House,  throughout  the  country,  and 
throughout  the  colonies,  together  with  the 
events  which  have  lately  occurred  in  the 
colonies,  appear  to  me  to  constitute  good 
Parliamentary  grounds  for  the  inquiry 
which  I  propose  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

I  will  now  state  what,  in  my  opinion, 
should  be  the  chief  subjects  of  inquiry. 
They  may  be  arranged  under  the  three 
heads  of  Colonial  Government,  Colonial 
Expenditure,  and  Emigration  or  Coloni- 
sation. 

First :  An  inquiry  should  be  made  into 
our  system  of  colonial  government,  with 
the  view  of  removing  the  main  causes  of 
colonial  complaint.  Now,  the  one  great 
cause  of  colonial  complaint  is  irresponsible 
government  from  a  distance.  The  faults 
inherent  in  our  government  of  the  colonies 
have  been  forcibly  described  in  words 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House,  and  to 
which  I  am  sure  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
listen  with  attention,  in  memory  of  a  late 
distinguished  Member  of  this  House. 
That  system 

— "  has  all  the  faults  of  an  essentially  arbitrary 
government,  in  the  hands  of  persons  who  have 
little  personal  interest  in  the  wel&re  of  those 
over  whom  they  rule ;  who  reside  at  a  distance 
from  them ;  who  never  have  ocular  experience 
of  their  condition ;  who  are  obliged  to  trust  to 
secondhand  and  one-sided  information  ;  and  who 
are  exposed  to  the  operation  of  all  those  sinister 
influences  which  prevail  wherever  publicity  and 
freedom  are  not  established." 

The  power  of  these  persons 

— "  is  exercised  in  the  faulty  manner  in  which 
arbitrary,  secret,  and  irresponsible  power  must 
be  exercised  over  distant  communities.  It  is  ex- 
ercised with  great  ignorance  of  the  real  condition 
and  feelings  of  the  people  subjected  to  it ;  it  is 
exercised  with  that  presumption,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  spirit  of  mere  routine,  which  are  the 
inhcirent  vices  of  bureaucratic  rule;  it  is  exer- 


cised in  a  mischievous  subordination  to  intrigues 
and  cliques  at  home,  and  intrigues  and  cliques  in 
the  colonics.  And  its  results  are,  a  system  of 
constant  procrastination  and  vacillation,  which 
occasions  heartbreaking  injustice  to  the  indivi- 
duals, and  continual  disorder  in  the  communities, 
subjected  to  it.  These  are  the  results  of  the  pre- 
sent system  of  colonial  government,  and  must  be 
the  results  of  every  system  which  subjects  the 
internal  affairs  of  a  people  to  the  will  of  a  distant 
authority  not  responsible  to  anybody.*' 

These  were  the  words  of  my  late  friend, 
Mr.  Charles  Bullcr.  They  expressed  his 
deliberate  and  unchanged  convictions,  and 
are  deserving  of  the  utmost  respect  ;  for 
no  one  had  more  carefully  or  more  pro- 
foundly studied  colonial  questions,  no  one 
had  brought  greater  talents  to  bear  on 
those  questions,  no  one  was  more  anxious 
for  the  well-being  of  the  colonies,  no 
one  was  better  qualified  as  a  statesman 
to  govern  the  colonies  ;  and  those  who 
knewhim  well,  and  loved  him,  did  fondly 
hope  that  the  time  would  arrive  when  he 
would  be  placed  in  a  position  to  be  a 
benefactor  to  the  colonies,  and  to  make 
a  thorough  reform  of  the  colonial  system 
of  the  British  empire.  But,  alas !  Pro- 
vidence has  willed  it  otherwise. 

Our  colonial  system  is  essentially  the 
same  as  it  was  when  Mr.  Charles  Buller 
wrote  the  words  which  I  have  just  read. 
In  reply  to  this  assertion,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  will  in  all  probability  boast  again, 
as  ho  has  boasted  before,  that  of  our  forty- 
three  colonies,  twenty-seven  have  had  re- 
presentative institutions  conceded  to  them. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  acknow- 
ledge that,  of  these  twenty-seven  colonies, 
eight  have  only  had  the  promise  of  repre- 
sentative institutions  ;  and  that  the  re- 
maining nineteen  had  representative  insti- 
tutions long  ago,  when  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  was 
an  energetic  assailcr  of  Colonial  Office 
government.  In  consequence  of  those  as- 
saults upon  our  colonial  system,  it  was  ex- 
pected that,  as  soon  as  the  noble  Lord 
came  into  office,  he  would  hasten  to  be- 
stow representative  institutions  on  many 
colonies  which  were  well  deserving  of 
them.  But  what  has  he  accomplished,  in 
this  respect,  during  the  last  three  years  ? 
He  has  imagined  a  nondescript  constitu- 
tion for  New  Zealand,  and  immediately 
suspended  it ;  he  then  sent  it  to  New 
South  Wales  for  inspection,  and  New 
South  Wales  rejected  it :  having  failed  to 
reform  the  constitution  of  New  South 
Wales,  he  now,  at  a  late  period  of  the 
Session,  introduces  a  Bill  to  bestow  the 
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unreformcd  constitution  of  New  South  Ijects;  who,  aometimeB  with  the  very  bertr^ 
Wales  upon  the  other  AustraHan  colonies;  I  intentions,  propose  and  insist  upim  th<> 
andi  finally,  he  has  comniisaioned  the  re-  very  worst  measures.  It  would  he  ea&y 
nowned  Sir  Harry  Sniltli,  the  great  Inkosi  ;  to  take  colony  after  colony,  and  show  in 
JnkoUi  of  the  Ka6rs,  to  devise  a  consti-  each  a  aeriea  of  lamentahlo  blunders  which 
tution  for  the  Cnpo  of  Good  Hope,  I  will  i  have  been  comniilted  by  tbo  Colonial  OtHce, 
not  venture  to  anticipate  the  results  of  ,  For  ruBtanoe,  how  the  war  of  races  was 
these  measures,  I  hope  and  trust  they  i  btimulated  iu  Canada ;  how  tlie  ruin  of 
will  be  productive  of  benetit  to  the  cola-  '  the  plantera  was  made  inevitable  in  the 
nies  concerned;  hut»  iu  order  that  they  j  West  Indies — how  a  valuable  portion  of 
may  he  as  beuuticnul  as  posMble,  I  main*  our  fellow-subjects  iu  South  Africa  werei 
tain  that  they  ought  lo  be  accompanied  by  \  driven  into  the  desert  and  became  rebels — * 
a  thorough  revision  and  reform  of  our  colo-  how  the  immorality  of  Van  Diemcn's  Latid 
nial  polity.  was  fearfully  augmented — how  the  coloni- 

Under  the  existing  colonial  system,  in  sation  of  New  Zealand  was  spoilt — bow 
most  of  our  colonies  (1  may,  indeedi  say  Vaucouver's  Island  was  thrown  away — all 
in  all  of  them  with  the  ixceptien  of  through  the  ignorance,  negligence,  und 
Canada),    representative    institutions    are    vacillation  of  the  Colonial  Office. 


rather  sliams  tban  realities,  for  they  sel* 
dom  lead  to  the  legitimate  consot|ucnccs 


Ignorance,    negligence,    and  vacillatioa 
are  throe  inseparable  accidents  of  our  sya* 


of  representative  govornmentt  namely,  re*  i  teui  of  colonial  govenimont.     Ignorance  is 
sponsible  gaveruiuent  according  to  the  will    tlie  necessary  consequence  of  the  distance 
of  the  majority  of  the  representatives  of   that  intervenes  between  the  rulera  and  the 
the  people.     In  almost  all  the  represcnta*  I  ruled;  negligence   is  the  invariable  resuli- 
live  colonies  the  Colonial  Oftice  genera Ity  !  of  the  want  of  eflicioiit  responsibility,  and! 


attempts  to  carry  on  the  government  by 
means  of  a  minority  of  the  representative 
asaemhly,  with  the  assistance  of  a  legis- 
lative  assembly  composed  of  the  nominees 


the  responsibility  of  the  Colonial  Office  tol 
Parliament  is  merely  nominal,  in  consft-l 
queuco  of  the  ignorance  uf  Parliaraonlj 
with    rerrard    to    colonial    affairs*      And' 


of  tbo  Colonial  Office,  The  conseciucnce  i  wlienevcr  there  is  either  ignorance  or  neg- 
is,  a  perpetual  struggle  between  the  ma-  I  ligeucc,  there  vacillation  must  also  exist, 
jorlty  of  the  roproseutative  assembly  and  To  illustrate  these  positions  by  events  oC 
the  party  of  the  Colonial  Ofiice — a  struggle  |  recent  occun-enco,  I  will  eite»  as  a  case  of 
earried  on  with  an  intensity  of  party  '  negligence,  the  Act  of  the  5th  and  6tb 
hatred  and  rancour  happily  unknown  to  Victoria,  c.  76,  wbieh  was  passed  in  1842, 
us :  each  party  rejects  or  disallows  the 
measures  of  the  other  party ;  thus  legis- 
lation stands  still,  and  enmity  increases; 
after  a  time  the  su[>plies  are  stuppcd,  and 
a  dead  lock  ensues;  then  the  Imperial 
Parliament  is  called  on  to  take  the  part  of 
the  Colonial  Office*  and  a  constitution  is 
sometiraes  suspeniled  ;  next,  to  preserve 
order  or  to  put  down  rebellion,  the  military 
force  is  auguiented ;  and,  tinallvt  ^  de- 
mand is  made  upon  the  purses  of  the  Brit- 
ish people,  wlio  have  invariably  to  pay  the 
piper  at  every  colonial  brawl.  Within  the 
hist  fifteen  years  events  of  this  kind  have 
taken  place  in  most  of  our  largest  colonies; 
for  instance,  in  both  the  Canadas,  in  Nova 
Scotia,  Jamaica  and  British  Guiatiu;  and 
they  seem  likely  to  be  repeated  iu  Jamaica 
and  British  Guiana.  Thus,  both  in  the 
colonies  which  have  representative  assem- 
bhea,  hnd  in  those  whi^-h  have  them  not, 
the  one  great  cause  of  complaint  is  irre- 
Bponaible  government  from  a  distance ; 
that  i«,  goverimient  by  riders  who  are  ne* 
ceesarily  ignorant  of  the  state  of  their  sub- 


for  the  purpnse  of  bestowing  a  constitution 
on  New  South  Wales*  One  of  the  ehicf 
objects  of  that  Act  was  to  create  district 
councilij  in  that  colony.  Much  importaneo 
was  attached  to  the  establiahmenl  of  thosa 
counuiis,  tlie  re  fore  great  oare  ought  to 
have  been  taken  in  framing  the  clauses 
with  regard  to  them ;  on  the  contrary* 
there  was  the  greatest  negligence  :  when 
the  Act  reached  the  colony,  after  a  journej 
of  six  months,  the  Governor  discovered 
that  the  48th  olause,  which  ought  to  havo 
contoined  an  important  provision  with  re- 
gard to  the  district  councils,  was  without 
assignable  object  or  discoverable  meaning 
— iu  fact,  it  was  utter  jargun;  the  conse* 
quence  was,  that  the  district  councils  were 
btill-born.  Their  premature  decease  is 
not  to  be  regretted,  far  though  they  were 
favourite  children  of  the  present  Secretary 
I  if  State  for  the  Colonies,  they  were  bo- 
gotten  iu  ignorance  of  the  wants  and 
feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of  New  South 
Wales, 
As  an  iustance  of  vacilktion,  I  will  cHo 
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the  recent  conduct  of  the  Colonial  Office 
with  regard  to  transportation  to  Van  Die* 
men's  Land.  The  Ilouse  may  reniemhcr, 
that  in  1846  it  was  discovered  that  a  state 
of  almost  incredihlo  immorality  existed 
among  the  convicts  of  that  colony,  arising 
from  the  negligence  and  mismanagement 
of  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  colonial  Go- 
vernor. The  Colonial  Office,  therefore, 
determined  to  suspend  transportation  for 
two  years,  and  sent  a  new  Governor  to  the 
colony,  to  improve  the  system  of  convict 
discipline  prior  to  the  renewal  of  transpor- 
tation. A  few  months  afterwards,  in 
February  1847,  the  Colonial  Office  changed 
its  mind,  and  announced  to  Parliament, 
that  transportation  to  Van  Dicmen*s  Land 
was  not  to  be  renewed.  This  intelligence 
was  received  in  the  colony  with  the  great- 
est joy  and  delight.  Unfortunately,  how- 
ever, not  long  afterwards,  in  the  beginning 
of  1848,  the  Colonial  Office  changed  its 
mind  for  the  second  time,  and  determined 
upon  the  renewal  of  transportation  to  Van 
Diemen's  Land.  The  joy  of  the  colonists 
was  converted  into  sorrow— the  more  in- 
tense, in  proportion  as  their  hopes  had 
been  unnecessarily  excited,  and  cruelly 
disappointed,  by  the  vacillation  of  the  Co- 
lonial Office. 

As  a  recent  instance  of  ignorance  on  the 
part  of  the  Colonial  Office,  1  will  remind 
the  House  of  the  case  of  Ceylon.  In  1847, 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonics  appointed  a  Committee,  consisting 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  and  other  Gentlemen  of  distin- 
guished abilities,  to  investigate  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  Ceylon,  with  the  view  of 
proposing  measures  to  promote  the  econo- 
mical prosperity  of  that  colony.  After 
much  labour,  those  Gentlemen  drew  up  a 
report,  which  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  fur  the  Colonies.  Now 
it  has  been  proved  in  this  House — and  no 
one  will  venture  to  contradict  my  state- 
ment— that  the  chief  data  furnished  by 
the  Colonial  Office,  upon  which  that  report 
was  founded,  were  incorrect  —  that  the 
moat  important  conclusions  to  which  the 
Committee  arrived,  were  erroneous — that 
they  mistook  liabilities  for  assets,  a  bank- 
rupt exchequer  for  a  full  treasury,  and  a 
deficit  for  a  surplus  of  income  over  expen- 
diture— that,  in  consequence  of  these  mis- 
takes, they  recommended  a  reduction  of 
taxation  when  they  should  have  recom- 
mended a  reduction  of  expenditure — that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
not  being  better  informed  than  his  Commit- 


I  tee,  adopted  their  recommendations,  and 

instructed  the  Governor  of  Ceylon  to  give 

I  effect  to  those  recommendations.     These 

instructions  were  obeyed  by  the  unlucky 

j  Governor — a  nobleman  who  had  been  ap-> 

!  pointed  on  account  of  his  skill  in  agricul- 

;  ture  and  in  railroad  finance,  but  who  was 

not  better  acquainted  with  the  affairs  of 

Ceylon  than  either  the  Secretary  or  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.     The 

consequence  was — financial  embarrassmentt 

which  led  to  the  imposition  of  taxes  so  in« 

judicious,  that,  though  they  were  approved 

of  by  the  Colonial  Office,  within  a  year  it 

was  necessary  to  repeal  them. 

I  refer  to  these  cases,  not  in  order  to 
impute  blame  to  individuals,  but  to  illus- 
trate my  position,  that  ignorance,  negli- 
gence, and  vacillation  are  vices  inherent  in 
our  system  of  colonial  government,  by 
whomsoever  administered.  My  object  is 
to  prove  that  our  colonial  polity  works  ill, 
and  produces  discontent  and  complaint  in 
the  colonies,  not  because  it  is  specially 
maladministered,  but  because  it  is  an  es- 
sentially faulty  system,  which  cannot  bo 
well  administered.  It  is  difficult  to  cen- 
sure a  system  without  appearing  to  censure 
the  persons  connected  with  it.  In  order 
to  overcome  this  difficulty,  I  declare  that 
my  object  is  not  to  censure  any  person. 
My  Motion  may  be  considered  to  be  a  veto 
of  censure  on  our  colonial  system,  but  it 
is  not  intended  to  be  a  vote  of  censure  on 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 
For,  in  my  judgment,  the  colonies  have 
not  been  worse  governed  by  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  than 
by  any  one  of  his  predecessors,  who  have 
had  equal  opportunities  of  so  doing.  I 
know  that  a  different  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject prevails,  both  in  this  country  and  in 
the  colonies;  that,  in  consequence  of  for- 
mer speeches  made  by  the  present  Colonial 
Minister,  very  exaggerated  expectations 
were  formed  of  what  he  would  do  when  in 
office — that  those  exaggerated  expectations 
have  been  disappointed — that  that  disap- 
pointment has  been  embittered  by  the  in- 
judicious praises  of  friends  and  subordi- 
nates— and  that  hence  his  name  is  most 
unpopular.  But,  in  my  opinion,  it  would 
bo  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  either 
his  removal  from  office,  or  any  mere 
change  in  the  staff  of  the  Colonial  Office, 
would  be  of  any  real  benefit  to  the  colo- 
nies. The  fault  is  in  the  system.  The 
wonder  to  me  is,  not  that  the  system  works 
ill,  not  that  it  produces  discontent  and 
complaint,  but  that  it  works  no  worse  than 
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it  docs*  Consider,  Sir*  for  one  moment, 
the  nature  of  its  working  nmcfeincry.  To 
govern  our  forty-three  colonies,  scattered 
over  the  fnee  of  the  globe,  inhabited  by 
men  differing  in  race,  laiigiiage,  and  reli- 
gion, with  various  institutions,  strange 
laws,  and  unknown  customs,  the  8taff  of 
the  Colonial  Office  consists  only  of  five 
superior  and  twenty  three  inferior  func- 
tionaries. The  superior  functionnriea  are, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  the  two  Under 
8ecretaries»  the  Assistant  Under  Secre- 
tary, and  the  Chief  t^lcrk.  The  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Under  Secretary  leave 
office  with  the  Government,  and  rarely  re- 
tail i  office  for  more  tlmn  two  years  at  a 
time — they  are  the  ostensible  lieads  of  our 
colj^nia!  system,  and  are  responsible  to 
Parliament  for  the  government  of  the  colo- 
nies. The  three  other  superior  function- 
aries being  permanent,  are  the  real  heads 
of  our  colonial  system — they  are  screened 
from  responsibility  by  the  political  func- 
tionaries— they  are  unknown  to  Parlia- 
ment, scarcely  known  to  the  public  hy 
name,  but  have  become  celebrated  of  late 
years  under  the  witty  designation  of  Mr. 
Mo  thereon  n  try,  applied  to  them  by  Mr. 
Charles  Jinller.  Subordinate  to  thesci 
gentlemen,  there  are  twenty-threo  clerk^t, 
making,  in  all,  twenty-eight  persons  for 
the  government  of  forty-three  colonies. 
Therefore,  even  with  an  equal  division  of 
labour,  there  would  not  he  one  official  for 
the  govern n lent  of  each  colony.  But  no 
such  divi&ion  of  labour  is  practicable,  Tbe 
Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Colonics  is  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  for  the  government 
of  every  colony.  It  is  his  duty^  therefore, 
to  be  acquainted  with  the  atfaira  of  each 
of  the  forty-three  colonies^  to  read  and 
study  every  despatch,  and  to  be  prepared 
to  aoHwer,  either  in  his  own  person,  or  by 
hid  Under  Secretary,  every  question  which 
may  be  put  to  him,  in  either  House  of 
Parliament,  with  regard  to  the  colonies. 
If  be  could  divide  his  time  equally  between 
the  colonies,  as  there  are  forty-tbrec  of 
them,  be  could  give  about  a  week  a  year 
to  the  affairs  of  each  separate  colony;  but 
to  no  single  colony  could  be,  at  one  time, 
spare  a  week  of  continuous  attention;  for 
every  colony,  more  or  less,  requires  his  at- 
tention simultaneously.  At  one  time  be 
can  only  give  a  few  hours  to  one  depen- 
dency, then  a  few  boui'a  to  another^  and  so 
on,  turn  and  turn  about,  traversing  and  re- 
traversiug,  in  his  imagination,  tbe  terra- 
queous globe — iiying  from  the  Arctic  to 
the   Antartio   pole  —  hurrying  from    the 


snows  of  North  America  to  the  burning 
regions  of  the  Tropics  —  rushing  across 
from  the  fertile  islands  of  tbe  West  Indies ^ 
to  the  arid  deserts  of  South  Africa  and^ 
Australia — like  nothing  on  earth,  or  in  ro- 
mance, save  the  Wandering  Jew.  For 
instance,  one  day  the  Colonial  Secretary- 
is,  in  Ceylon,  a  financial  and  a  religious 
reformer,  promoting  the  interests  of  the 
coffee  planter,  and  casting  discredit  on  the 
tooth  and  religion  of  Buddha  j  tbe  next 
day  he  is  in  the  West  Indies,  teaching  the 
economical  manufacture  of  sugar;  or  \n\ 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  striving  to  reform 
the  fiends  whom  he  bas  transported  to  that 
pandemonium.  Now  he  is  in  Canada,  dis- 
cussing the  Indemnity  Bill  and  the  war  of 
races;  anon  he  is  at  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  dancing  a  war  dance  with  Sir  Harry 
Smith  and  his  Kaiir  subjects j  or  in  New 
Zealand,  an  unsuccessful  Lycurgns,  coping 
with  Honi  Heki;  or  at  Natal,  treating  with 
Paiula,  king  of  the  Zoolahs;  or  in  Lar- 
bum),  digging  coal  and  warring  witli  pirates;,  J 
or  in  tlie  midst  of  South  Africa,  defeatin|f  . 
Pretorius  and  his  rebel  Boers;  or  in  Van- 
couver *s  Island,  done  by  the  Hudaon^sBaj 
Company  ;  or  in  Victoria,  alias  Port 
Phillip,  the  eliosen  representative  of  the 
people;  or  in  tbe  Mauritius,  building  for- 
tifications against  a  hostile  population;  or 
in  the  fair  isles  of  the  Ionian  Sea,  en- 
joying. I  hope,  for  the  sake  of  my 
dear  friend  Mr.  Ward,  a  life  of  lux- 
urious case  and  perfect  tranquillity.  Thus 
the  most  incongruous  events  succeed  each 
other,  and  are  jumbled  together  in  the 
brain  of  the  unfortunate  Secretar}^  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  as  in  the  wild 
dream  of  a  fevered  imagination;  and  ere 
the  unhappy  man  has  had  time  to  settle 
one  grave  colonial  question,  another  of 
equal  itn[)urtance  presses  on  his  weaned 
and  worn-out  attention. 

I  repeat,  that  tbe  wonder  i».  not  that 
our  system  of  colonial  government  works 
ill;  but»  that  it  works  no  worse  than  it 
does.  I  maintain  J  therefore,  that  that  sys- 
tem requires  revision.  To  ascertain  in 
what  manner  it  ought  to  be  revised,  bow 
tbe  machinery  of  the  Colonial  Office  can 
be  improved,  and  whetber  more  local  go*  I 
vernracnt  and  more  self-government  oughfel 
to  be  given  to  some  or  all  of  tbe  colonies, 
should,  in  my  opinion,  be  the  first  great 
subjects  for  tbe  inquiry  which  I  propose  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  In  pn?- 
suing  this  inquiry,  the  conmiission  ebouM 
drOkW  a  broad  d i at i notion  between  thosft] 
colonies  which  have  or  ought  to  have  ro- 
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presentative  institutions,  and  those  of  the 
Crown  colonies  which  are  unfit  for  free  in- 
stitutions. Because  the  line  of  inquiry, 
the  questions  and  the  conclusions  with  re- 
gard to  the  best  mode  of  governing  the 
one  ckss  of  colonies,  will  be  very  different 
from  those  with  regard  to  the  other  class 
of  colonics.  In  both  cases,  the  more  the 
government  is  local,  the  better  I  believe  it 
will  be.  It  will,  therefore,  be  an  important 
subject  for  inquiry  by  the  commission,  what 
is  the  best  form  of  local  government  for 
those  Crown  colonies  which  are  unfit  for 
free  institutions. 

The  second  head  of  inquiry  which  I  pro- 
pose for  the  commission,  is  colonial  expen- 
diture. I  have  calculated  that,  on  the 
average  of  the  last  fifteen  years,  the  direct 
cost  of  the  colonies  to  Great  Britain,  under 
the  four  heads  of  civil,  naval,  military,  and 
extraordinary  expenditure,  has  amounted 
to  at  least  4,000,000^  a  year,  exclusive  of 
the  sums  paid  for  emancipating  our  slaves. 
The  civil  expenditure  has  been  between 
200,000^.  and  300,000?.  a  year;  the  naval 
expenditure,  I  believe,  I  have  under-esti- 
mated at  1,000,000?.  a  year.  The  mili- 
tary expenditure  must  have  exceeded 
2,500,000?.  a  year;  and  at  least  200,000?. 
a  year  have  been  required,  on  the  average 
of  the  last  fifteen  years,  to  cover  the  extra- 
ordinary expenses  of  Canadian  rebellion, 
Kafir  wars,  &c.  I  believe  that,  with  a 
reform  of  our  colonial  system,  and  with  a 
searching  inquiry  into  the  cost  of  our  colo- 
nies, a  large  reduction  could  be  made  in 
colonial  expenditure,  especially  in  military 
expenditure. 

Last  year  the  military  force  of  the  colo- 
nies consisted  of  forty-seven  regiments  of 
the  line,  nine  colonial  corps,  one  regiment 
of  cavalry,  thirty-eight  companies  of  artil- 
lery, about  800  sappers  and  miners,  and 
about  100  engineer  officers;  in  all  about 
45,000  men  of  all  ranks.  The  cost  of 
these  troops  for  pay  and  commissariat  ex- 
penses alone,  has  been  returned  to  Parlia- 
ment, for  the  five  years  ending  31st  of 
March,  1847,  at  9,742,000?.,  and  at  the 
rate  of  1,948,000?.  a  year,  exclusive  of 
ordnance  or  other  expenditure.  These 
troops  are  scattered  about  in  various  sta- 
tions, over  thirty-seven  colonies.  In  the 
ordnance  estimates  of  this  year,  reference 
is  made  to  fifty-four  military  stations,  in 
which  there  arc  either  barrack  or  ordnance 
establishments,  generally  both,  with  bar* 
rack-masters,  barrack-sergeants,  store- 
keepers, deputy-storekeepers,  clerks  of  the 
works,  &c.  This  year  the  sum  of  197,000?. 


is  required  for  the  salaries  of  the  officers 
and  the  wages  of  the  workmen  belonging 
to  these  establishments.  The  storehouses 
of  these  stations  contain  stores  of  the  esti- 
mated value  of  2,500,000?.,  a  sufficient 
amount  of  stores,  if  they  do  not  perish  of 
themselves,  for  about  twenty  years*  con- 
sumption during  peace. 

In  most  of  these  stations,  considerable 
sums  have  been  annually  expended  on  for- 
tifications and  other  ordnance  works.  The 
sum  required  for  these  purposes  in  the  es- 
timates of  this  year  is  216,000/.;  and  the 
total  sum  expended  upon  them  in  the 
course  of  the  nineteen  years  from  1829  to 
1847  has  amounted  to  3,500,000?.  For 
instance,  during  that  period  we  have  ex- 
pended in  North  America  on  ordnance 
works,  at  Kingston,  342,000?.;  at  Quebec, 
330,000?.;  at  Montreal,  186,000?.;  at 
Toronto,  65,000?.;  at  the  Rideau  canal, 
67,000?.;  at  Halifax,  215,000?.;  in  New- 
foundland,  New  Brunswick,  &c.,  about 
100,000?. :  making  in  all  about  1 ,300,000?. 
spent  on  ordnance  works  in  North  America 
within  the  last  nineteen  years.  Many  of 
these  works  are  uncompleted,  and  to  com- 
plete them  large  sums  of  money  will  still 
be  required;  for  instance,  at  Kingston, 
140,000?.  Much  of  this  expenditure  has, 
I  believe,  been  unnecessary;  some  of  it  ab- 
surdly so.  For  instance,  in  1846  an  esti- 
mate was  presented  to  Parliament  by  the 
late  Government  for  certain  ordnance  works 
in  Canada.  Those  works  were  supposed 
to  be  wanted,  because  the  dispute  with 
America  concerning  the  Oregon  was  not 
settled.  However,  before  the  estimate  was 
voted,  the  late  Government  left  office,  and 
its  last  act  was  to  announce  the  settlement 
of  the  Oregon  question.  The  present  Go- 
vernment adopted  the  estimates  of  their 
predecessors;  they  never  thought  of  ex- 
amining those  estimates,  but  passed  them 
in  a  heap,  military  works  in  Canada  in- 
cluded. The  money  being  voted  was  spent; 
and  after  it  was  spent,  it  was  discovered 
that  the  works  had  been  commenced  after 
the  reason  for  commencing  them  had 
ceased;  that  is,  the  works  supposed  to  be 
required  because  the  Oregon  question  was 
not  settled,  were  commenced  after  the 
Oregon  question  was  settled.  The  money 
so  thrown  away  has  amounted,  I  believe, 
to  about  90,000?.  It  is  lucky  that  a  larger 
sum  was  not  expended,  for  I  can  discover 
no  existing  check  upon  this  expenditure. 

In  the  West  Indies  601,000?.  have  been 
expended  on  ordnance  works  in  the  inter- 
val between  1829  and  1847.     During  the 
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same  period  313,000^  have  been  expended 
for  similar  purposes  at  Malta  and  Gibral- 
tar, and  it  was  estimated  that  a  further 
sum  of  250,000^  would  be  required  to 
complete  the  ordnance  works  in  progress 
in  these  colonies.  During  the  same  period 
we  have  expended  in  Bermuda  183,000?. 
on  ordnance  works;  to  complete  them  an- 
other 100,000/.  will  bo  required.  I  un- 
derstand, however,  on  good  authority,  that 
the  introduction  of  steam  has  made  these 
works  of  little  value  for  purposes  of  de- 
fence; and  to  defend  those  works  it  is  said 
that  a  flotilla,  composed  of  small  steamers 
drawing  little  water  will  be  required. 

Before  I  proceed  to  tho  Mauritius,  I 
must  observe,  that,  according  to  the  high- 
est authorities,  our  colonics  should  be  di- 
vided into  two  classes  with  reference  to 
mihtarj  works;  the  one  class  consisting  of 
colonics  conquered  from  the  French,  Dutch, 
and  other  nations;  and  the  other  class 
consisting  of  colonies  planted  by  our  own 
people.  The  latter  may  at  times  bo  very 
much  dissatisfied  with  Colonial  OfHce  go- 
vernment, but  being  inhabited  by  English- 
men, they  always  prefer  our  dominion  to 
that  of  a  foreign  nation.  Therefore,  in  the 
event  of  a  war,  they  may  be  safely  intrust- 
ed with  their  own  defence.  For  instance, 
troops  and  military  works  are  not  required 
in  Australia :  it  is  true  that  a  hostile 
Power  might  destroy  Sydney,  burn  Mel- 
bourne, and  commit  other  acts  of  vanda- 
lism; but  it  could  never  keep  permanent 
possession  of  New  South  Wales,  or  Vic- 
toria, against  its  English  inhabitants.  On 
the  contrary,  in  our  conquered  colonies  we 
cannot  trust  the  population;  and  in  those 
colonies  troops  or  military  works  arc  re- 
quired more  against  our  own  hostile  sub- 
jects than  against  foreign  cnomios.  This 
is  said,  on  high  authority,  to  be  tho  case  of 
the  Mauritius.  It  is  said  that  in  the  event 
of  a  war,  if  Port  Louis  were  not  well  forti- 
fied, it  would  be  difficult  for  us  to  retain 
possession  of  it;  and  if  we  were  to  lose  it, 
it  would  be  difficult  for  us  to  regain  posses- 
sion of  it;  in  both  cases  for  the  same  rea- 
son, because  an  influential  portion  of  the 
population  are  hostile  to  us.  Now,  it  is 
said  that  the  Mauritius  is  an  important  mi- 
litary station,  that  in  the  last  war,  before 
wo  took  possession  of  it,  prizes  of  the  value 
of  7,000,000?.  were  carried  into  it.  Hence 
tho  supposed  necessity  for  extensive  ord- 
nance works  in  that  island,  both  on  the 
seaside  against  foreign  enemies,  and  on 
the  land  side  against  domestic  foes.  On 
those  works   above  200,000/.  have  been 


expended  since  1829.  To  complete  the 
defences  on  the  side  of  the  sea  at  least 
200.000/.  more  will  be  required,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  the  land  defences.  How- 
ever, it  is  proposed  to  expend  only  5,000/. 
a  year  on  these  works;  therefore,  at  least 
forty  years  will  elapse  before  they  can  be 
completed !  May  we  bo  at  peace  and 
never  require  the  use  of  them  till  they 
are  finished ! 

In  the  Ionian  Islands  nearly  half  a  mil- 
lion has  been  expended  on  ordnance  works 
since  the  peace.  The  case  of  the  Ionian 
Islands  is  a  capital  instance  of  the  manner 
in  which  public  money  has  been  thrown 
away  upon  worthless  colonies,  on  the  ab- 
surdest  pleas.  In  1815  the  great  Powers 
of  Europe,  not  knowing  what  to  do  with 
the  free  and  independent  States  of  the 
Ionian  Islands,  placed  them  under  tho 
protection  of  Great  Britain.  Lord  Lans- 
downe  and  other  distinguished  statesmen 
remonstrated,  on  the  grounds  that  such 
possessions  would  be  burdensome,  expen- 
sive, and  of  no  use;  but  Lord  Bathurtt 
maintained  that  they  would  be  most  valaa- 
ble;  that  the  country  would  gain  im- 
mensely by  them;  and  that  they  would 
defray  all  expenses  incurred  on  their  ac- 
count. On  such  nonsensical  pleas  our  colo- 
nial empire  was  extended.  What,  however, 
have  been  the  facts  ?  Our  export  trade  to 
tho  Ionian  Islands  has  not,  on  the  average 
of  the  last  ten  years,  exceeded  122,000/.  a 
year;  and  the  Ionian  States  hare  been 
wholly  unable  to  fulfil  their  pecuniary  en- 
gagements to  this  country.  They  have 
cost  us  130.000/.  a  year  on  the  average, 
or  about  4,500,000/.  since  the  peace.  We 
have  built  fortifications  at  Corfu,  the  ori- 
ginal estimate  for  which,  as  sanctioned  by 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  1824,  was 
182,000/.;  this  estimate  was  increased  in 
1831  to  227,000/.;  in  1834  to  240,000; 
in  1830  to  340,000/.;  that  sum  having 
been  expended,  we  voted  last  year  12,873/.; 
we  are  to  vote  this  year  9,206/.  for  these 
same  works;  then  to  complete  them  at 
least  50,000/.  more  will  be  required;  and 
when  these  works,  originally  esimated  to 
cost  182,000/.,  shall  be  completed,  at  a 
cost  of  above  400,000/.,  they  will  be  so 
extensive,  that  in  the  event  of  a  serious 
war  it  would  hardly  be  expedient  to  spare 
forces  sufficient  to  man  them;  and  the 
wisest  plan  would  bo  to  blow  up  the  forti* 
ficatioDs,  to  abandon  the  islands,  and  to 
concentrate  our  forces  at  Malta  and  QWh 
raltar.  For  as  long  as  we  retain  the  sn* 
premacy  of  the  ocean,  we  cotdd  always  re* 
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conquer  them  for  a  trifle,  provided  there  he 
no  fortifications  to  resist  us;  and  were  we 
to  lose  the  supremacy  of  the  ocean,  with 
the  best  fortifications,  we  could  only  keep 
possession  of  them  for  a  few  months. 

In  South  Africa  we  spent,  between  1829 
and  1847,  271, 000^  on  ordnance  works. 
A  considerable  portion  of  this  sum  has 
been  expended  on  the  eastern  frontier  of 
the  colony  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  in 
bridges  over  unknown  rivers,  and  various 
works,  offensive  and  defensive,  against  the 
Kafirs.  Our  ordnance  expenditure  in  South 
Africa  is,  however,  only  commencing.  For 
we  have  lately  advanced  our  eastern  fron- 
tier, and  taken  military  possession  of  a 
possession  of  a  portion  of  Kafraria.  If,  in 
addition  to  this,  we  are  to  defend  the  fron- 
tier of  Natal,  against  the  Kafirs  on  one 
side,  and  the  Zoolahs  on  the  other  ;  if 
military  stations  are  to  be  established  in 
the  interior  among  the  insurgent  Boers ;  if 
our  newly- acquired  frontier  on  the  Yellow 
River  is  to  be  guarded  against  the  Bechu- 
ana  tribes  of  Central  Africa  ;  then,  in 
future  years,  largo  sums  will  be  required 
for  ordnance  w^orks,  our  military  force 
must  be  greatly  augmented,  and  our  ex- 
penditure on  account  of  South  Africa  will 
probably  be  increased  from  300,000^.  a 
year  to  twice  that  sum,  or  more.  The 
Kafir  war,  which  has  just  terminated,  is  a 
sample  of  what  we  may  expect  frequently 
to  happen  in  our  South  African  dominions. 
By  the  time  all  the  bills  are  paid,  that  war 
will  probably  have  cost  us  a  couple  of 
millions  sterling.  How  has  this  money 
been  expended  ?  Nobody  knows,  or  rather, 
nobody  seems  inclined  to  tell.  A  very 
curious  return  has  been  lately  presented  to 
the  House  on  this  subject.  It  is  an  an- 
swer from  the  Commissioners  of  Audit  to 
a  letter  from  the  Treasury,  in  which  the 
commissioners  ore  directed  to  report  upon 
the  expenditure  occasioned  by  the  late 
Kafir  war.  In  reply,  they  state  that  they 
can  do  nothing  of  the  kind,  for  no  accounts 
have  been  furnished  to  them.  In  fact,  it 
appears  that  no  accounts  have  been  kept, 
and  that  the  persons  whose  duty  it  was  to 
keep  the  accounts  neglected  their  duty, 
and  disregarded  the  orders  both  of  the 
Treasury  and  of  the  Colonial  Office.  All 
that  is  certain  is,  that  our  u]oncy  has  been 
spent.  There  can  be  little  doubt  that  Sir 
H.  Pottinger  was  right  in  suspecting  the 
existence  of  gross  peculation.  And  Sir 
H.  Smith  has  assured  us  that  many  pcr- 
ions  have  amassed  large  sums  of  money 
by  the  late  war ;  that  there  is  a  redun- 


dancy of  money  at  the  Cape,  with  general 
prosperity,  and  a  tendency  to  over-Bpecu- 
lation.  In  fact,  a  Kafir  war  is  a  godsend 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Cape;  and  I  be- 
lieve they  pray  for  it  as  a  means  of  ex- 
tracting money  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
wise  men  of  England.  And  if  it  be  our 
sovereign  will  and  pleasure  that  Sir  Harry 
Smith  shall  proclaim  himself  paramount 
chief  of  Kafraria,  with  strange  rites  and 
wonderful  discourses;  if  he  is  to  add  desert 
after  desert  to  our  barren  empire  in  South 
Africa,  till  it  become  as  large  as  the  whole 
of  the  Austrian  dominions  ;  if  he  is  to 
cross  the  deserts  which  are  the  natural 
boundaries  of  the  colony  of  the  Cape,  and 
to  acquire  a  new  frontier  as  long  as  from 
here  to  Naples,  exposed,  for  many  hundred 
miles,  to  the  ravages  of  fierce,  warlike, 
and  rapacious  barbarians  ;  if  he  is  to  hunt 
across  the  plains  of  Central  Africa,  the 
Boers,  ever  flying  from  our  hated  dominion 
— why,  the  people  of  Great  Britain  must 
make  up  their  minds  to  pay  dearly  for 
their  whistle  ;  and  a  more  worthless  one 
has  never  been  acquired  by  force  of  Bri- 
tish arms. 

Thus,  actuated  by  an  insane  desire  of 
worthless  empire,  into  every  nook  of  our 
colonial  universe  we  thrust  an  ofiicer  with 
a  few  soldiers  ;  in  every  hole  and  comer 
we  erect  a  fortification,  build  a  barrack, 
or  cram  a  storehouse  full  of  perishable 
stores — and  for  what  purposes  ?  Because 
the  military  and  naval  sages,  who  are  au- 
thority in  these  matters,  maintain  that  we 
ought  to  be  always  prepared  for  war.  In 
the  opinion  of  those  philosophers,  the  na- 
tural state  of  the  civilised  man  is  an  uni- 
versal war  of  nations  ;  therefore^  in  antici- 
pation of  their  coming  millennium  of  per- 
petual strife,  they  demand  that  Great  Bri- 
tain should,  regardless  of  expense,  be 
ready  on  every  point,  at  every  moment,  to 
combat  with  every  one  for  the  whole  of 
her  vast  colonial  domain.  It  has  been 
said,  over  and  over  again,  without  as  well 
as  within  this  House,  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  others,  that  we 
have  inherited  from  our  ancestors  nume- 
rous colonies,  which  it  is  our  interest,  our 
duty,  and  our  policy,  to  maintain  and  de- 
fend ;  for  that  Great  Britain  without  her 
colonics,  would  in  size  be  but  a  petty  king- 
dom ;  but  that,  with  her  colonies,  she  has, 
in  extent  of  surface,  the  semblance  of  an 
enormous  empire.  And  it  is  said,  that 
this  semblance  of  enormous  empire,  arising 
from  a  vast  colonial  domain,  overawes  fo- 
reign nations,  impresses  them  with  a  preB« 
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tige  of  onr  might,  causes  the  name  of 
Enghind  to  be  a  real  and  a  mighty  Power, 
converts  the  mere  sound  of  that  name  into 
a  force  greater  than  that  of  numerous 
fleets  and  costly  armies,  and  thence  it  is 
argued,  that  colonies  are  the  cheapest  and 
most  politic  means  of  maintaining  our  po- 
sition amongst  the  nations  of  the  earth. 
This  argument  is  well  known  by  the  name 
of  the  "  prestige  of  might'*  argument.  It 
has  formed  the  staple  of  every  speech  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Prime  Minister 
has  replied  to  every  proposal  for  the  re- 
duction of  our  colonial  and  military  expen- 
diture. What  is  the  value  of  this  argu- 
ment? It  reminds  me  somewhat  of  the 
old  fable  of  the  animal  who  clothed  himself 
with  the  skin  of  the  lion,  and  fancied  that 
then  the  rest  of  the  brute  creation  would 
mistake  him  for  their  natural  king.  Now, 
according  to  the  '*  prestige  of  might*'  ar- 
gument, our  colonial  empire  is  our  lion's 
skin.  Does  it  augment  our  strength  for 
the  combat  ?  Certainly  not.  In  the  event 
of  a  serious  struggle  with  a  Power  of 
nearly  equal  force,  our  colonies  would  be 
a  serious  incumbrance.  To  defend  them, 
we  should  have  to  scatter  our  forces  over 
the  face  of  the  earth  ;  and,  contrary  to 
every  sound  principle  of  warfare,  we  should 
run  the  risk  of  being  destroyed  in  detail. 
In  the  event  of  such  a  conflict,  the  wisest 
plan  would  be  to  withdraw  our  troops,  to 
recall  our  fleets,  and  to  concentrate  our 
forces  ;  in  short,  to  disencumber  ourselves 
of  our  lion's  skin,  to  take  it  up  again 
when  the  combat  is  over.  But  the  argu- 
ment is,  that  the  fear  of  the  sham  lion 
would  prevent  the  combat  from  ever  tak- 
ing place.  So  thought  the  animal  in  the 
fable,  presuming  upon  the  ignorance  of  his 
fellow-beasts,  and  wufully  was  he  mis- 
taken. Now,  does  any  one  fancy  that  in 
these  days  we  can  impose  upon  mankind 
by  such  a  sham  ;  that  we  can,  for  in- 
stance, persuade  the  statesmen  of  Europe 
that,  by  acquiring  an  empire  in  South 
Africa  as  large  as  the  Austrian  dominions, 
we  have  added  the  might  of  old  Austria  to 
that  of  Great  Britain  ?  On  the  contrary, 
those  statesmen  will  be  much  more  likely 
to  fancy  that  there  are  young  Ilungaries 
springing  up  both  iu  Canada  and  in  the 
land  of  the  Boers.  Therefore  this  **  pres- 
tige of  might"  argument  should  rather  be 
termed  the  **  sham-lion"  fallacy.  And  a 
dangerous  fallacy  it  has  been  ;  for  it  has 
many  times  led  us  to  commit  the  great 
and  costly  mistake  of  trusting  more  to 
military  force  than  to  good  government, 


for  the  maintenance  of  our  colonial  em- 
pire. 

Now,  it  appears  to  me,  that  if  the  com- 
mission which  I  propose  should  be  appoint- 
ed, it  should  inquire  to  what  extent  it  if 
necessary  or  politic  for  us  to  keep  troops, 
or  build  fortifications,  in  our  colonies ; 
whether  we  ought  to  do  so  in  any  colonies, 
except  in  our  strictly  military  stations ; 
what  colonies  should  be  considered  to  be 
military  stations  ;  and  what  is  the  best 
mode  of  ^checking  and  controlling  our 
huge  ordnance  expenditure  in  the  colonies, 
which,  at  the  present  moment,  is  without 
check  or  control.  This  inquiry  appears  to 
me  a  very  important  one ;  for  I  feel  per- 
suaded that,  without  a  very  considerable 
reduction  in  the  military  and  naval  expen- 
diture on  account  of  the  colonies,  no  con- 
siderable reduction  can  be  made  in  the 
cost  of  the  colonies  ;  or,  in  fact,  in  the 
general  expenditure  of  the  British  empire. 

I  also  think,  that  if  a  commission  be 
appointed,  iu  addition  to  inquiring  into  the 
cost  of  the  colonies  to  Great  Britain,  it 
might,  with  some  advantage,  inquire  into 
the  cost  of  the  colonial  government  to  the 
colonies  themselves.  On  a  former  occa- 
sion I  attempted  to  prove  to  the  House 
that  in  those  colonies  which  have  a  greater 
amount  of  self-government,  die  rate  of 
expenditure  per  head  of  the  population  is 
generally  less  than  in  those  colonies  which 
have  a  less  amount  of  self-government ; 
and  I  infer  that  this  difference  in  the 
rate  of  expenditure  arose  from  the  differ- 
ence in  the  amount  of  self-government. 
If  this  inference  be  correct,  it  follows  that 
the  best  mode  of  ensuring  a  wise  economy 
in  the  colonies,  is  by  giving  them  greater 
control  over  their  own  finances.  Govern- 
ment from  a  distance  is  apt,  from  igno- 
rance, not  only  to  be  lavish  in  expenditure, 
when  it  ought  to  bo  economical,  but  also 
to  be  niggardly  when  it  ought  to  be  gene- 
rous. It  would  not  be  difficult  to  adduce 
various  instances  of  niggardliness,  in  which 
the  Colonial  Office,  not  understanding  the 
importance  of  a  particular  expenditure  to 
a  colony,  has  withheld  its  sanction  to  that 
expenditure  to  the  detriment  of  the  colony. 
Such  cases  are,  however,  rare,  as  com- 
pared to  those  of  lavish  expenditure,  of 
which  the  colonial  civil  lists  have  generally 
been  striking  instances.  As  those  civU 
lists  have  chiefly  had  reference  to  ftine- 
tionaries  who  have  been  sent  out  from  this 
country,  their  salaries  have  generally  been 
fixed  rather  with  reference  to  the  standard 
of  wealth  in  this  country  than  in  the  co* 
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lonies ;  for  instance,  the  salaries  of  go- 
vernors. There  are  eighteen  British  co- 
lonies which  pay  for  their  own  governors  ; 
their  salaries  amount  in  all*  to  72,000^  a 
year ;  therefore  the  average  is  4,000^.  a 
year,  or  nearly  nine  times  the  average 
salary  of  a  governor  in  the  United  States. 
In  fact,  the  total  amount  of  the  salaries  of 
the  thirty  governors  of  the  thirty  States  of 
the  Union  is  less  hy  2,500^.  a  year  than 
the  total  amount  of  the  salaries  of  the  four 
governors  of  the  British  North  American 
provinces  of  Canada,  New  Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia,  and  Newfoundland.  There- 
fore, there  is  a  general  opinion  in  the  co- 
lonies that  the  salaries  fixed  hy  the  civil 
lists  are  excessive  ;  and  those  civil  lists 
have  been  subjects  of  perpetual  dispute 
between  the  colonies  and  the  Colonial  Of- 
fice. Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  a  question  for  the  consideration  of  the 
commission,  whether  all  or  some  of  the 
colonies,  which  pay  for  their  governors, 
should  not  be  permitted  to  elect  their  own 
governors,  and  to  determine  the  amount  of 
their  salaries  ;  or,  on  the  other  Jiand,  if  it 
be  deemed  expedient  that  all  the  governors 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment, whether  they  ought  not  to  be 
paid  out  of  imperial  funds  ?  In  those  co- 
lonies which  have,  or  ought  to  have,  free 
institutions,  the  representatives  of  the 
people  are  the  best  guardians  of  the  public 
purse.  But  in  thoae  Crown  colonies  which 
are  unfit  for  free  constitutions,  it  would 
be  for  the  commission  to  ascertain  what 
checks  exist,  or  ought  to  exist,  against 
lavish  expenditure. 

Lastly,  I  propose  that  if  a  commission 
be  appointed,  it  should  inquire  into  the 
subject  of  emigration  and  colonisation.  It 
would  be  easy  to  show  that  the  colonial 
policy  of  this  country  has  not  directly 
tended  to  encourage  any  emigration  except 
that  of  convicts,  and  that  by  encouraging 
convict  emigration,  it  has  indirectly  tended 
to  discourage  the  best  kinds  of  emigration; 
for  no  good  and  respectable  man,  espe- 
cially if  he  be  the  father  of  a  family,  or 
intend  to  be  one,  would  ever  think  of  going 
to  a  convict  colony,  unless  he  be  in  com- 
plete ignorance  of  the  moral  consequences 
of  convict  colonisation.  Therefore  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  the  colonies  that 
the  question  should  be  settled,  whether 
convict  emigration  is  or  is  not  to  continue 
to  be  a  portion  of  the  colonial  polity  of  the 
British  empire.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  convict  emigration  is  a  good  thing  for 
the  people  of  Great  Britain;  it  saves  them 
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much  money,  much  time,  and  much  trouble 
in  punishing  over  and  over  again  t|p^  same 
criminals.  On  the  other  hand,  it  %annot 
be  denied  that  it  is  a  bad  thing  for  the 
people  of  the  colonies ;  it  increases  (in 
some  instances  it  creates)  their  criminal 
population,  and  augments  the  amount  of 
their  penal  expenditure;  it  is  offensive  to 
the  feelings  of  tho  better  portion  of  the 
colonists,  and  injurious  to  the  character  of 
all  of  them;  and  though  some  of  them  may 
consent  to  it  for  the  sake  of  pecuniary  gain, 
yet  that  consent  is  a  proof  of  moral  degra- 
dation, likely  to  be  increased  and  rendered 
permanent  by  contact  with  criminals.  The 
question,  therefore,  is,  whether  the  benefit 
to  Great  Britain  from  convict  emigration  so 
far  exceeds  the  injury  to  the  colonies,  that 
the  empire  as  a  whole  is  a  gainer  thereby. 
Now,  the  benefit  to  Great  Britain  consists 
primarily  in  getting  rid  of  its  criminals; 
they  are  a  very  great  nuisance  here;  they 
constitute  a  dangerous  class;  in  former 
times  they  were  got  rid  of  by  the  simple 
process  of  hanging;  when  hanging  became 
disgusting,  then  transportation  was  adopt* 
ed  by  the  humane  people  of  England  as 
the  easiest  mode  of  ridding  themselves  of 
their  criminals,  without  shocking  their 
sensibilities.  It  is  evident,  therefore,  that 
the  benefit  to  Great  Britain  from  convict 
emigration,  is  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
number  and  wickedness  of  the  criminals 
exported.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  equally 
evident  that  the  evil  to  the  colonies  from 
convict  immigration,  is  also  in  direct  pro-* 
portion  to  the  number  and  wickedness  of 
the  criminals  imported.  Therefore  the 
gain  to  the  one  is  equivalent  in  amount  to 
the  loss  to  the  other;  and  the  result  to  the 
empire  as  a  whole,  is  an  expensive  shifting  of 
the  burden  of  crime.  Now,  if  Great  Britain 
be  entitled  to  transfer  its  criminals  to  the 
colonies,  if  that  transfer  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  empire,  then  it  is  evident 
that  every  one  of  the  colonies  should  be 
required  to  make  the  same  sacrifice  for  the 
public  good  by  receiving  convict  immi*- 
grants.  Accordingly  a  considerable  change 
has  been  lately  proposed  and  attempted  to 
be  made  in  the  distribution  of  convicts  in 
the  colonies.  Under  the  whole  system  of 
distribution,  the  moral  filth  of  Great  Bri^- 
tain  was  accumulated  in  vast  and  ferment- 
ing masses  in  the  penal  colonies,  whence 
moral  typhus,  plague,  pestilence,  and  all 
manner  of  hideous  disease;  and  the  British 
pest-houses  of  Australia  stunk  in  the  nos- 
trils of  mankind.  Under  the  present  sys- 
tem of  distribution,  that  filth  is  to  be 
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spread  out  evenly  over  the  surface  of  the 
coloni^tf  and  the  colonists  are  to  be  told 
that  it  will  be  a  fertilising  manure,  which 
will  increase  their  material  wealth  and 
prosperity.  To  the  old  system  it  is  impos- 
sible to  return.  The  new  system,  I  be- 
lieve, contains  within  itself  the  germs  of 
sure  and  speedy  decay.  For  it  was  ad- 
mitted in  the  case  of  the  colony  of  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope — thanks  to  the  exer- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  StaJSTordshire — that  convicts  are 
Dot  to  be  sent  to  any  colony  which  protests 
with  sufficient  energy  against  convict  emi- 
gration. The  example  of  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  is  being  followed  by  New  Zea- 
land and  Van  Diemen's  Land,  and  will  be 
followed  by  all  our  other  colonies;  for,  in 
proportion  as  they  acquire  wealth  and  their 
population  increases,  they  will  feel  more 
acutely  the  stigma  which  justly  attaches 
to  them  as  convict  colonies,  and  will  spare 
no  effort  to  remove  that  stigma.  There- 
fore, I  believe  that  convict  emigration  can- 
not have  a  permanent  existence  as  a  por- 
tion of  the  colonial  polity  of  Great  Britain. 
May  it  not  continue  in  existence  so  long 
as  to  engender  such  feelings  of  hatred  and 
discontent  as  might  tend  to  subvert  our 
colonial  empire?  On  a  former  occasion 
the  noble  Lord  the  Prime  Minister  thought 
proper  most  unjustly  to  accuse  me  of  a 
wish  to  get  rid  of  our  colonial  empire.  He 
described  that  empire  as  a  glorious  inhe- 
ritance which  we  had  received  from  our 
ancestors,  and  declared  that  he  was  de- 
termined, at  all  risks,  to  maiutain  it  for 
ever  intact.  Now,  I  ask  him,  how  do  we 
treat  that  precious  inheritance  ?  By  trans- 
portation we  stock  it  with  convicts;  we 
convert  it  into  the  moral  dungheap  of 
Great  Britain;  and  we  tell  our  colonists 
that  thieves  and  felons  are  fit  to  be  their 
associates.  Is  this  the  inode  and  manner 
to  inspire  the  inhabitants  of  our  colonies 
with  those  feelings  of  affection  and  esteem 
for  the  mother  country,  without  which  our 
colonial  empire  must  speedily  crumble  in 
the  dust,  notwithstanding  our  numerous 
garrisons?  Now,  if  the  magniloquent 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  were  not  mere 
empty  vaun tings,  to  raise  a  cheer  and  gain 
a  momentary  triumph  in  a  debate;  if  the 
noble  Lord  be  sincere  and  earnest,  as  I 
am,  in  the  wish  to  maintain  that  empire 
intact,  and  to  hand  it  down  great  and  pros- 
perous to  posterity,  he  will  cordially  unite 
with  me  in  the  effort  to  put  an  end  to  con- 
Tiet  emigration.  1  maintain  that  we  have 
PQ  moral  right  to  relievo  ourselves  of  our 


criminals  at  the  expense  of  the  colonies, 
and  that  the  desire  to  make  a  scapegoat 
of  our  colonies,  by  whomsoeyer  enter- 
tamed,  whether  by  Members  of  thia  House 
or  by  magistrates  of  quarter-sessions,  or 
by  judges  on  the  bench,  is  a  mean  and 
selfish  feeling,  of  which,  as  citisens  of  this 
great  empire,  we  ought  to  be  heartily 
ashamed. 

With  reference  to  free  emigration,  I 
do  not  recommend  that  the  eonimission, 
if  it  be  appointed,  should  inquire  into 
the  expediency  or  praoticabilitj  of  the 
great  schemes  of  emigration  or  colonis- 
ation which  have  been  lately  proposed, 
with  a  view  of  relieving  the  econonucal 
difficulties  of  the  united  kingdom.  I  re- 
commend that  the  inquiry  should  be  con- 
fined to  ascertaining  the  nature  of  the 
obstacles  which  stand  in  the  way  of  indi- 
vidual enterprise  in  colonising,  and  which 
impede  emigration  to  the  oolonies.  The 
existence  of  such  obstacles  will  be  acknow* 
lodged  by  every  one  who  is  eonversant 
with  the  history  of  the  attempts  which 
have  been  made  of  late  years  to  foond 
colonies  in  Australia  and  New  Zealand. 
Having  been  concerned  in  one  of  those 
attempts,  experience  has  satisfied  me  that 
under  our  present  system  of  colonial  go- 
vernment, no  gentleman,  no  man  of  birth 
or  education,  ought  to  think  of  emigrating 
to  any  one  of  the  British  dependencies.  I 
feel  satisfied  that  4f  our  colonial  system 
continue  unreformed,  the  better  class  of 
emigrants  who  wish  to  seek  their  fortunes 
in  a  new  world,  where  tiiere  is  less  compe- 
tition, and  a  more  open  field  for  youthful 
energy  and  enterprise,  will  be  more  and 
more  apt  to  direct  their  steps  to  the  United 
States  of  America,  where  they  will  enjoy 
institutions  and  self-government  of  English 
origin,  and  will  not  be  liable  to  have  their 
prospects  marred  by  the  ignorant  and  ca- 
pricious interference  of  distant  and  irre- 
sponsible authorities,  or  of  their  ill-selected 
instruments.  Within  the  last  five-and- 
twenty  years,  as  I  have  already  said,  about 
two  millions  of  persons  have  emigrated 
from  this  country.  One  million  have  gout 
directly  to  the  United  States  of  America; 
about  800,000  to  our  North  American  co* 
lonies;  of  the  latter  more  than  one-half 
re-emigrated  to  the  United  States,  There- 
foi^,  in  all  probality,  three-fourths  of  the 
emigration  from  this  country  during  the 
last  fi ve>and-twenty  years  hM  been  to  the 
United  States — in  fact,  last  year  three- 
forths  of  the  emigrants  from  tnis  country. 
188,000  out  of  248,000,  went  diraotl^  to 
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tlie  United  States.  It  is  not  improbable, 
therefore,  that  the  number  of  persons  now 
living  in  the  United  States,  who  were  born 
British  subjects,  is  as  great  as  the  whole 
number  of  persons  of  British  and  Irish 
descent  in  all  our  dependencies.  I  ask, 
why  do  emigrants  prefer  the  United  States 
to  the  British  colonies  ?  I  ask  this  ques- 
tion not  from  any  feelings  of  jealousy  of 
the  United  States.  I  look  upon  those 
States  as  the  greatest,  the  most  glorious, 
And  most  useful  children  of  England;  for 
their  inhabitants  I  entertain  the  strongest 
regard  and  affection;  I  rejoice  that  we  are 
assisting  them  in  peopling  their  far  west — 
I  rejoice  at  ererything  which  promotes 
their  interests  and  redounds  to  their  hon- 
our— I  believe  these  feelings  are  enter- 
tained and  returned  by  the  instructed  and 
reflecting  men  of  both  countries — I  be- 
lieve that  trade,  emigration,  and  similarity 
of  institutions  are  daily  strengthening  the 
ti^s  between  Great  Britain  and  her  inde* 
pendent  colonies — thence  I  augur  the  hap- 
piest consequences  to  our  race.  And  in 
the  same  manner  as  I  might  ask  why  emi« 
grants  prefer  one  British  colony  to  another, 
so  I  do  ask  what  turns  the  tide  of  emigra- 
tion from  our  dependent  to  our  indepen- 
dent colonies  ?  I  answer.  Colonial  Office 
government,  convict  emigration,  and  other 
causes,  which  a  commission  would  be  able 
to  ascertain  and  point  out  to  the  House. 

I  have  now  stated  what,  in  my  opinion, 
should  be  the  three  chief  heads  of  inquiry 
by  a  commission,  namely,  colonial  govern- 
ment, colonial  expenditure,  and  emigration 
or  colonisation.  Under  each  of  these 
heads,  the  commission  should  inquire  what 
questions  should  be  considered  as  imperial 
ones,  and  what  questions  should  be  looked 
upon  as  local  ones.  It  should  attempt  to 
ascertain  what  powers  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment ought  to  reserve  for  the  benefit  of 
the  empire  at  large,  and  what  powers 
ought  to  be  delegated  to  the  colonial  legis- 
latures. It  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
not  be  difficult  to  classify  and  define  the 
powers  which  ought  to  be  reserved  as  im- 
perial ones;  and  then  all  other  powers  not 
•0  reserved,  should  be  held  to  be  local 
powers.  The  advantages  of  such  a  classi* 
fication,  if  sanctioned  by  the  Imperial  Le^ 
gislature,  are  self-evident.  It  would  enable 
the  colonial  legislatures  to  know  precisely 
what  they  are  entitled  to  do,  and  what 
ihey  must  abstain  from  doing.  It  would 
thus  greatly  diminish  the  chance  of  hostile 
eolUsion  between  those  legislatures  and  the 
Inptrial  Qovernment;   and  last,  and  not 


least,  it  would  spare  us  many  a  useless  de- 
bate about  colonial  questions  with  i^ich  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  be  well  acquaftited. 
I  have  now  assigned  my  chief  reasons 
for  the  Motion  which  I  have  proposed.  I 
have  shown  that  there  is  a  growing  con- 
viction in  this  country,  and  an  intense 
conviction  in  the  colonies,  that  there  are 
grave  errors  and  defects  in  the  colonial 
polity  of  the  British  empire.  I  have  thence 
inferred  that  that  polity  requires  revision. 
For  the  purpose  of  revision,  I  have  asked 
that  a  searching  inquiry  should  be  insti- 
tuted— first,  into  our  system  of  colonial 
government,  with  the  view  of  removing  the 
causes  of  colonial  discontent  and  complaint; 
secondly,  into  colonial  expenditure,  with  a 
view  of  diminishing  the  cost  of  the  colo- 
nies; and,  thirdly,  into  the  subjects  of 
emigration  and  colonisation,  with  a  view  of 
affording  free  scope  for  individual  enter* 
prise  in  the  business  of  colonisation,  and  of 
removing  the  obstacles  which  stand  in  the 
way  of  emigration  to  our  dependencies.  If 
this  inquiry  be  properly  conducted,  it  will 
furnish  the  means  of  settling  the  great 
practical  questions  of  colonial  government : 
for  instance,  what  colonies  ought  to  have 
free  institutions ;  what  is  the  best  form  of 
self-government  for  colonies  with  represen* 
tative  institutions ;  what  is  the  best  kind 
of  local  government  for  colonies  unfit  for 
self-government;  what  defences  are  needed 
for  what  colonies;  what  should  be  the  na« 
ture  and  amount  of  imperial  expenditure 
for  the  colonies;  what  would  be  the  best 
checks  both  on  imperial  and  local  expendi« 
ture  in  the  colonies;  to  what  colonies,  con* 
vict  emigration,  if  not  abolished,  would  bo 
least  mischievous;  for  what  colonies  free 
emigration,  and  of  what  kind,  would  be 
most  beneficial;  what  rules  should  be 
adopted  for  the  disposal  of  colonial  lands, 
and  by  whom  those  rules  should  be  framed; 
and,  lastly,  with  regard  to  the  settlement 
of  all  these  questions,  and  of  many  others 
of  equal  importance  to  the  colonies,  and 
with  reference  to  each  class  of  colonies 
separately,  what  powers  should  be  reserved 
to  the  Imperial  Government,  and  what 
powers  should  be  delegated  to  the  local 
authorities?  I  am  convinced  that  upon 
the  practical  settlement  of  these  questions 
the  maintenance  of  our  colonial  empire 
mainly  depends.  I  believe  that  the  sta* 
bility  of  that  empire  is  in  imminent  danger 
from  their  non-settlement-^first,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  colonial  discontent  engen* 
dered  thereby;  secondly,  in  consequence  of 
the  opinion,  which  I  am  sorry  to  say  is 
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thence  gaining  ground  in  tliis  country, 
that  these  colonial  qnestions  are  insolnlile; 
therefore,  that  good  colonial  f^overninent 
is  impossible;  therefore,  that  colonies  are 
nuisances  and  burtlensj  and,  therefore,  the 
fewer  they  are  in  nnnihor,  and  the  sooner 
they  are  got  rid  of,  the  hetter,  1  lament 
the  growth  of  these  opinions*  I  am  satis- 
fied they  will  spread  and  aeqtilre  strength 
in  proportion  as  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tions to  which  I  have  referred  is  delayed. 
To  settle  those  qnestiona  without  inquiry 
and  assistance.  Parliament  is  at  present 
utterly  incompetent.  The  experience  of 
this  Session  has  sliown  that  a  debate  on  a 
colonial  question  is  confusion  worse  con- 
founded, wherein  scarcely  any  two  speak- 
ers agree;  the  few  listeners  are  puzzled  hy 
the  conflicting  opinions  of  pretended  au- 
thorities; and  tho  House,  in  utter  despair 
of  nndorstanding  the  subjectt  generally 
gives  a  reluctant  and  distrustful  vote  of 
confidence  iu  the  Colonial  Office.  The  re- 
sults of  that  confidence  I  have  displayed  to 
the  House,  in  the  shape  of  wars»  rebel- 
lious,  recurring  distress,  perpetual  discon- 
tent, and  enormous  expenditure— the  ne- 
cessary conseqnencea  of  the  ignorance^ 
negligence,  and  vacillation,  which  I  have 
Bhown  to  be  inseparable  from  our  system 
of  colonial  government.  Not  as  a  cure  for 
these  evils,  hnt  as  tho  necessary  prelimin- 
ary step  towards  a  cure,  I  ask  for  the 
inquiry,  the  nature  of  which  I  have  just 
described. 

It  is  evident  that  the  good  to  be  ob- 
tained from  nn  inquiry  will  depend  npon 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  conducted,  and 
the  persons  to  whom  it  is  entrusted*  On  a 
former  occasion,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Berwick f^h ire  proposed  that  a 
similar  inquiry  should  bo  conducted  hy  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  Though  I  voted 
for  his  Motion,  I  was  compelled  to  nek  no  w- 
ledge  that  the  inquiry  would  be  too  va&t 
and  too  complicated  for  a  Committee.  I 
voted  for  his  Motion  because  I  felt  satis- 
fied that,  if  a  Committee  were  appointed, 
it  would  soon  discover  its  inability  to  per- 
form its  allotted  task,  and  would  recom- 
mend that  the  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
in  the  manner  which  1  now  propose — that 
is»  by  a  Royal  commission*  If  the  House 
should  accede  to  my  Motion,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty should  ho  graciously  pleased  to  ap- 
point a  commission,  I  should  presume  to 
recommend  that  it  should  consist  of  not 
more  than  five  persons;  that  the  commis- 
sion should  report  from  time  to  time  to 
Her  Majesty;  tliat  their  reports  should  be 


laid  before  Parliament;  and,  if  approved  of 
hy  Parliament,  they  should  be  the  bases  of 
colonial  legisIalio!i,  and  of  a  refonn  of  our 
colonial  polity.  Tho  task  which  the  com- 
mission would  have  to  perform  would  be 
an  arduous  as  well  as  an  important  one. 
The  question  will  be  asked,  to  whom 
should  the  performance  of  such  a  task 
he  entrusted  ?  what  should  be  the  qua* 
lifications  of  the  members  of  such  a 
commission  ?  It  may»  perhaps,  be  main* 
taincd  that  tlie  inquiry  which  I  propose 
should  be  conducted  hy  the  department  to 
which  the  management  of  our  colonial  af- 
fairs is  entrusted.  And  if  the  inquiry  were 
to  be  merely  into  the  details  of  colonial 
administration,  hi  to  the  machinery  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  into  the  number  of  fuue^ 
tie  paries  which  are  required  in  that  office, 
and  into  the  best  division  of  labour  between 
them,  I  might  then  admit  that  such  an  in- 
quiry might  he  left  to  the  management  of 
the  Colonial  Office.  But  the  in(|niry  which 
I  propose  is  a  much  more  extensive  one» 
namely*  into  the  whole  colonial  policy  of 
the  British  empire.  Now,  ill's t,  tho  func- 
tionaries of  the  Colonial  Office  are  too  much 
occupied  with  the  daily  administration  of 
colonial  affairs  to  bo  able  to  spare  time  for 
so  extensive  an  inquiry  as  that  which  I 
contemplate.  And,  seeondlj,  1  must  say, 
without  any  intentional  disrespect  for  those 
gentlemen,  that  having  been  accustomed 
to  tho  existing  system,  they  would,  in  ray 
opinion,  be  apt  to  look  upon  that  system 
with  too  favourable  an  eye*  Therefore  I 
object  to  entrusting  this  inquiry  to  the  Co- 
loTjial  Office,  To  whom  then  should  this 
inquiry  he  eu trusted?  It  is  evident  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  conducted  iu  a  party 
spirit;  and,  in  fact,  it  is  not  a  party  ques- 
tions for  each  party  is  equally  interested 
in  the  good  government  of  the  colonies,  in 
the  reduction  of  unnecessary  colonial  ex- 
penditure, in  tho  promotion  of  colonisation 
and  emigration,  and,  in  short,  hi  everything 
which  can  conduce  to  the  prosperity  of  oar 
colonial  empire,  and  to  tlje  happiness  of 
our  colonial  fellow-subjects.  Therefore, 
if  a  commission  be  appointed,  T  should  re- 
commend that  it  he  fairly  chosen  from  the 
four  divisions  of  this  House:  for  example, 
one  Member  should  bo  appointed  from  the 
Ministerial  bcnchea— such  a  person,  for 
instance,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
.Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment; one  Member  from  amongst  the 
friends  of  the  right  hon*  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth — as,  for  instance,  either 
the  right  hon.   Baronet   the  Member  for 
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Kipon,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  or 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Falkirk; 
one  member  from  the  ranks  of  the  Protec- 
tionist party;  and  one  from  the  section  of 
the  House  to  which  I  belong.  To  the  four 
Members  so  selected,  I  would  recommend 
that  there  should  be  added  one  of  our  most 
distinguished  economical  and  political  wri- 
ters— such,  for  instance,  as  Mr.  John 
Stewart  Mill.  I  think  a  commission  so 
constituted,  with  full  power  of  inquiry, 
would  deserve  and  obtain  the  confidence 
both  of  this  country  and  of  the  colonies, 
and  would  lead  to  the  most  important  re- 
sults. 

I  hope  that  I  have  succeeded  in  giving 
the  House  a  clear  notion  of  what  is  the  ob- 
ject of  my  Motion,  and  that  I  have  satis- 
fied the  House  that  I  am  actuated  by  the 
desire  of  promoting  the  well-being  of  the 
colonial  empire.  In  conclusion,  I  must 
beg  the  House  to  observe,  that  by  agreeing 
to  my  Motion,  the  House  will  not  pledge 
itself  to  any  specific  principles  of  colonial 
polity,  or  to  any  positive  legislation,  but 
only  to  the  position  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  searching  inquiry  into  our  system  of  co- 
lonial administration.  Can  any  one  deny 
that  such  an  inquiry  is  desirable,  and  that 
it  may  produce  great  benefits  both  to  Great 
Britain  and  the  colonies  ?  Therefore,  in 
the  firm  conviction  that  my  Motion  is  both 
a  practical  and  a  useful  one,  worthy  of  the 
consideration  and  approval  of  the  House, 
I  now  beg  leave  to  move  the  address  of 
which  I  have  given  notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Iler 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  admi- 
nistration of  Her  Majesty's  Colonial  Possessions, 
with  a  view  of  removing  the  causes  of  Colonial 
complaint,  diminishing  the  cost  of  Colonial  Govern- 
ment, and  giving  free  scope  to  individual  enter- 
prise in  the  business  of  colonising." 

Mr.  HUME,  in  rising  to  second  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark, 
said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  completely 
exhausted  the  subject,  and  had  given  every 
possible  reason  that  could  be  assigned  for 
acceding  to  his  Motion.  He  believed  that 
an  inquiry,  if  proposed  to  the  community 
at  large,  would  be  very  generally  felt  to  be 
necessary,  for  there  was  not  a  class  in  so- 
ciety contented  with  the  manner  in  which 
our  colonial  affairs  were  managed.  There 
was  no  one  who  paid  the  least  attention  to 
our  financial  affairs  who  could  for  a  mo- 
ment doubt  that  the  colonies  were  a  severe 
jdrain  on  the  means  and  resource?  of  the 


mother  country.  Doubtless,  there  were 
some  who  thought  the  question,  in  all  its 
bearings,  too  vast  for  the  inquiry  of  any 
commission,  however  great  its  powers  or 
eminent  its  qualifications;  but  he  would  re- 
ply to  that  by  saying,  that  the  greater  the 
magnitude  of  the  interests  at  stake,  the 
more  necessary  was  it  that  a  close  and 
searching  investigation  should  be  insti- 
tuted. He,  for  one,  was  most  anxious  to 
see  the  colonies  of  Great  Britain  rendered 
productive — not  rendered  productive  by 
yielding  to  this  country  additional  taxes  or 
revenue,  but  in  relieving  England  from  the 
expenses  which  she  had  hitherto  been  ac- 
customed to  discharge  on  account  of  her 
colonies,  and  in  preventing  the  necessity  of 
incurring  any  further  expense  of  that  de- 
scription. The  functionaries  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office  appeared  to  him  most  unequal 
to  the  discharge  of  those  duties  which  their 
office  imposed  on  them.  It  must  evidently 
stand  to  common  sense  that  when  their 
time  was  so  divided  as  it  now  must  be, 
they  could  not  make  anything  like  a  satis- 
factory attempt  to  get  through  their  la- 
bours. The  extent  and  nature  of  those 
duties  necessarily  left  them  ignorant  of 
facts  and  sentiments  without  the  know- 
ledge of  which  they  could  not  be  efficient 
officers  of  the  Crown  in  the  Colonial  De- 
partment. In  fact,  they  every  day  gave 
proofs  of  most  lamentable  ignorance — and, 
again,  of  extreme  vacillation  and  inconsis- 
tency— for  one  Minister  was  frequently 
found  undoing  that  which  his  predecessor 
had  with  great  labour  and  the  exertion  of 
much  influence  accomplished.  For  aU 
these  reasons,  then,  he  was  most  anxious 
to  see  as  many  as  possible  of  our  colonics 
put  in  possession  of  the  means  of  self-go- 
vernment. Let  them  appoint  a  commis- 
sion such  as  that  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  then  they  might  expect  to  see 
large,  just,  and  liberal  views  taken  of  the 
condition  of  our  colonies.  In  times  long 
since  passed  away,  our  best  and  most  valued 
colonies  were  those  which  governed  them- 
selves. The  authorities  in  such  colonies 
could  at  any  time  do  whatever  might  be 
best  for  the  well-being  of  the  State,  or  the 
advantage  of  the  mother  country,  without 
sending  home  to  head-quarters  for  permis- 
sion to  do  good,  or  to  seek  at  the  hands  of 
the  Imperial  Government  a  confirmation 
of  all  their  acts.  But,  although  he  said 
this,  he  wished  it  by  no  means  to  be  un- 
derstood that  he  desired  to  get  rid  of  the 
colonies,  because  he  should  think  them  no 
burdei^   if  they  were  properly  manogecU 
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Why  was  it  that  British  emigrants  going 
abroad  to  settle,  preferred  the  United 
States  to  any  British  colonies  ?  Simply 
because  the  British  colonies  were  ill  man- 
aged— were  they  otherwise,  Englishmen 
would  naturally  rather  go  there  than  to 
the  territories  of  foreigners.  Then  there 
was  another  great  and  just  source  of  com- 
plaint, namely,  the  manner  in  which  all 
colonial  appointments  were  bestowed.  Peo- 
ple were  constantly  appointed  to  colonial 
offices  who  knew  nothing  of  the  habits, 
manners,  history,  or  language  of  the  in- 
habitants ;  and,  though  that  course  of 
complaint  had  now  reached  a  great  height, 
yet  it  was  unfortunately  no  novelty;  for 
very  many  years  ago  one  colony  (Prince 
Edward's  Island,  as  we  understood)  ofifered 
to  pension  off  all  the  functionaries  in  the 
colony,  provided  they  were  allowed  in  fu- 
ture to  nominate  their  own  public  officers, 
whom  they  should  be  quite  willing  to  pay. 
If  Parliament  would  only  seriously  take  up 
and  accomplish  the  great  work  of  colonial 
reform,  they  would  find  men  of  all  ranks 
willing  to  settle  in  the  colonies.  Upon 
the  yarious  grounds,  then,  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  stated,  he  begged  to  protest 
against  the  present  system.  If  he  looked 
at  the  returns  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire,  he  found  how 
the  country  was  drained  for  money  for  the 
colonies,  and  when  he  looked  at  the  man- 
ner in  which  that  money  was  afterwards 
wasted  and  scattered,  he  could  not  help 
repeating,  in  the  most  emphatic  manner, 
his  conviction  that  the  Motion  before  the 
House  ought  to  be  agreed  to.  In  conclu- 
sion, then,  he  hoped  that  no  one  would  ac- 
cuse him  of  wishing  that  we  should  part 
with  our  colonies;  for,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  quite  practicable  to  make  them  all 
pay  their  own  expenses.  For  these  seve- 
ral reasons  he  had  great  pleasure  in  second- 
ing the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
giving  it  his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  that  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Southwark,  who  had 
brought  forward  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  had  made  a  speech  which  might  be 
conveniently  divided  into  two  parts,  to  be 
dealt  with  separately.  It  was  not  very 
easy  to  meet  these  general  and  vague 
statements  which  were  made  in  reference 
to  colonial  questions;  and  in  this  instance 
he  was  bound  to  say,  that  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  proceeded  in  his  speech,  he  ap- 
peared to  take  a  view  of  every  topic 
relating  to  our  colonies  except  the  ar- 
gument relating  to   the  subject  immedi- 


ately before  the  House,  That  Motion 
was  one  which  min^ht  be  deseribed  as 
perfectly  impracticable  and  illuaory,  and 
upon  that  ground  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  nhotdd 
venture  to  oppose  it.  The  Hod.  Baronet 
proposed  that  a  commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed, consisting  of  five  personit  to  in- 
quire into  the  causes  of  complaint  in  our 
colonies — to  inquire  into  the  cost  of  Go- 
vernment generally,  both  at  home  and  in 
the  colonies;  and  he  proposed,  also,  to  in- 
quire whether  or  not  greater  scope  eonld 
be  given  with  a  view  to  permit  individoil 
emigration  to  the  colonies.  It  might  have 
been  supposed  that  the  hon.  Baronet,  who 
had  attended  so  much  to  this  subject, 
might,  at  least,  have  shadowed  oat  some 
of  the  causes  of  colonial  complaintt  and  if 
he  had  done  so,  and  done  so  dearly,  he 
would  have  found  the  duty  he  wonld  im« 
pose  upon  his  commissioners  to  be  one  not 
very  easily  performed.  What  were  the 
causes  of  complaint  ?  What  was  the  grtst 
cause  of  complaint  at  this  moment  among 
our  West  Indian  colonies  ?  The  great 
cause  of  complaint  was,  that  the  Legisls- 
ture  had  introduced  an  entirely  new  system 
of  commercial  policy.  Was  it  meant  that 
these  commissioners  should  inquire  into 
that  question,  and  ascertain  whether  thai 
complaint  was  well  founded,  so  rising 
expectations  that  the  recent  policy  might 
be  changed  ?  If  so,  he  protested  agsintt 
delegating  such  a  power  to  any  body 
of  men.  Let  hon.  Members  turn  to 
the  petitions  from  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly at  Jamaica,  and  they  wonld  find 
that  the  petitioners  traced  all  their  mis- 
fortunes to  Mr.  Canning's  resolutions  m 
1823 :  that  that  led  to  emancipation,  and 
that  emancipation  led  to  their  miafortonflf 
and  ruin.  Was  it  meant  to  open  the  whols 
question  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trndsf 
If  so,  he  protested  against,  and,  so  far  ai 
he  was  concerned,  would  oppose,  a  conm 
which  gave  to  any  body  of  men  whatever 
the  power  of  entertaining  and  investigathig 
these  all-important  and  imperial  questioBi. 
But  was  that  all  ?  Go  into  another  heini« 
sphere — into  New  South  Wales— -and  sik 
what  was  the  great  cause  of  complsiBl 
there  ?  The  minimum  price  of  land.  The 
hon.  Baronet  said  that  that  was  a  case  for 
inquiry.  He  (Mr.  Hawes)  did  not  menu  to 
say  that  it  might  not  be  a  fidr  subject  for 
inquiry.  But  a  large  number  of  the  cob' 
nists  there  had  bought  land  under  the  re- 
gulations sanctioned  by  an  Act  of  Psriia- 
mcnt,  and  the  subject  required  gnve 
consideration.     There  was  another  qaQS* 
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tion  —  thd  form  of  government.  These 
five  gentlemen  sittinfi; — not,  of  course,  in 
Downing-Btreet,  for  that  name  was  odious 
to  the  hon.  Baronet— [Sir  W.  Moles- 
worth  :  Hear,  hear !  ] — these  five  gentle- 
men sitting  in  Whitehall,  or  wherever 
else  a  newly-furnished  apartment  could  he 
found  for  them,  were  to  discuss  a  form  of 
government  for  every  colony  complaining 
of  its  existing  form  of  government.  Was 
this  power  one  to  he  delegated  to  commis- 
sioners ?  These  were  all  great  and  im- 
perial questions,  to  be  discussed  and  de- 
cided in  that  House — to  be  proposed  by 
the  Minister  on  his  responsibility,  and  not 
to  be  shirked  by  the  appointment  of  a 
commission  of  five  gentlemen.  He  wanted 
to  know  what  would  be  the  course  taken 
with  respect  to  any  of  these  colonial 
grievances  or  complaints.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said  tbat  it  would  save  debates  in 
that  House*  But  was  it  certain  that  these 
five  gentlemen  would  obtain  the  confidence 
of  the  colonists  more  fully  than  the  Sec- 
retary for  the  Colonies,  or  that  their  pro- 
ceedings would  not  provoke  debates  in  that 
House  ?  But  be  that  as  it  might,  what  he 
(Mr.  Hawes)  should  endeavour  to  prove 
was,  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  within  the  time  he  had 
been  in  office,  was  deserving  of  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House;  that  he  had  laid 
down  large  princinles  of  colonial  policy;  and 
that  when  he  haa  declared  the  vice  of  our 
old  colonial  system  to  be  the  governing 
colonies  at  a  distance,  he  was  the  Minister 
who  had  done  more  to  lay  the  foundation 
for  local  self-government,  and  for  colonial 
independence,  than  any  Colonial  Minister 
who  had  preceded  him.  Probably,  next 
year — in  the  year  1850 — the  hon.  Baronet 
would  say  that  the  Under  Secretary  had 
been  told  to  defend  Lord  Grey  and  the 
Colonial  Office;  but  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  was 
accustomed  to  tbese  taunts,  and  while  it 
was  his  conscientious  conviction  that  he 
could  justly  defend  his  noble  Friend,  not 
even  the  sarcasm  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
should  deter  him.  But  suppose  the  com- 
mission affirmed  ?  Who  were  to  be  the  wit- 
nesses before  it  ?  Were  they  to  be  colonial 
residents,  accidentally  in  London,  or  gentle- 
men of  peculiar  opinions  ?  Were  they  to 
be  brought  from  the  colonies,  or  were  the 
commissioners  to  go  to  the  colonies  ?  How 
was  the  evidence  to  be  obtained  ?  For  his 
own  part,  he  objected  to  picking  up  any 
colonial  gentleman  who  happened  to  be  in 
London,  and  consulting  him  or  examining 
him  on  forms  of  government,,  or  the  great 


question  of  transportation,  or  on  any  other 
great  and  imperial  question.  Why,  both 
commissioners  and  witnesses^must  be  men 
of  tried  ability,  and  great  experience  and 
knowledge;  or  what  would  their  report  be 
worth,  or  what  weight  would  it  have  in 
that  House,  unless  it  emanated  from  such 
a  source  ?  And  if  the  report  were  with- 
out weight  in  that  House,  what  would  be 
its  practical  value  ?  and  when  would  such 
a  report  be  completed  ?  Why,  five  years 
hence  the  report  would  be  asked  for  in 
that  House.  An  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  reports  might  be  made  from  time 
to  time  ;  but  he  assured  him  the  com- 
missioners would  not  be  able  to  make  up 
their  minds  so  easily.  Then,  how  was 
the  commission  to  be  composed  ?  There 
was  to  be  a  free-trader  here,  a  protec- 
tionist there  ;  somebody  to  represent  this, 
and  somebody  to  represent  that ;  and 
when  this  happy  family  were  congregated, 
each  one  was  to  propound  his  opinions, 
and  when  they  had  joined  them  all  to- 
gether, in  due  time  they  were  to  produce 
their  report.  He  might  safely  predict 
that  such  a  report  would  prove  to  be  one 
of  those  admirably-written  compositions 
which  meant  nothing,  or  that  the  result 
would  be,  that  the  evidence  alone  would 
be  printed,  and  no  report  at  all  would  be 
made.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  not  laid 
any  ground  for  this  Motion,  and  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  would  go  over  the  instances  he 
had  adduced  of  colonial  misgovemment, 
and,  taking  the  chance  of  having  such  in- 
formation with  him  as  would  meet  some 
of  those  cases,  show  the  House  the  ex- 
aggerations of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and 
prove  that  he  had  not  taken  the  trouble 
to  examine  the  subject.  He  did  not 
expect  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
have  gone  at  such  an  easy  canter  over 
the  important  subject  he  had  raised. 
The  time  was  singularly  ill  chosen  for 
asking  for  this  commission.  He  (Mr. 
Hawes)  asserted  distinctly,  and  would 
maintain  the  asseftion,  that  the  most  li- 
beral principles  of  commercial  policv  had 
been  propounded  to  Parliament,  ana  had 
been  adopted  and  acted  upon,  and  that 
many  most  important  colonial  questions 
had  been  settled,  and  in  a  large  and  com- 
prehensive manner,  by  his  noble  Friend. 
The  hon.  Baronet  said  that  this  was  not  a 
vote  of  censure  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  was 
bound  to  accept  and  adopt  those  words. 
The  hon.  Baronet  also  said  that  he  at- 
tacked no  one.  But  he  had  attacked  Earl 
Grey,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  Lord  Stanley, 
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and  the  whole  colonial  system  of  the  coun- 
try unce  1775  or  1776.  He  (Mr.  Hawes) 
woold  briefly  refer  to  that  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
in  which  he  had  described  the  foundation 
of  the  North  American  colonies,  sajring 
that  the  colonial  policy  of  the  country  was 
changed  in  1775;  and  he  must  recall  to 
the  recollection  of  the  hon.  Baronet  cir- 
cumstances of  that  time  which  he  had 
overlooked.  We  had  acquired  these  colo- 
nies during  a  war.  The  parties  then  in 
power  were  not  remarkable  for  their  love  of 
free  and  popular  institutions.  All  the  colo- 
nies we  had  obtained  in  the  present  century, 
and  in  the  latter  part  of  the  last  century, 
had  been  governed  on  a  different  system. 
They  had,  in  point  of  fact,  been  made 
Crown  colonies,  and  when  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament had  been  obtained  at  all,  it  had 
rather  been  with  a  view  to  limit  than  ex- 
tend their  privileges.  To  show  how  ill- 
timed  was  the  Motion,  he  would  here  ad- 
vert to  one  fact.  His  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department  had 
thought  he  might  avail  himself  of  the  ser- 
vices of  a  Committee  of  Council  from  time 
to  time  in  regard  to  certain  important 
questions  which  were  raised  in  the  Colo- 
nial Department.  That  commission  was 
thus  described  in  a  letter  from  Earl  Grey 
to  the  Committee  of  Council  for  Trade 
and  Plantations,  on  the  12th  April,  1849. 
The  letter  stated  that  in  the  course  and 
current  of  colonial  business  questions  arose 
better  adapted  for  private  inquiry  than  for 
formal  and  public  investigation :  such  as 
cases  of  personal  controversy  between  the 
officers  of  the  Crown  and  others,  or  cases 
in  which  different  parties  in  the  colonies 
invoked  the  interference  of  the  Depart- 
ment; or  constitutional  changes,  and  plans 
for  local  improvement.  That  letter  led 
to  the  establishment  of  the  Committee  of 
Council,  and  that  Committee  had  pointed 
oat  necessary  changes  in  our  colonial  po- 
licy, OS  regards  one  great  group  of  colonics, 
which  had  already  been  introduced  into  a 
Bill  for  the  better  government  of  our 
Ana  an  colonies.  [Sir  W.  Moles- 
'%  The  names.]     He  was  not  pre- 

1       la  with  a  list  of  the  names;  but  the 

•  was  drawn  up  by  Sir  James 
I       Den,  and  was  entitled  to  great  weight. 

\        not  think  that  the  views  and  prin- 

irhieh  were  proposed  in  that  report 

X  be  disputed,  or  that  the  conclusions 

.  at  would  be  opposed  by  any  one 

d  that  report ;    and,   as  far 

I  the  honour  of  knowing   Sir 


James  Stephen,  a  more  liberal  admi- 
nistrator of  colonial  affairs  waa  nerer 
connected  with  the  Colonial  Office.  When 
he  used  the  word  liberal,  he  did  not 
mean  it  in  a  party  but  in  its  most  ex- 
tensive sense.  He  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  that  report.  It 
stated  that  the  time  had  come  when  a 
change  should  take  place  in  oar  system 
of  colonial  government.  It  stated  that 
in  the  ancient  colonial  possessions  of  Her 
Majesty,  such  as  the  American  and  other 
colonies,  local  government  hod  almost  in- 
variably been  exercised — that  tbej  had 
been  governed  by  a  governor,  &  council 
appointed  by  the  governor,  and  a  legisla- 
tive assembly  popularly  elected  ;  but  that 
in  the  nineteen  colonies  which  had  been 
acquired  during  the  nineteenth  centoiy 
that  form  of  government  had  not  been  es- 
tablished. [Mr.  Hume:  Read  the  re- 
port.] He  had  been  reading  from  the 
report,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  had 
not  read  that  document. 

Mr.  HUME  was  surprised  to  hear  li- 
beral principles  coming  from  the  man 
whose  name  had  been  mentioned. 

Mr.  HAWES  :  That  report  was  dated 
in  May,  1849.  He  said  then  that  the 
recommendations  of  that  Conunittee  of 
Council  adopted  the  views  and  principles 
which  had  been  adopted  by  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  De- 
partment in  a  large  and  hberal  sense ; 
and  the  House  and  the  country  would 
see  by  the  Bill  which  he  had  lately  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  noble  Lord  to  extend  local 
self-government  to  the  colonists.  But  that 
was  not  all  which  had  been  done,  for  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session  he  had  pro- 
posed a  Committee  with  reference  to  colo- 
nial affairs,  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
alluded.  That  inquiry  with  reference  to 
one  of  the  colonics  had  taken  place,  and 
the  report  was  before  the  House;  and  the 
House  would  recollect  the  charges  which 
were  made  against  the  Colonial  Office  when 
that  Committee  was  appointed.  Those 
charges,  however,  were  not  supported  bj 
the  report  which  was  now  before  thenu 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded  to  Ceylon, 
and  in  reference  to  this  colony,  charges 
had  been  preferred  against  the  Gorem- 
mcnt ;  but  as  these  charges  were  now 
under  inquiry,  he  would  not  allude  to  them. 
He  had  used  strong  language  in  reference 
to  that  subject;  but  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  did 
not  think  it  proper  to  answer  it  nntU  the 
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inquiry  was  terminated.  When  his  noble 
Friend  Earl  Grej  became  Colonial  Minister, 
in  the  whole  of  the  nineteen  colonies  to 
which  he  had  alluded  there  was  an  ab- 
sence of  popular  self-control;  and  he  intro- 
duced the  Bill  which  was  still  before  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  giving  to  the 
Australian  colonies  the  benefit  of  local  self- 
government;  and  that  Bill  contained  powers 
novel  and  important,  enabling  the  colonists 
to  alter  the  mode  of  self-government  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill.  Then,  with  regard  to 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  said  that  it  had  been  left  to  Sir 
Harry  Smith  to  propound  a  constitution 
for  that  colony,  and  the  House  would  see, 
before  long,  whether  that  was  a  correct 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. The  question  for  a  constitution  for 
the  Cape  was  not  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Governor  alone.  The  most  eminent 
colonial  servants  had  submitted  their  views 
to  the  Home  Government,  acting  in  con- 
junction with  the  Governor.  The  colonists 
of  New  Zealand  had  had  a  constitution 
given  to  them,  but  the  hon.  Baronet  said 
that  it  had  been  taken  away  by  Earl  Grey. 
[Sir  W.  MoLEsWORTH  :  It  has  been  sus- 
pended.] It  had  been  suspended  because 
the  Governor  had  taken  exceptions  to  it, 
on  the  ground  that  the  power  of  returning 
members  to  the  legislative  assembly  was 
confined  to  a  small  number  of  the  Euro- 
pean population,  while  the  numerous  war- 
like and  intelligent  native  tribes  were 
not  represented  at  all.  Many  of  those 
tribes  were  progressing  in  intelligence, 
and  objected  to  a  small  number  of  Euro- 
peans exercising  the  entire  power  of  elect- 
ing the  representatives.  That  was  the 
ground  on  which  it  was  suspended,  and 
because,  if  it  been  dogmatically  persisted 
in,  it  might  have  had  the  eiFect  of  creating 
a  civil  war  in  the  colony.  There  was 
another  colony  in  which  they  had  estab- 
lished something  like  a  representation  re- 
presenting public  opinion — he  meant  the 
colony  of  British  Guiana.  He  was  glad 
that  in  the  Committee  upstairs  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire had  expressed  views  favourable  to 
the  institution  of  local  self-government; 
and  his  views  on  that  subject  were  adopted 
by  the  Committee,  and  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  had  readily  assented.  They  would 
not  be  without  practical  results.  But 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  charged  the  Govern- 
ment with  neglecting  economy  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  colonial  affairs.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  run  through  several  items 


of  colonial  expenditure,  imputing  mis^ 
management  and  extravagance  to  the  co- 
lonial department,  and  he  said  that  thero 
had  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
taxation  of  many  of  the  colonies,  while  no- 
thing had  been  done  to  reduce  the  Govern- 
ment establishments.  And  he  instanced 
Ceylon  in  particular,  and  said  that  the  Go- 
vernor of  that  colony  had  proceeded  with 
precipitancy  and  haste  in  imposing  addi- 
tional taxation  without  attempting  to  re- 
duce the  expenses  of  Government.  But 
even  with  respect  to  Ceylon  there  had  been 
a  local  Committee  sitting  for  the  pui*pose 
of  inquiring  into  the  whole  establishments 
of  that  colony  ;  and  under  the  administra- 
tion of  Lord  Torrington,  the  expenses  of 
that  colony  had  been  reduced  prospec- 
tively from  between  60,000/.  and  70,000L 
per  annum  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  charged  the  Governor  with  precipi- 
tancy, haste,  and  incompetency.  There 
were  no  grounds  for  making  such  a 
charge.  The  change  of  the  system  of  tax- 
ation which  had  taken  place  in  that  colony, 
was  one  which  was  made  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  the  burdens  upon  industry  in 
the  colony — a  change  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
troducing direct  in  lieu  of  indirect  taxation; 
and  he  had  to  complain  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet for  the  off-hand  and  flippant  manner 
in  which,  with  respect  to  that  subject,  he 
had  endeavoured  to  raise  unjust  impres- 
sions in  the  country.  Then  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  alluded  to  the  Kafir  war. 
Soon  after  Earl  Grey  came  into  office,  he 
selected  Sir  Harry  Smith,  as  a  person  in 
every  way  competent  to  bring  that  war  to 
a  successful  conclusion;  and  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  that  gallant  officer  the  ex- 
penditure had  been  reduced,  compared  with 
what  it  was.  When  he  took  the  command, 
it  was  70,000/.  per  month  less.  Sir  Harry 
Smith  was  establishing  local  corps  to  pre- 
vent the  expense  and  diminish  the  chances 
of  future  war,  and  he  was  at  that  time  pro- 
posing to  the  ablest  men  in  the  colony  to 
consider  of  a  constitution  for  the  future 
government  of  the  colony;  and  some  re- 
markably-able  documents,  to  which  he  had 
referred,  had  already  been  prepared  and  for- 
warded to  the  Colonial  Office  And  yet  the 
hon.  Baronet  raised  without  discrimina- 
tion general  objections  to  the  government 
of  that  colony.  He  (Mr.  Hawes)  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  it  was  not  ad- 
visable to  extend  our  territories  in  that 
part  of  the  world;  but  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  such  language  coming  from  the 
hon.  Baronet.     Ho  had  from  time  to  timet 
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in  his  (Mr.  Hhwcb**)  hearing,  quoted 
tbe  opinions  of  Sir  B*  D'Urlmn  on  tlnit 
subject,  and  liad  always  expressed  liis 
ftpprobatiou  of  tho  policy  recommended 
by  Sir  B.  D 'Urban.  The  bon.  Baronet 
hftd  also  charged  the  Government,  an<l  in 
harsh  and  unmeasured  language,  with  re- 
ducing tbe  West  Indies  to  their  present 
state  of  distress^ — he  charged  the  Colonial 
Office  with  the  ruin  of  the  West  Indies. 
He  could  well  understand  the  hon  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (tbe  Metnber  for  Invcr- 
ness-shire)  if  he  used  such  language  and 
adopted  such  opinions;  but  how  tbe  bon. 
Baronet,  who  was  a  free-trader,  and  sup- 
ported free- trade  measures — bow  he  who 
had  supported  tbe  emancipation  of  the 
slaves,  and  the  su^jar  Act  of  184G — Imw  lie 
could  bring  sucb  a  charge  against  the  Go- 
vcnimeut,  be  (Mr.  Hawes)  could  not  uu- 
deratand,  unless,  indeed,  be  bad  changed 
his  mind  upon  these  questions*  But  ho 
contended  that  the  West  Indies  had  not 
been  reduced  to  distress  by  that  policy,  It 
was  porfcctlj'  ineWtablo  that  at  first  free- 
trade  measures  should  have  an  injurious 
effect  upon  the  West  Indian  colonies.  But 
those  were  measures  which  hod  made 
strong  progress  in  the  public  mind»  and 
which  no  Government  couhl  bavo  long  re- 
sisted. But  he  (Air.  liawcs)  looked  to 
free  trade  for  the  salvation  of  tbe  West 
Indian  colonies,  and  of  that  he  found  re- 
markable evidence,  which  would  rebut  the 
atatement  of  the  bon.  Baronet.  When  he 
referred  to  the  paper  which  bad  recently 
been  laid  on  the  table  of  tbe  Houae^  on 
the  Motion  of  bis  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  of  tbe  imports  from 
the  British  West  Indies,  Guiana,  tbe  Mau- 
ritius, and  our  posseaaions  in  the  East  In- 
die8>  he  found  there  evidence  of  returning 
prosperity.  Tie  found  tbe  remarkable  fact 
that  the  quantity  of  sugar  in  1841,  and 
from  time  to  time  from  that  period  up  to 
the  present  time,  waa  increasing.  From 
the  West  Indies  ho  found  the  follow mg 
was  the  state  of  the  exports  of  sugar  :^ — 
In  1841,  it  was  3,100,000  cwt.;  in  1S42, 
2,100,000  cwt;  in  1843,  2.400,000  cwt.j 
in  1844,  2,400,000  cwt.  ;  in  1845, 
2,500,000  cvvt.;  in  1846,  2,800,000  cwt- ; 
in  1847,  3,100,000  cwt.;  aud  in  1848.  it 
was  2,700,000  cwt.  And  when  he  in- 
cluded the  Bast  Indies  with  the  Wuat,  and 
looked  at  tbe  whole  importations,  be  found 
a  still  greater  increase,  The  quantity  of 
sugar  imported  from  tbe  East  and  West 
Indies  was,  in  1848,  5,000,000  cwt.  He 
would  not  a^lmit,  however,  that  the  Colo- 


]  nial  Office  was  solely  responsible  for  this 
I  policy  I  but  the  returns  showed,  notwith- 
standing tlie  effects  of  tbe  change  con- 
I  sequent  upon  free  trade,  that  there  were 
good  grounds  to  hope  that  tbe  free-trade 
policy  would  lead  to  a  state  of  more  healthy 
and  permanent  prosperity*  He  would  now 
turn  to  the  Australian  colonies,  and  he  would 
ask  if  any  one  could  doubt  that  they  wei 
prospering  ?  Let  them  take  the  popula*' 
tion  of  New  South  Wales,  and  they  would 
find  an  enormous  increase.  In  1838,  the 
population  was  97,000;  and  in  1847,  it 
had  increased  to  205,000.  In  1838,  the 
exports  were  800,000f.  ;  and  in  1847, 
1,800,000/.,  and  the  land  in  cultivation 
had  increased  from  92,000  acres  in  1838, 
to  164.000  acres  in  1847.  In  1835,  tho 
wool  exported  waa  411,600  lbs.,  and  in 
1847  it  bad  increased  to  22,000,000  lbs. 
In  Houtb  Australia,  the  value  of  the  wool 
exported  amounted,  in  1837,  to  60»0O0L, 
and  in  1847  it  had  increased  to  110,000^^ 
These  returns  showed  that  there  waa 
a  great  increase  of  prosperity;  and  he 
hoped  that  free  institutions  would  secure 
to  those  colonioa  still  greater  advantages^ 
He  did  not  deny  that  there  were  other 
and  great  matters  connected  with  the  colo* 
nies  which  required  consideration;  but  ho 
would  ask  whether  it  would  be  advisable  to 
refer  to  a  commisaion  such  as  that  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Baronet  such  queationi 
as  those  of  the  slave  trade,  free  trade,  and 
emigration  ?  lie  believed  tbe  proposittott 
of  tbe  hon.  Baronet  to  be  nothing  but 
a  dream  and  a  delusion.  He  knew  that 
tbe  hon.  Baronet  had  a  sin  cere  desire  to 
promote  tbe  prosperity  of  the  colonics;  hui 
tbe  proposition  before  the  House  emanated 
from  one  of  those  peculiar  preposseisions 
against  tbe  Colonial  Office,  which,  having 
long  dwelt  in  the  mind,  could  not  be  got 
rid  of  in  any  other  way  than  by  an  am  a* 
teur  commission.  Tbe  proposed  comtnia- 
sion  could  not  iuquire  into  all  these  «ub- 
jeets  within  any  reasonable  time.  Bttt 
they  were  to  inquire,  also,  into  tho  \ictB  of 
the  Government.  Now,  that  was  a  subjecl 
which  deserved  attention;  and  there  was  a 
Comniitteo  sitting  upstairs  already,  which 
was  considering  that  subject  in  reference 
to  two  colonies,  but  which  bad  not  con- 
eluded  their  imjuiriea.  A  Committee  was 
sitting  on  the  Ordnance  Estimates,  and 
was  considering  tho  expenditure  of  that 
department  with  reference  to  tbe  colonies* 
inquiry  was,  therefore,  going  on.  Ho 
thought  tbe  hon.  Baronet  had  not  looked 
into  the  subject  with  sufficient  attention^ 
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One  great  complaint  was  the  military  ex- 
penditure ocoasioned  by  the  colonies;  but 
it  might  well  be  doubted  if  it  would  be 
found  practicable  to  suddenly  reduce  that 
expenditure.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
reductions  might  not  be  made;  but  he 
thought,  on  the  whole,  that  no  extensive 
or  important  alterations  could  be  sud- 
denly effected.  He  believed  a  large 
force  was  necessary,  and  that  it  was 
generally  felt  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  highway  of  the  seas ;  and  that 
the  trade  of  the  country  could  not  be  car- 
ried on  without  it.  It  was,  in  point  of 
fact,  essential  for  the  purposes  of  trade. 
There  was  not  one  single  one  of  their  colo- 
nies that  was  not  asking  for  additional 
force;  and  why,  he  would  ask,  did  they  do 
so?  [Mr.  HuMB :  I  suppose  to  spend 
British  money  there.]  He  denied  that 
such  alone  was  the  fact.  Their  great  ob- 
ject was  to  obtain  British  ships  of  war  to 
give  security  to  their  trade  in  the  sur- 
rounding waters,  and  not  for  the  mere 
money  that  might  be  spent.  It  was  for 
the  great  advantages  which  were  se- 
cured in  these  parts  of  the  world  by 
the  increased  security  which  the  pre- 
sence of  a  force  gave.  The  average  ex- 
penditure for  the  force  afforded  for  the 
aid  of  31  colonies,  as  appeared  from  a 
return  ordered  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  was  760,000/.,  be- 
sides 239,0002.  for  the  commissariat;  that 
was  to  say,  1,000,0002.  in  all  for  the  mili- 
tary force  for  the  colonies.  When  he 
looked  to  Africa,  the  Mauritius,  and  New 
Zealand,  and  the  West  Indies,  with  their 
vast  native  population,  he  would  ask  them 
if  they  could  speedily  expect  to  have  the 
force  in  those  colonies  reduced?  They 
might  be  able  to  do  so  in  the  course  of 
time,  but  it  must  be  done  gradually,  and 
would  be  the  work  of  time.  The  greater 
part  of  the  expense  was  incurred  in  keep- 
ing up  their  military  establishments  in 
Canada,  Gibraltar,  the  Ionian  Islands,  St. 
Helena,  and  Hong-Kong.  The  expendi- 
ture in  pay  for  these  establishments 
was  751,0002.,  and  for  the  commissariat, 
92.0002.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net that  night  was,  in  fact,  in  favour  of 
abandoning  the  colonies  altogether;  but 
his  speeches  hitherto  had  been  in  support 
of  an  opposite  policy.  The  question  in- 
volved is,  whether  or  not  the  colonial  em- 
pire of  the  countrv  was  to  be  maintained ; 
and  he  should  like  to  know  how  that 
qaestion  could  be  decided  by  the  five 
gentlemen  who  were  to  be  made  com-i 


missioners  for  the  purpose.  He  had  en* 
deavoured  to  show  to  the  House  that  the 
proposition  was  impracticable,  and  he  oould 
not  help  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  a  delusion;  it  was  calculated  to  raise 
expectations  which  could  not  be  satisfied; 
and  would,  if  carried,  paralyse  a  great  de- 
partment of  the  State,  and  raise  expeota<* 
tions  in  the  colonies  which  could  not  be 
realised.  If  it  were  agreed  to,  every 
possible  grievance  between  the  mother 
country  and  the  colonies  would  be  laid  be- 
fore the  commission,  and  it  would  be  an 
act  of  the  greatest  possible  impolicy  to 
trust  to  five  gentlemen,  presided  over  by 
the  hon.  Baronet,  questions  of  such  im-< 
portance;  and,  if  on  no  other  ground,  hi 
called  upon  the  House  to  reject  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  look  to  this 
question,  not  so  much  with  reference  to 
the  precise  terms  in  which  it  is  worded,  as 
to  its  general  scope  and  object.  With  re* 
ference  to  the  precise  words,  it  might  be 
supposed  that  this  commission  was  to  in- 
stitute a  minute  inquiry  into  our  colonial 
administration,  and  into  any  abuse  or  griev- 
ance which  any  of  our  colonies  might  com- 
plain of — in  short,  to  institute  a  minute 
inquiry  into  the  whole  conduct  of  the  Colo- 
nial Department.  And  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  has  taken  ad- 
vantage of  this  construction  of  the  Motion. 
I  think  with  him  that  if  such  were  the  ob- 
ject of  the  commission,  the  House  would 
commit  a  great  error  if  it  was  to  address 
Her  Majesty  on  the  subject.  But,  if  I  un- 
derstand  the  question  aright,  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  not  to  fasten  charges 
on  those  who  administer  the  colonies  here 
or  elsewhere,  but  its  object  is  to  come  to 
some  rule  and  principle  as  to  the  future  ad- 
ministration of  our  colonial  empire.  Now, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  has,  in  a  great  degree  no 
general  objections  to  urge  against  such  an 
inquiry,  but  he  has  rested  his  opposition  to 
the  Motion  on  what  the  present  Colonial 
Minister  has  done  for  the  Colonies.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  on  this  point  that 
Earl  Grey  has  done  more  than  any  of  his 
predecessors  in  extending  institutions  to 
the  colonies,  and  that  he  has  settled  many 
questions  which  were  of  great  importance 
on  principles  of  local  self-government.  I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  consideration 
of  Earl  Grey's  Government,  upon  many 
points  of  which  there  is  a  great  difference 
of  opinion:  but  I  think  that  upon  many 
points  Earl  Grey  is  equal  to  any,  and  on 


08:$ 


(folonud 


{COMMONS} 


GovemmetU, 


■0I1H*  poiiitH  Kuporior  to  many  of  Iiib  prede-  J  me  to  the  conclusion  that,  upon  the  whole, 
doNHorrt.  I  ndmit  hiH  uiiwcariod  industry,  :  it  is  my  duty,  although  I  know  how  ohjec- 
and  tho  activity  and  watchfulness  and  gc- '  tionablc  commissions  generally  are,  to  sup- 
iipral  (ItnoHH  of  thn  adonis  whoTu  ho  has  '  port  the  Motion.  It  would  be,  I  think, 
NchuMiMl  to  ('urry  out  his  views  and  policy;  i  tho  duty  of  the  Government,  if  a  commis- 
ynt  I  riinuot  hcHitiitn  to  oxproH-s  my  opinion  sion  of  this  kind  were  appointed,  not  to 
that  ho  huH  bocn  led,  in  ciTtain  cases,  into  I  hokl  themselves  to  the  very  terms  of  the 
HoriouH  crroPM,  wliicli  have  greatly  aggra- !  Motion  of  the hon.  Baronet,  oer6timfnrer6o, 
vat od  the  difficult icH  of  tho  question;  and  |  but  to  issue  instmctions  that  would  limit 
iliin  IlouHo  Hhould  take  some  means  to  pre- .  the  operations  of  the  commission,  and  mark 
vent  th(»ir  reourrenoo.  Now,  Sir,  it  ap- '  and  dciine  its  powers.  The  commission 
pears  to  me  that,  inntead  of  resting  satis-  :  should  be  so  appointed,  with  such  a  descrip- 
ih«d,  as  is  coniinonly  the  eiiHe,  with  leaving  ,  tion  of  its  ends  and  objects,  and  its  reports 
tho  (|ueMtion  in  tho  hiind.H  of  tlie  Crovern-  i  should  bo  presented  within  a  reasonable 
ment,  wo  ought  to  consider  whether  we  '  time.      There  is  an  objection    to  such  a 


iihould  not  call  in  some  other  mode  of  in- 
quiring  into  eoloniul  nuitters,  in  order  to 
ondeavour  to  perfect  our  principles  and 
j»oliey.  I  think  the  tiuje  has  arrived  when 
Muoh  an  inquiry  ought  to  be  instituted;  and. 
htoking  to  the  seope  of  tlie  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Himmet  rather  than  to  tlie  particular 


commission,  that  it  would  diminish  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Minister;  but  if  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Minister  is  too  great,  and  being 
too  great  the  responsibility  is  too  large,  and 
being  removed  from  the  common  view^  his 
responsibility  in  fact  becomes  no  respon- 
sibility at  all,  for  in  the  great  majority  of 


wonls  of  it,  I  must  say  I  think  tho  time  >  questions  he  cannot  get  the  means  to  con- 
has  arrived  when  wo  shouUl  make  such  at-    sider  the  question  until  the  evil  is  gone  by, 

or  interfere  until  the  proper  time  for  inter- 
ference is  |iassed,  the  argument  with  re- 
spect to  the  diminution  of  responsibility 
loses  a  great  deal  of  its  force.  I  may  here 
call  attention  to  the  significant  fact,  that 
tho  Government  have  themselves  already 
made  an  arrangement  that  involves  the 
objection  to  this  commission.  The  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kinsale  ob- 
jivts  to  the  commission  on  the  groaDd  that 
it  would  receive  from  the  Secretanr  for  the 
Colonies,  or  from  the  Under  Secretary  fbr 
the  Colonies,  the  weight  of  Parliamentaiy 
ro<][v>n5ibil:ty:  but  the  same  objection  ap- 
plies to  the  Cv>mmittee  of  Cooncil.  Even 
th  ;-u3  tl:.*.;  C  eramitiee  of  Council  we 


ten\pt.  In  tho  first  place,  we  must  con 
aider  the  immense  mass  of  business  which 
the  (-olonial  SiH»n»tary  must  hwk  to  in  de- 
tail, and  which  cannot,  like  some  of  the 
business  of  otiier  departments,  be  laid 
aside;  and  this  vasf  mass  of  business  must 
Ih'  U>«^k«'«l  to  in  detail  at  a  gn^at  distance 
from  t!io  sjH>t»  and  must  dejHMid  ujH>n  jur- 
tial  infxmuation;  and.  from  the  t\\H)uent 
cha«j:^^s  of  Ministry  xxhieh  take  plai*o  under 
our  o\Misti;«tional  system,  before  a  despatoli 
isansviortsl,  a  chai^^x^  of  Ministry  may  take 
l^la^v.  The  C*\,^r.*A.  Po;Mr;nu"»rit  ha*  the 
c\«ul:vt  of  KvrTV#;vv,l.*:tvV  ^:;h  cv^uutries 
^;t;^^:^^l   n  ot«:ry  ou.*.r:<*r  of  tV.o  cv'v.  aiid 
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a  p-^s-.-^i  vr.:;T>LNy  of  Mcml^ers  of  the  Adnunis- 
7«  i::u:i<>r.  tV.e  obiectSoa  vodVl  still  apply  in  a 
>.  ivr.s^H^r&V.e  dexmee:  bat  vocb  tlias  is  not 
the  oas^--.  I  a$JL  tii-f'  b:<::.  Geatkoian  whether 
::-:  :-r;eo:i:c.  he  r-.-^v  takes  to  the  appomt- 
r.-.^'v:  vf  fio  pc:::J<aDesu  viiose  iaaageshe 
*a-?*  :r.  t>:e  dlsta:::  pc\>sfinKive«  does  wl 
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7-a.T  ^5^  ;•:  okl  r  ij^t3^>AJu2  Si  au  CeauBOlM 
•C  J  ;«ti>:u..     i>iM  I  ni 
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charge  against  the  Committee  of  Council ; 
I  do  not  want  to  hlame  him  for  appointing 
the  Committee  of  Council ;  hut  I  do  think 
there  is  a  primd  facie  ohjection  to  it,  he- 
cause  there  is  a  frank  confession  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  that  the  Minister 
wanted  extraneous  aid  to  discharge  his 
duty;  and  the  principle  heing  admitted, 
the  question  is  as  to  the  hest  mode  and 
form  of  giving  that  extraneous  aid.  I 
will  not  say  that  extraneous  aid  should  he 
given  with  respect  to  all  the  duties  of  the 
office  of  Colonial  Secretary,  hut  there  are 
a  great  numher  of  questions  in  which  that 
aid  might  he  given  by  a  commission  ap- 
pointed hy  the  Executive  Government,  and 
acting  in  harmony  with  it,  and  having  its 
duties  so  distributed  that  we  might  be  as- 
sured that  the  results  of  its  labours  would 
be  presented  in  reasonable  succession,  and 
within  reasonable  times.  I  think  I  am 
bound  to  point  out  that  these  are  fit  sub« 
jects  for  the  inquiries  of  this  commission 
— subjects  for  the  consideration  of  which 
some  of  the  most  able  men  should  be 
chosen,  who  would  deal  with  them  irre- 
spective of  all  party  consideration,  and  by 
that  means  wo  might  obtain  results  that 
would  afford  us  great  assistance,  and  be  a 
guide  to  us  in  our  deliberations.  Although 
it  is  our  general  rule  to  transact  business 
without  the  aid  of  a  commission,  yet  cases 
have  happened  where  we  have  recognised 
it  as  a  sound  principle,  that  when  the  bu- 
siness of  a  particular  department  is  too 
large  to  be  coped  with  by  that  department, 
we  should  call  in  the  aid  of  a  commission. 
The  poor-law  difficulty  was  not  dealt  with  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  but  by  a  commission. 
When  you  had  your  plan  of  church  reform, 
you  appointed  an  ecclesiastical  commission 
to  inquire  into  the  reforms  that  ought  to 
be  made,  and  Parliament  acted  upon  its 
views.  I  think  the  appointment  of  com- 
missions for  extraordinary  purposes,  under 
circumstances  of  peculiar  difficulty,  is  a 
reasonable  plan,  and  one  that  has  abun- 
dant sanction  from  former  precedent.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  has  made  reference  to  two 
reports  of  Committees,  one  with  respect  to 
Ceylon,  and  the  other  with  regard  to  Gui- 
ana. As  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Montrose  has  promised  us  a  separate 
discussion  on  the  affairs  of  Guiana,  I  will 
not  go  into  that  case;  but  I  must  say,  re- 
ferring to  the  report  of  that  Committee, 
that  the  course  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mittee is  materially  different  from  the 
course  taken  by  Earl  Grey.     There  is  a 


difference  between  them  with  respect  to 
the  reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  Gover- 
nor ;  and  the  result  of  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  would  be  to  modify  materially 
the  policy  of  the  Colonial  Office,  in  regard 
to  British  Guiana.  That,  I  think,  is  an- 
other argument  in  favour  of  the  institution 
of  this  Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  certainly  shown  that  there  are  some 
questions  which  are  not  subjects  of  inquiry 
by  this  commission.  He  referred  to  the 
discontent  in  the  West  Indies,  and  he 
asked,  will  you  propose  that  the  commis« 
sion  shall  inquire  into  the  cause  of  discon- 
tent in  the  West  Indies — he  said  that  dis- 
content has  its  foundation  in  the  policy  of 
free  trade;  and  I  ask,  will  you  allow  that 
policy  to  be  considered  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen forming  this  commission;  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  protested  against 
that.  I  agree  with  him,  and  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  me  will  agree  with 
him,  that  the  policy  of  free  trade  ought 
not  to  be  considered  by  any  ^Ve  gentle** 
men  who  sit  on  a  commission  of  this  kind, 
I  at  once  concede  that  there  are  many 
questions  connected  with  the  colonies,  par- 
ticularly where  questions  of  imperial  po- 
licy are  involved,  that  ought  to  be  sedu- 
lously excluded  from  this  commission.  I 
consider  that  we  ought  to  have  the  power 
of  limiting  the  inquiries  of  the  commission^ 
and  that  it  should  not  be  a  general  com- 
mission for  the  examination  of  all  sorts  of 
complaints,  because  such  complaints  exist. 
It  is  my  duty,  and  the  duty  of  those  who 
are  prepared  to  support  the  Motion,  to 
show  there  are  cases  where  the  labours  of 
such  a  commission  might  be  of  service. 
In  the  first  place,  it  would  be  most  useful 
that  a  body  of  well-selected  gentlemen 
jshould  consider  what  are  the  general  rules 
that  should  be  followed  in  the  establish-* 
ment  of  new  colonies.  There  is  no  remis- 
sion from  the  pressure  of  constant  business 
on  the  Colonial  Minister,  and  when  such  a 
proposition  comes  before  him,  he  must 
view  it  with  its  entire  details.  I  will  give 
you  an  instance  of  the  difficulty  that  may 
arise  in  such  a  case.  When  Lord  Stanley 
was  in  office,  that  noble  Lord,  in  conjunc-* 
tion  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ripon» 
proposed  to  establish  a  new  settlement  in 
the  north  parf  of  Australia,  and  the  public 
were  put  to  an  expense  of  14,000i.  or 
15,000?.;  but  when  Earl  Grey  came  into 
office,  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  go  on  with  the  settlement, 
and  it  consequently  was  abandoned.  There 
should  be  some  change  adopted  for  binding 
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A  decision  when  come  to,  and  that  would 
give  Parliament  a  voice  in  the  question. 
Then  there  was  another  case,  the  case  of 
the  Auckland  Islands,  in  which  several 
•uocessive  Secretaries  were  of  opinion  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  sanction  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  new  settlement;  hut  Earl 
Grey  thought  differently,  and  gave  his 
sanction  to  it.  I  don't  know  that  such  a 
question  as  that  is  one  that  can  he  well 
referred  to  the  discretion  of  Parliament, 
but  I  think  it  would  he  possible  to  lay 
down  general  principles  applicable  to  such 
cases,  which  would  assist  the  Colonial 
Minister  when  right,  and  keep  him  with- 
in bounds  when  ho  was  wrong.  There 
is  another  case  that  was  the  subject  of 
a  lengthened  discussion  last  year,  and 
I  am  sorry  it  must  be  the  subject  of 
another  lengthened  discussion  this  year 
-—I  mean  the  case  of  Vancouver's  Is- 
land. That  case,  taken  alone,  is  quite 
enough  to  show  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  some  measure  should  be  taken  for  the 
purpose  of  checking  the  arbitrary  will  of 
Colonial  Ministers  with  respect  to  unoccu- 
pied territories.  I  think  it  is  too  much  to 
•ay  that  the  fate  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
•urface  of  the  earth,  which,  according  to 
the  view  of  several  Members  of  this  Ilouse, 
•hould  be  considered  of  great  value  with 
respect  to  their  prospective  social  capabili- 
ties, should  depend  upon  the  will  of  any 
man  who  may  condemn  them  to  perpetual 
•terility,  or  within  one  degree  of  it.  There 
it  also  the  case  of  Jamaica,  which  should 
undergo  the  review  of  able  and  impartial 
men  appointed  for  the  purpose.  [Mr. 
Hawbs:  Of  the  Committee  of  Council.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  '•  Of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council;"  therefore  he  agrees 
with  me  as  to  the  necessity  of  such  an  in- 
quiry. I  am  glad  to  find  the  question  be- 
tween us  is  not  the  broad  question  of  prin- 
ciple, but  merely  the  question  of  detail  as 
to  whether  the  best  nioilo  of  settling  the 
question  is  by  a  Committee  of  Council  or 
by  a  commission.  Then  there  is  the  New 
Zealand  question,  with  respect  to  which 
it  would  be  most  valuable  to  have  such  a 
body  of  rules  prepared  as  the  ability  of  the 
gentlemen  composing  the  commission  would 
enable  them  to  lay  down.  It  is  not  with- 
out some  pain  1  refer  to  the  history  of 
these  transactions,  and  to  the  position  in 
which  the  Government  and  Parliament  ere 
placed  in  reference  to  the  granting  of  free 
lattituti  to  New  Zealand.  At  the  end 
aftha  n  of  1846,  a  Bill  was  passed 
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Queen  to  grant  a  representaiite  eonititu* 
tion  to  New  Zealand;  but  it  was  so  framed 
that  the  very  first  step  of  Parliament  in 
the  ensuing  Session  was  to  retrace  its  own 
steps,  and  cancel  its  own  doings  by  sos* 
pending  for  a  number  of  years  the  oonsti* 
tution  they  granted,  and,  for  all  practical 
intents  andj  purposes,  to  delegate  to  one 
man — a  man,  I  admit,  worthy  of  all  re- 
spect— the  whole  authority  of  Parliament. 
The  result  of  that,  I  am  afraid*  is  very 
great  discontent  amongst  the  settlers  of  a 
portion  of  New  Zealand.  I  beard  with 
great  pain  a  petition  presented  to-day  on 
this  subject.  It  is  a  marvel  and  mystery 
to  me  why  the  people  of  Wellingtoii  and 
that  portion  of  New  Zealand  should  not 
have  been  presented  long  ago  with  free  in* 
stitutions.  If  they  were  ready  for  them  be- 
fore, they  cannot  have  absolutely  retro* 
graded;  and  yet  their  allegation  is,  that 
not  only  have  no  free  institutions  been 
granted  to  them,  but  there  is  only  a  hope 
held  out  that  in  the  course  of  four  years 
they  may  be  granted  to  them.  Now,  in 
considering  this  question,  we  ahould  not 
consider  the  concession  of  free  institaticms 
as  some  very  great  gift  from  ua  to  them, 
but  we  should  consider  that  when  we  are 
giving  them  free  institutions,  we  are  doing 
the  greatest  grace  and  favour  to  onrselTes, 
not  only  on  account  of  considerations  of 
public  economy  in  this  country,  which  is 
closely  connected  with  the  improTement  of 
our  colonial  system,  but  beeause  it  ia  oar 
interest  to  give  them  strong  and  healthy 
powers  of  self-development;  and  where  we 
wish  to  have  it,  we  can  only  bring  it  out 
by  enabling  the  people  to  learn  by  praetiee 
the  management  of  their  own  affmra.  With 
respect  to  the  case  of  New  Zealand,  we 
should  never  have  permitted  those  aigssff 
proceedings — this  rapid  advanoe,  fbllowsd 
by  as  rapid  a  retreat — this  stultification  ef 
ourselves;  and  the  Secretary  of  State,  ia* 
stead  of  being  at  liberty  to  eonooot  a  sys- 
tem of  colonial  philosophy  for  himself, 
should  have  been  aUe  to  refer  for  infoima* 
tion  to  a  body  of  men  chosen  by  the  Exe- 
cutive Government — information  whieh  I 
am  sure  they  would  be  able  to  fdraisk 
to  him.  I  do  not  know  whether  my  feel* 
ings  may  be  shared  by  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House;  but  next  to  my 
desire  to  see  the  powers  of  the  eolenists 
enlarged  where  it  may  not  be  impoUtie,  is 
my  anxiety  to  see  them  restrained  from 
managing  affairs  not  their  own.  I  want  to 
have  a  somid  definition  of  thoae  qnestioDS 
that  are  imperial  questions,  and  eaielbl 
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provisions  laid  down  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
serving those  questions  for  our  discretion. 
I  am  now  referring  to  what  has  occurred 
in  Canada;  and  I  regret  there  was  not  such 
a  distinction  laid  down  there  in  reference 
to  imperial  and  colonial  questions.  Mv  doc- 
trine is,  that  such  questions  should  he  in* 
quired  into  and  clearly  defined.  I  don't 
nay  that  human  foresight  would  he  able  to 
cover  every  imaginable  case  that  might 
arise;  but  with  respect  to  colonial  and  im- 

Eerial  questions  I  would  define  the  exact 
ne.  That  is  done  in  America  by  the  line 
that  is  drawn  between  the  federal  and  the 
general  government.  We  should  consider 
this  question  in  connexion  with  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  the  country.  How  often 
does  it  happen  that  the  desires  of  the 
people,  however  widely  extended,  for  the 
reduction  of  taxation,  are  of  necessity  met 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  assur- 
ing uf  with  all  sincerity  and  gravity  that 
the  necessities  of  the  public  service  abso- 
lutely demand  such  and  such  expenditure, 
and  prevent  him  from  making  the  required 
reductions.  I  think  it  is  material,  though 
I  don't  hold  it  out  as  the  first  object  of  our 
policy,  that  we  should  consider  whether 
the  system  of  military  defence  carried  on 
in  the  colonies  is  not  needlessly  expensive; 
and  I  don't  see  why  great  good  might  not 
be  done  by  a  commission  on  that  point. 
There  is  the  case  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  and  the  Kafir  war,  where  a  million 
and  a  half  of  money  was  virtually  spent,  or 
the  obligation  to  pay  it  contracted,  before 
Parliament  heard  a  word  on  the  subject. 
I  don't  say  a  commission  would  meet  all 
the  difficulties;  but  a  commission  would  do 
this-— it  would  materially  assist  us  in  lay- 
ing down  sound  rules  and  principles  for  the 
defence  of  the  colonies.  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  of  State 
speak  with  so  much  disparagemeut  of 
the  former  colonial  system  before  the 
independence  of  the  United  States;  for 
•uch  was  the  spirit  of  freedom  in  that 
colony,  and  such  was  the  colonists'  sense 
of  competency  not  only  to  govern  but 
to  defend  themselves,  that  they  were 
not,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  says  the 
colonists  are  now,  perpetually  besieging 
118  with  demands  for  more  troops  and  ships 
of  war,  and  with  complaints  when  the 
troops  and  ships  of  war  are  withdrawn;  but 
with  them  it  was  a  question  of  jealousy  to 
have  to  provide  for  the  permanent  mainte- 
Dance  of  British  troops  within  the  colony, 
because  they  held  they  were  able  to  pro- 
tect themselves.     This  subject  is  worthy  of 


inquiry,  and  of  much  more  inquiry  than  the 
Secretary  of  State  can  give  it.  I  will  re- 
fer now  to  another  case  which  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  proper  case  for  the  examination 
of  a  commission  —  that  is,  the  relation 
between  our  colonists  and  the  aborigines 
with  respect  to  their  boundaries;  and  with- 
out imputing  any  fault  to  the  Colonial  Of* 
fice,  for  I  do  not  think  the  root  of  the  evil 
is  in  the  Colonial  Office,  but  outside  of  it, 
there  have  been  in  some  cases  instances  of 
vacillation  and  change,  of  capricious  change, 
having  no  reference  to  reason,  but  merely 
to  accidental  circumstances,  which  are 
most  discreditable.  I  take  the  case  of 
the  Cape,  aud  see  what  have  been  the 
changes  of  policy  with  respect  to  the 
Cape.  Some  years  ago,  a  coercive  policy 
was  enforced,  and  it  was  resolved  to  eflPect 
the  repression  of  the  Kafir  tribes  with  a 
strong  hand.  In  the  year  1835,  philan- 
thropy was  at  high-water  mark,  and  the 
Colonial  Office  was  obliged  to  give  in  to 
those  who  wished  to  go  the  greatest  length 
in  favour  of  the  aborigines.  The  conse- 
quence was,  that  the  stringent  system  was 
given  up,  and  a  great  portion  of  territory 
was  abandoned.  And  what  is  now  the 
case  ?  For  some  years  philanthropy,  in- 
stead of  being  at  high-water  mark,  has 
been  at  low-water  mark,  and  has  not  inter- 
fered inconveniently ;  and  philanthropy 
being,  it  is  said,  at  a  discount,  very  short 
work  has  been  made  with  the  Kafirs;  the 
policy  of  territorial  aggrandisement  has 
been  pursued  to  an  extent  exceeding  all 
example;  and  we  have  not  only  undone  all 
we  did  when  we  gave  up  the  ceded  terri- 
tory, but  likewise  we  have  made  enormous 
additions  to  it.  Now,  that  case  might  be 
inquired  into  by  such  a  commission  as  that 
proposed.  I  will  not  pass  by  the  relations 
we  have  with  the  aborigines  without  ad* 
verting  to  another  most  singular  case.  In 
the  year  1840,  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi  was 
entered  into  without  a  dissentient  voice. 
It  recognised  the  rights  of  the  aborigines, 
and  even  went  something  beyond  what 
sound  reason  might  suggest ;  but  that 
Treaty  of  Waitangi  has  since  been  dis- 
paraged in  public  despatches.  I  do  not 
ask  the  House  to  decide  whether  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi  was  right,  or  whether 
the  principles  laid  down  by  Earl  Grey,  in 
1846,  were  right,  but  I  say  both  were  not 
right;  they  are  in  diametrical  opposition  to 
each  other,  and  it  is  not  for  the  honour  of 
the  country,  when  dealing  particularly  with 
aboriginal  tribes,  that  their  policy  should 
be  marked  with  such  vacillation,   for  it 
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\*smAb  to  impntations  of  b&d  faitb :  but  if 
we  b&d  tLe  &&fittkDce  of  tTseb  rules  &s  a 
well  chosCu  oc/minitEioa  vonM  lav  down. 
we  cr/jTild  never  get  iiiwi  tTjta  Jiffieuliies, 
bee&ui<e  a  "nuiform  conrs*  vc-Jd  be  ynr- 
Eoed  Lt  tLe  GoveniiDriit  inmi  the  irst 
t<»  the  l&^t  ZDOXDcnt  of  tLe  trLnsaction. 
I  am  DOW  Ej^eakicg  of  tLe  relations  of  tLe 
aboriginefi  witL  respect  t-o  land;  Lut  tLcre 
is  another  question  to  vLicL  I  iqum  request 
the  attention  of  tLe  House,  and  tL&t  i$, 
the  management  cf  tLe  land  after  it  Las 
bc^en  acquired  by  the  Crown,  and  regular! v 
constitoted  colonies  Lave  been  esiablisbed. 
In  the  year  1  &42  the  Land  Sale^  Act  was 
passed,  and  that  Act  Las  be^n  tLe  cause 
of  discontent  in  Xew  SomL  Wales.  It 
passed  tLrongb  the  House  of  Conimons 
without  attracting  tLe  attention  tLat  such 
a  measure  deserved.  TLat  was  no  fault 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  for  it  vas  oc- 
cupied at  tLe  time  by  other  matters  wLicL 
were  more  imperative;  but  it  was  a  great 
misfortune  that  such  a  question  shouid  be 
dealt  with  in  such  an  ofT-hand  manner,  be- 
cause we  are  at  present  entirely  at  sea  with 
respect  to  that  Act.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secreury 
of  the  Colonies  approves  of  that  Act,  and 
from  hia  speeches  I  think  he  would  wish 
that  Act  was  at  the  bottom  of  the  sea.  We 
are  at  a  loss  tu  know  who  should  have  the 
control  of  that  wild  land.  We  are  in  un- 
certainty about  it,  and  the  consequence 
is,  inequality  in  our  dealings  and  the  ap- 
pearance of  injustice.  New  South  Wales, 
though  not  so  populous  as  Canada,  con- 
tains about  200,000  of  our  fellow-sub- 
jects,  men  of  the  same  race  and  blood 
as  ourselves,  and  they  arc  under  the  ab- 
solute and  unmitigated  control  of  this 
Act  of  Parliament,  though  they  believe 
almost  without  a  dissentient  voice  that 
the  impolicy  of  that  Act  is  actually  ruin- 
ous to  them.  We  might  come  down  here, 
and  say  they  are  all  wrong  and  we  are 
right;  but  do  wc  hold  that  doctrine  t 
Are  there  ^\c  men  amongst  those  who 
hear  mc  who  have  a  fixed  conviction 
that  the  price  of  wild  land  in  New  South 
W^ales  ought  not  to  be  less  than  2(i;.  an 
acre  ?  The  Act  is  entirely  a  dead  letter  ?o 
far  as  we  arc  concerned;  but  although  it 
is  a  dead  letter  to  us,  it  is  as  a  yoke  of  iron 
tp  them,  restraining  their  freedom  of  action 
in  matters  in  which  they  feel  deeply  in- 
terested. There  is  another  question  upon 
which  a  commission  such  as  that  pro- 
posed by  the  hou.  Baronet  would  per- 
haps render  some  assistance  to  the  Colo- 


nial OfSte;  thas  it,  the  qnrttion  of  1 
ponaiioE.  I  know  not  vliat  ve  are  to 
do  wiiL  tLat  qnesiion  in  eoanexioB  vitk 
iLe  existence  of  free  inslitiitioas  in  our 
ccionies.  I  hope,  boverer,  to  hesr  the 
deliberaie  cypinion  of  the  GarenoDeBt  i 
that  subject  when  we  eome  Co 
the  Australian  £01.  It  is  a  problem 
wLicL  j*erhap5  nobody  will  be  aUe  com- 
pletely  to  solve.  While  I  Uunk  thai 
the  labours  of  the  rfrmmifftiiin  wonU 
not  perhaps  give  eaort  walisfiartioB  to  all 
jiarties.  still  I  cannot  help  thhilriiig  that 
the  labours  of  a  ccmmiflsioii  jvdicioDslj 
applied  to  the  questioe  of  tranqiortatioOt 
would  have  saved  ns  fymn  a  great  deal  of 
that  vacillation  which  has  aggiawatad  coo* 
siderably  the  difBculues  of  dedfini^  with  the 
f  ubject  by  sneeessive  Serretaiieslbr  the  Co- 
lonies. I  do  nctt  blame  aaj  indiTidaal  for 
this.  I  think  that  it  is  the  result  of  the 
system  of  a  soi^of  hand-to-4iioatb  legisla- 
tion, which  has  for  so  long  a  period  existed 
w:th  respect  to  the  colonies.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possiUe  for  a  comiiiissioa 
to  deal  simultaneously  with  the  whole  of 
these  objects;  but  I  think  that  its  laboon 
might  be  devoted  to  some  of  the  qoeslioas 
which  press  most  heavOT  upon  the  eoh^ 
nists.  Upon  the  whole,  I  am  satisfied  that 
such  a  commission,  appointed  with  the 
care  which  you  would  exercise  in  its  ap- 
pointment, would  be  a  most  material  aid 
and  assistance  in  the  discharge  of  the  do- 
ties  of  the  government  of  the  f^nim. 
Such  being  my  opinion,  I  cannot  hesitate 
in  giving  my  support  to  the  Motioii  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  I  hope  that  we  haTe  all  the 
same  end  in  view.  What  we  hare  to  look 
at  is  the  good  of  the  conntij  and  of  dieeiK 
lonies.  If  we  direct  our  minds  steadily  to 
the  promotion  of  the  good  of  the  eokmies 
and  of  the  people  of  the  conntij  in  rektioB 
to  them,  we  need  not  fear  oar  connesoa 
with  the  colonies.  Upon  the  contraiy,  I 
believe  that  would  be  the  way  to  maintais 
our  connexion  with  them,  and  to  wiMnfaiia 
that  which  I  believe  is  even  more  impor- 
tant than  the  mere  political  connexion  be- 
tween the  colonies  and  tlus  eoontiy— 
namely,  the  love  of  the  colonies  for  this 
country,  and  a  desire  to  imitate  the  laws 
and  institutions  of  the  great  coontiy  from 
which  thev  spring. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  fdt  satisfied  that 
upon  the  grounds  put  forward  bj  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Sonthwark,  who 
brought  forward  this  Motion,  it  wonld  he 
impossible  for  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  to  ooncnr  in  the 
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Motion.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  opened 
the  debate  allowed  that  his  Motion  was 
nothing  less  than  a  vote  of  censure  upon 
the  whole  colonial  policy  of  the  British 
empire.  He  thought  that  nothing  could 
be  more  impolitic  than  the  expression  of 
such  an  opinion  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Nothing  could  be  more  unjust 
than  that  sweeping  censure,  and  he  was 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  declare  that  he  supported  the  Motion 
on  that  ground.  It  was  impossible  to 
deny  that  grave  errors  had  at  various 
times  characterised  our  colonial  policy,  but 
he  denied  that  the  system  on  which  our 
colonies  were  founded  was  tinctured  with 
ignorance  and  malevolence.  Looking  to 
the  happiness  which  prevailed  in  most  of 
our  colonies,  there  was  no  reason  to  re- 
gret the  manner  in  which  they  had  been 
founded  and  sustained.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Southwark  proposed 
to  refer  all  the  most  important  points  of 
colonial  policy  to  a  commission,  to  be  com- 
posed of  one  Member  from  each  quarter  of 
the  House,  with  Mr.  John  Stewart  Mill  as 
arbiter.  But,  if  the  commission  was  to 
represent  Par]iament,  why  had  not  the 
House  of  Lords  a  representative  in  it? 
He  objected  to  the  delegation  of  such  im- 
portant functions  to  a  commission,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unconstitutional  in 
principle.  The  great  questions  which  it 
was  proposed  to  refer  to  the  commission, 
ought  to  be  solved  by  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  who  were  responsible  for  the  ad- 
vice they  gave.  If  the  Colonial  Secretary 
were  desirous  of  shirking  responsibility 
and  saving  himself  trouble,  he  could  desire 
nothing  better  than  the  appointment  of 
the  commission.  He  could  not  under- 
stand from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford,  whether  he  wished  the  commis- 
sion to  be  a  standing  one  to  which  all 
cases  should  be  referred  as  they  arose,  or 
whether  he  desired  a  commission  to  be  ap-^ 
pointed  for  special  purposes.  If  the  lat-*^ 
ter,  the  proposition  would  not  be  liable  to 
much  objection,  for  there  were  some  ques- 
tions, such  as  the  management  of  wild 


sidered  with  advantoge  by  a  body  of  that 
description,  and  useful  assistance  might  be 
thereby  given  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ; 
but  that  was  altogether  different  from  a 
body  of  commissioners,  independent  of  the 
Government,  to  whom  such  questions 
should  be  referred.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  thought  it  would  be  desira- 
ble if  the  commissioners  had  to  decide 
upon  what  questions  were  imperial  and 
what  belonged  to  the  local  responsible  go- 
vernment; and  that  if  such  a  rule  had  been 
laid  down,  there  never  would  have  been 
any  dispute  with  respect  to  the  question 
that  had  lately  been  discussed  as  to  Cana- 
da. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  have  quoted  a 
stronger  argument  to  show  how  impossible 
it  would  have  been  for  the  commissioners 
to  decide  any  questions  of  that  kind. 
He  thought  the  Executive  Government 
might,  and  were  bound  in  extreme  cases, 
to  interfere  as  to  the  limit  of  imperial  or 
local  authority;  but  to  lay  down  general 
rules  to  define  questions  of  that  kind,  was 
utterly  impossible  ;  and  no  better  illustra- 
tion of  that  could  be  given  than  the  case 
of  Canada,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred,  where  the  rules  which  would 
have  done  for  Upper  Canada,  would  not 
have  beeii  applicable  to  Lower  Canada.  Ob- 
jecting as  he  did  to  this  Motion,  he  hoped 
he  should  not  be  understood  as  saying  that 
he  did  not  believe  great  improvement  was 
not  required,  and  might  not  be  effected  in 
our  system  of  colonial  government.  He 
believed  that  we  were  fast  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  only  real  and  solid  ties 
between  the  mother  country  and  the  colo- 
nies must  be  mutual  affection,  interest, 
and  good  government,  and,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, freedom.  He  was  satisfied  that  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department  was  most  anxious  to  act  upon 
those  principles  as  rapidly  as  he  could; 
but,  considering  how  our  colonies  were 
scattered  over  the  whole  world,  it  was  im- 
possible to  lay  down  general,  abstract, 
and  inflexible  rules  for  all.  The  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  would,  he  was  sure,  if 
agreed  to,  end  in  disappointment,  pro- 
lands  and  the  relations  between  colonists  p^ing  as  it  did  the  establishment  of  a 
and  aborigines,  which  might  advanta-j/ody  half  executive  and  half  legislative, 
geously  be  referred  to  a  commission.    Ijttk    and  from  the  deliberations  of  which  no 


important  question  of  the  institutions  to 
be  given  to  Australia,  and  also,  he  be- 
lieved, that  of  the  institutions  proposed  to 
be  given  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  were 
referred  to  the  Council  of  Trade  and  Plan- 
tations. All  those  questions  could  be  con- 
VOL.CVI.     {™£|} 


good  could  follow  to  the  country,  and 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  suspend 
all  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the 
colonies  while  the  inquiry  was  being  pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  explanation, 
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that  he  did  uot  contemplate  a  standing 
commission,  but  merely  one  of  inquiry. 

Mr.  F.  SCOTT  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  brought  forward 
the  present  Motion,  would  be  more  success- 
ful in  it  than  he  had  been  in  a  similar  Mo- 
tion last  Session.  The  grounds  upon  which 
legislation  was  proceeded  with,  appeared  to 
be  such  as  were  not  distinctly  understood 
or  stated.  lie  contended  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  was  responsible  for 
the  government  of  the  colonies.  All  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  passing 
of  Acts  relating  to  the  colonics,  proved 
what  he  had  stated,  that  the  Executive 
Government  of  this  country  was  responsi- 
ble for  their  management.  As  to  the  allu- 
sion made  by  the  hon.  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  to  the  policy  of  Sir  Ben- 
jamin D' Urban,  he  believed  that  Sir  Ben- 
jamin D 'Urban 's  policy  was  not  one  for  an 
extension  of  territory,  but  was  rather  di- 
rected to  the  preservation  of  those  territo- 
ries which  they  hnd  already  possessed,  and 
to  the  encouragement  and  extension  of 
their  trade.  For  the  reasons  he  hud  stated, 
he  would  support  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  did  not  think  that 
the  answer  given  by  the  hon.  Under  Secre- 
tary to  the  Colonics  to  the  speech  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South- 
wark  was  such  as  to  give  much  satisfac- 
tion. He  was  of  opinion  that  the  success 
of  the  theories  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Sec- 
retary for  the  Colonies  was  not  such  as  to 
encourage  him  to  persevere  in  the  course 
that  he  had  heretofore  pursued.  The  ob- 
jections that  had  been  made  to  the  pro- 
posed commission,  were  such  as  would  hold 
equally  good  against  a  commission  on  the 
subject  of  the  poor-laws,  or  any  other  sub- 
ject of  an  extensive  character.  A  commis- 
sion was  only  called  in  upon  an  extraortli- 
nary  emergency  Hke  this,  when  it  had  to 
deal  with  large  principles  and  gi-eat  mea- 
sures. In  opposing  tlie  simple  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  hon.  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  had  otlered  no  alter- 
native. The  subject  here  was  highly  impor- 
tant, and  he  could  see  no  reason  for  re- 
fusing the  commission  asked  for.  The 
importance  of  the  subject  was  beyond  all 
dispute,  and  the  demands  of  the  colonies 
vere  so  loud  and  so  general  that  it  was  im- 
possible but  something  of  the  kind  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  must  soon  be 
adopted.  The  English  liaving  been  always 
accustomed  to  sflf-ndn:inistriition.  would 
■alwavB  look  to  it  as  their  birthi-ight,  and 


would  never  bo  satisfied  without  it.  He 
thought  that  there  could  be  tio  doubt  but 
they  had  been  proceeding  upon  a  wrong 
principle  with  their  colonies^  and  they 
would  be  soon  compelled  to  alt^r  it.  They 
were  nationally  interested  in  proceeding 
upon  a  wide  field  for  emigration.  This 
inquiry  was,  therefore,  immediately  neces- 
sary, and  he  was  most  willing  to  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  proposed  the  Motion  had 
proposed  it  in  terms  which  might  induce 
many  Members  in  that  House,  of  yarioiu 
opinions,  to  join  in  asking  for  the  appoint* 
ment  of  a  commission,  because  it  was  to 
be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  the  administration  of  Her  Majesty's 
colonial  possessions,  with  a  view  of  remor- 
ing  the  causes  of  colonial  discontent,  di- 
minishing the  cost  of  colonial  goremment^ 
and  giving  a  scope  to  individual  enterprise 
in  the  matter  of  emigration.  It  was  evi- 
dent that  there  were  causes  for  colonial 
complaint,  and  also  that  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  tl) ought  that  there  was  a  paHica- 
lar  complaint  or  cause  of  complaint  with 
i-espect  to  the  treatment  of  any  colony, 
would  desire  to  have  thoso  causes  inquired 
into — to  diminish  the  cost  of  colonial  go- 
vernment, which  had  always  been  a  popu- 
lar subject  with  Gentlemen  sitting  near 
the  hon.  Mover — and  to  give  a  scope  to  in- 
dividual enterprise  in  the  business  of  colo- 
nisotion.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  therefore 
framed  his  Motion  with  the  yiew  of  obtain- 
ing considerable  support  in  that  House. 
But  when  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  endeatou^ 
ed,  in  the  progress  of  the  debate,  to  catth 
some  definite  object  which  this  commission 
was  to  attain,  he  confessed  he  found  him- 
self at  a  loss.  Commissions  had  been  vf- 
pointed  for  special  objects — to  inquire,  for 
example,  into  the  abuses  of  the  pooivlaw, 
and  suggest  a  remedy — to  inquire  into 
matters  connected  with  the  Churdb,  and 
suggest  alterations.  Commissions  hid 
been  appointed  on  various  other  suMeets, 
in  order  that  upon  the  whole  scope  of  their 
examination  into  them,  they  might  suggest 
such  measures  as  might  be  aTaflable  to  Re- 
move the  cause  of  complaint.  Bilt  a  com- 
mission which  was  to  investigate  the  fto^ 
ceedings  in  all  our  colonies,  with  theii*  va- 
rious constitutions  and  customs,  and  viri- 
ons races  of  inhabitants — ^to  inquire  into 
the  causes  of  complaint  in  each — to  proceed 
after  that  inquiry  to  settle  what  would  be 
the  host  means  of  defence  of  each  off  our 
military  and  other  colonics— to  lay  dowa 
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plans  of  colonisation — that  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  inquiry  so  vast,  and  leading 
into  such  a  multitude  of  details,  that  he 
could  not  imagine  any  commission  would 
have  the  power  of  entering  upon  it.  As 
regarded  the  point  whether  this  was  to  be 
a  standing  commission,  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  said  that  that  was  not  his  inten- 
tion; but  considering  the  subjects  for  in- 
quiry, the  probability  was  not  very  appa- 
rent that  even  in  the  lifetime  of  the 
youngest  Member  of  that  House,  the  com- 
mission would  terminate  its  labours.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  declared  that 
if  the  House  agreed  to  the  commission, 
they  would  pass  a  vote  of  censure  upon  the 
colonial  policy  of  this  country  for  the  last 
three-quarters  of  a  century.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  however,  did  not  seem 
to  entertain  that  idea  with  respect  to  the 

Sneral  colonial  policy,  but  appeared  to 
ink,  nevertheless,  that  great  eri-ors  had 
been  committed;  and  he  also  appeared  to 
hold  an  opinion  which  could  have  been 
scarcely  expected  to  be  found  in  one  conver- 
sant with  the  business  of  that  House,  name- 
ly, that  if  five  persons  were  collected  from 
aifferent  sides  of  the  House,  with  one  to  su- 
perintend and  arbitrate  among  them,  some 
certain  and  infallible  rule  of  wisdom  in  co- 
lonial matters  would  be  obtained.  That 
deemed,  however,  to  be  somewhat  of  an 
Utopian  attempt.  The  hon.  Baronet  said 
that  there  was  another  object  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  commissioners — that  they 
might  define  what  colonics  were,  what  was 
the  meaning  of  the  word  colony,  and  what 
object  a  country  ought  to  have  in  founding 
ft  colony.  This,  again,  was  a  question  of 
an  entirely  abstract  nature,  for  which  it 
^fras  hardly  necessary  to  appoint  a  com- 
mission. But  that  which  appeared  to  be 
entirely  fatal  to  the  proposed  commission 
was,  that  there  was  such  a  multiplicity  of 
subjects  to  inquire  into,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  come  to  any  rational  conclu- 
sion upon  any  of  them.  And  if  the  com- 
missioners were  to  attempt  to  carry  on  the 
ordinary  business  of  administering  the  go- 
remment  of  our  colonics,  then  there  must 
ftt  once  be  an  interference  with  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Baronet  enlarged  upon  the  fairness  with 
which  the  commission  was  to  be  composed, 
stating  that  there  was  to  bo  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the   Colonies    in   the  first 

J  lace;    that  the   right  hon.  Baronet  the 
[ember  fbr  Ripon,  or  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  or  the  noble  Earl  the  Member  for 
Falkirk,  should  be  the  second  Member; 
that  some  Gentleman  belonging  to  the  pro* 
tectionist  party  should  be  the  third;  that 
one  of  his  own  friends  should  be  the  fourth; 
and  that  some  learned  author,  such  as  Mr. 
John  S.  Mills,  should  be  the  fifth.  These 
were  to  be  the  members  of  a  commission 
which  was  to  give  an  opinion  upon  all  sub- 
jects of  colonial  government,  colonial 
grievances,  and  colonial  policy.  As  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies :  had  said  with  respect  to  the 
causes  of  the  complaint  which  had  been 
heard  during  the  last  two  years,  if  not 
longer,  those  causes  of  complaint  were  di- 
verse. The  cause  of  complaint  in  the 
West  Indian  colonies  was,  that  the  system 
of  protection,  which  alone  had  enabled 
them  to  flourish,  had  been  taken  away, 
and  that  they  had  thus  been  deprived  of 
the  means  of  cultivating  their  estates,  and 
obtaining  a  profit  from  their  capital.  Then 
that  would  be  one  of  the  first  subjects  for 
the  commission  to  inquire  into;  and  here 
he  feared  the  protectionist  member  of  the 
commission  would  find  four  to  one  against 
him,  and  so  there  would  be  an  end  for  ever 
of  that  loudest  of  the  outcries  on  the  sub- 
ject of  colonial  government.  Let  the 
House  consider  what  was  this  system,  as 
it  was  called,  of  colonial  government  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  thought  so  vicious  and  so 
mischievous  that  it  was  necessary  to  have 
a  decision  of  the  House  upon  it,  not  as  re« 
gardcd  the  administration  of  that  system 
by  the  present  Government,  but  upon  the 
whole  of  the  policy  of  many  successive  Go- 
vernments. If  he  took  instances  of  the 
growth  of  only  one  or  two  of  these  colo- 
nies, he  found,  by  a  late  publication,  that 
in  Lower  Canada  the  population,  which  in 
1825  was  only  423,000,  had  increased  in 
1848  to  756,000;  that  in  Upper  Canada, 
the  population,  which  in  1824  was  151,000» 
had  increased  in  1848  to  723,000:  so 
that  the  two  provinces  now  united,  which 
in  1824  contained  about  570,000  personSf 
now  contained  about  a  million  and  a  half 
of  inhabitants.  Was  that  a  proof  of  the 
misgovernment  or  of  the  slow  growth  of 
the  colony,  that  it  should  have  increased 
so  much  in  population  in  the  course  of 
these  twenty-four  years?  He  would  next 
advert  to  one  of  the  Australian  colonies. 
Take  the  population  of  New  South  Wales, 
including  Port  Phillip.  In  1837  the  total 
population  was  85,000,  but  in  1846,  nine 
years  after,  it  had  increased  to  196»000; 
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and  he  believed  that  bj  the  latest  accourtts 
it  had  been  found  to  exceed  200,000  per- 
sons.    If  he  looked  into  other  dclails,  lie 
found  similar  liidioatitjijs  of  increase.     The 
Imports  of  New  Sotith  Wales  had  increased 
from  1.300.000/.  in  1837,  to  1,600.000L 
in  1846;  while  the  exports  had  increased 
from  7G0,0OO;.  in  1837,  to  1,481,000/,  in 
1S46.     Here  was  an  increase  in  the  papu- 
lation and  wealth  of  tuo  colonies  only  to 
whicli  a  parallel  could  scarcely  be  found  in 
the  history  of  colonisation.     He  assertcdi 
then»  that  there  was  some  presumption  in 
favour  of  that  system  which  the  House  was 
now  called    upon   to    condemn.     Let   the 
House  observe  in  what  way  this  commis- 
sion was  to   proceed,   and   what  was    the 
position  of  our  colonics.   The  hon.  Baronet, 
in  the  indulgence  of  his  imagination,  was 
pleased  to  suppose  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,  or  the  majority  in  this  House,   or 
Bomebody  or  other  in   this  country,  to  be 
unfavourable  to  the  extension  of  freedom 
in  our  colonies.     Thero  was  no  such  hos- 
tility  as    the   lion.    Gentleman   supposed. 
Regard  the  actual  condition  of  the  colonics. 
The  Korth  American  colonies  had  free  in- 
stitutions; and  the  Government  were  told 
the  other  day  that  they  had  done  wrong  in 
agreeing  to  a  law  which  had  passed  throngh 
the  Legislature  of  one  of  those   colonies, 
and  that  they  ought  by  the  imperial  au- 
thority   to    have     interfered.      ThereforOp 
there   was  no  complaint    against  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  did  nut  allow  full  free- 
dom to  Canada.     Nova  Scotia  and    New 
Brunswick,  Jamaica  and   tho  older  West 
Indian  colonies,  had  the  same  free  consti- 
tution, and  It  was  now  proposed  to  intro- 
duce still  further  freedom.     What,  then, 
was  this  commission  to  incjuire  into  ?     If 
it  proposed  to  limit  the  freedom  of  the  co- 
lonies, tliey  would  resent  the  interference, 
and  iiny  attempt  to  restrict  colonial  liberty 
must  necessarily  lead  to  fresh  complaints 
from  those  colonics.     With  respect,  then, 
to  one  of  the  points  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  considered  one  of  the  main  sub- 
jects   for    inquiry,   the    commission    was 
stopped  at  once  in  inquiry  by  the  fact  of 
these    colonies    having    already    liberties 
which  could  not  bo  amended,  and  which 
the  commissioners  would  not  attempt  to  pre- 
vent.    But  upon  the  genera!  principle,  he 
should  belittle  disposed  to  recommend  to  the 
adoption  of  the  House  the  appointment  of 
any  commission  whatsoever  which  was  tolay 
down  rules  fur  the  limitation  of  the  impe- 
rial authority  on  the  one  hand,  or  of  colo- 


j  nial  liberty  on  the  other.     Tlie  best  wayi 
to  preserve  those  limits  \vas  to  use  forbcar- 
'  anco  on  either  side — to  consider  each  ques- 
tion that  arose  upon  its  own  proper  inerita 
— ^so  that,  on  the  side  of  the  colony,  there 
I  should  he  no  desire  to  put  forward  unrea> 
I  Ronahle  dumands;  and,  on  the  part  of  the 
Imperial  Government,  no  wish  to  restrain 
'  any  freedom   the  exercise  of  which  was 
beneficial  to  the  colonics.     If  this  disposi- 
tion   were   preserved,    no    question    could 
arise   calculated  tu   excite  bitterness  and 
I  hostility.    But  if  rigid  and  fixed  rules  were 
'  to  be  laid  down,  the  very  interpretation  of 
I  those  rules  must  lejul  to  disputes ;  bitter 
feelings  would  be  excited;  and,  so  far  from 
putting  an  end  to  the  difficulties,  that  very 
provision  for  m  doing  would  increase  them^ 
If  this  commission  was  to  exist  for  only  a 
short  time,   it   could  not   lay   down  rules 
which  would  he  of  any  value.   By  the  rules 
of  the  ancient  constitution  of  this  country^ 
and  by  opinions  held  so  far  back  as  the 
reign  of  Charles  II.,  if  there  were  freedom 
at   all  hi  a  colony,  it  ought  to  have  iu 
I  council  and   its    representative   assembly^ 
'  and  a  governor  representing  the  Crown, 
That  was  the  constitution,  generally  speak- 
ing, for  the  colonies;  and  if  they  had  that, 
all  other  rules  would  follow  from  such  a 
constitution.    But  if  be  found  that  in  Aus- 
tralia, for  instance,  an   opinion   prevailed 
for  an  assembly,  partly  composed  of  the 
nominees  of  the  Crown,  and  partly  of  the 
popular  representatives,    he  would  rather 
see  that  form   working  harmoniously  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  people,  than  enforce 
one  upon  them   which   was  repugnant  to 
their   feelings.      His  belief  was,  that  all 
questions  of  administration  were  to  be  de* 
cided  in  the  first  place  by  having  certain 
fixed  principles;  hut,  in  the  next  place,  by 
not   using   those   principles  as   invariable 
rules,  but  by  adapting  them  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  in  which  those  prin- 
ciples were  to  he  applied.     No   man  who 
had  considered  politics  had  como  to  a  dif- 
ferent conclusion.     The  man  who  perhaps 
had  written  with  the  most  force,  with  al- 
most mathematical  precision,  and  with  the 
greatest  beauty  of  language^  on  questions 
of  politics,  declared  at  tlie  end  of  his  life^ 
that  politics,  after  all,  was  but  the  science 
of   circumstances    and  modifications  j  and 
that  the  particular  questions  to  which  rules 
were    to  be   applied,    and    the   particular 
countries  in  which   laws  were  to  be  intro- 
duced, were  to  be  considered  by  the  states- 
man, and  not  solely  according  to  any  ab- 
stract theory*     If  he   was  right  in  this. 
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there  would  be  little  use  in  appointing  this 
commission  for  th,e  purpose  of  laying  down 
abstract  rules  for  colonial  government.  Ab- 
stract rules,  moreover,  laid  down  for  some 
thirty  or  forty  colonies,  inhabited  by  dif- 
ferent people,  and  acting  according  to  dif- 
ferent customs,  must  fail  of  their  intended 
effect.  He  could  not  conceive  how  the 
House  would  obtain  any  satisfaction,  or 
that  responsibility  to  which  they  were  en- 
titled, if  they  were  to  have  a  commission 
appointed  to  give  an  opinion  on  these  mul- 
tifarious questions.  If  the  Secretary  of 
State  differed  from  these  iivo  gentlemen, 
they  would  have  no  responsibility,  and  the 
Government  would  have  none,  and  all  re- 
sponsibility would  vanish  between  them. 
There  being  so  many  difficulties  in  colonial 
government,  and  so  many  questions  upon 
it  having  arisen  of  late  years,  he  could  not 
wonder  that  the  present  Motion  should 
have  found  favour  in  that  House.  It 
would,  however,  have  been  a  different 
matter  if  a  commission  had  been  proposed 
to  inquire  into  some  particular  question, 
such  as,  for  example,  that  of  the  waste 
lands.  Questions  of  this  nature  were  fit 
for  a  commission,  and  upon  such  he  should 
not  interpose  any  opposition;  but  with  re- 
gard to  the  general  colonial  government, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  better  to  leave  it  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  responsible  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  subject  afterwards  to  the 
control  and  supervision  of  Parliament. 
That  was  the  free  constitution  of  this 
country.  Then  he  was  told  it  was  incon- 
convenient  to  have  changes  of  policy. 
That  was  true.  There  was  no  chance 
more  inconvenient  than  a  change  in  our 
foreign  policy.  A  change  in  the  opinion 
of  that  House,  which  made  it  necessary 
for  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  re- 
sign, brought  another  Minister  into  that 
department,  though  there  was  no  part  of 
our  policy  in  which  it  was  more  important 
to  have  a  steady  political  bearing.  The 
Emperor  of  Russia  had  a  great  advantage 
in  this  respect,  because,  from  the  year 
1815  to  1849,  he  had  but  one  Foreign 
Minister,  who  had  held  continually  the 
same  language,  followed  the  same  policy, 
and  treated  all  foreign  Powers  according 
to  that  invariable  and  unchangeable  policy. 
He  had  thus  a  great  advantage  over  us  in 
this.  The  case  was  similar  with  regard  to 
our  colonial  policy.  And  if  it  were  the 
case  with  regard  to  our  colonial  and  foreign 
policy,  so  it  was  with  many  other  depart- 
ments of  the  Government  of  this  country. 
But  if  we  meant  to  have  a  free  and  not  a 


despotic  Government,  we  must  be  content 
to  pay  this  price  for  the  advantage.  We 
must  not  think,  by  setting  up  four  gentle- 
men of  different  politics,  perhaps,  and  one 
learned  umpire,  who  had  possibly  written 
upon  political  science,  to  ensure  that  sta- 
bility and  that  unchangeableness  of  cha- 
racter which  did  not  belong  to  the  charac- 
ter of  our  institutions,  but  which  were 
properly  applicable  to  arbitrary  and  des- 
potic governments,  and  which,  moreover, 
we  could  not  attain  without  sacrificing  that 
which  we  prized  more  dearly  than  the  ad- 
vantage now  sought  for.  He  said,  then, 
that  the  best  thing  the  House  could  do 
with  regard  to  colonial  policy— having  in 
a  great  degree  departed  in  the  last  few 
years  from  the  ancient  colonial  policy  of 
the  countiy — was  to  enlarge  the  freedom 
of  the  colonies,  and  to  give  them  greater 
powers  for  governing  themselves.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  either,  that  a  Colonial 
Secretary,  or  a  commission  sitting  in  some 
other  street  than  Downing-street,  could,  at 
such  a  distance  of  place,  govern  in  a  man- 
ner the  most  satisfactory  to  the  colonies. 
It  was  to  the  operation  of  the  principle  of 
self-government  that  he  trusted  for  the 
future  prosperity  of  the  colonies.  By  so 
doing,  no  new  principle  would  be  intro- 
duced. No  principle  would  be  introduced 
at  variance  with  our  free  constitution. 
There  would  be  nothing  to  lead  to  discord 
in  the  Executive  Government;  but  we 
should  be  resting  upon  the  ancient  prin- 
ciples of  colonisation  which  our  forefathers 
aaopted,  and  be  acting  in  conformity  with 
the  constitution  that  we  prized  in  this 
country,  and  which  attached  our  colonies 
to  this  country  as  an  example  of  freedom. 

Sir  W.  MOLESWORTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  did  not  insist  upon  the  exact 
terms  of  his  Motion.  If  they  were  too 
comprehensive,  he  was  willing  to  modify 
them,  so  that  the  object  would  be  more 
clearly  defined.  He  really  believed  that 
such  a  commission  would  be  a  public  ad- 
vantage both  to  the  colonies  and  the  mo- 
ther country. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  89;  Noes 
163:  Majority  74. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Adair,  U.  E. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Alcock.  T. 
Baillie,  11.  J. 
Bankcs,  G. 
Barrlngton,  Visct. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G«  F. 


Blair,  S. 
Brackley,  Visct. 
Bright,  J. 
Broadwood,  II. 
Bromley,  li. 
Brown.  W. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
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CUj.J. 
Cobden,  R. 

Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  II.  S. 
Dodd,  G. 
Donglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Dancan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  G. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Fagan,  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fox,  W.J. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Greene,  J. 
Grogan,  £. 
Ilaggitt,  F.  R. 
Uervey,  Lord  A. 
Ueywood,  J. 
Ileywortli,  L. 
Horsraan,  £. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mo&tt,  G. 
Monsell,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Napier,  J. 
Osborne,  R. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pearson,  G. 


Pecbell,  Capi. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Portal,  M. 
Powlott,  Lord  W. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
St.  George,  G. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  G. 
Soott,  hon.  F. 
Seaham,  Visct. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smollett,  A. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thicknesso,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Gol. 
Thompson,  G. 
ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walpole,  S.  n. 
Walter,  J. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Whitmore,  T.  G. 
Wodohouse,  £. 
Wood.  W.  P. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S, 
Wvld,  J. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Hume,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Blackall.  S.  W. 
BUke,  M.  J. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brand,  T. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brotherton»  J. 
'Bruce.  C.  L.  C. 
Bunbarr,  £.  II. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
CampbeU.  hon.  W.  F. 
CardweU,  E. 
Carter.  J.  B. 

<rendt9h.  hon.  C.  C. 
idish.  W.  G. 
W.J. 
^hen.  F. 


Chohnely,  Sir  M. 
Coke,  hon.  £.  K. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.  £. 
ColvHe,  C.  R. 
CorbaUy,  M.  E. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Curteis,  H.  M. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Darie.  Sir  II.  R.  F. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duff,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundis.  Sir  D. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Enfiefd,  Visct. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fergus.  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
FitzPatrick.rt.hu.  J.  W. 
Foley,  J.  H.  U. 
Fordyee,  A.  D. 
Fortescuo,  hon.  J.  W. 
Frvostun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 


Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvcnor,  Earl 
Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Ilawcs,  B. 
Ilay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  Vf,  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Ileathcoat,  J. 
Ileathcote,  G.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hobhoii8e,rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhousc,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  J.  L. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  U. 
Jerris,  Sir  J. 
Keppcl,  hon.  G.  T. 
Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lomon,  Sir  G. 
I^wis,  G.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Locke,  J. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Maitland,  T. 
Martin,  S. 
Matheson,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mitehell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgravc,  Earl  of 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  T. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 


Ord,W. 
Oswald,  A. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget.  Lord  A. 
Ptfet,  Lord  C. 
PaUnentoD,  Visei. 
Parker,  J. 
Perfect,  R. 
Power,  Dr. 
Prioe,  Sir  R. 
PiMey,  P. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rioardo,  O. 
Rich,H. 

Robartea,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly.  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J, 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfiird,  A. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Somerville,rt.hii.  SirW. 
Sunifteld,  W.  B.  0. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
SUunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.M. 
Talfourd,  Sorj. 
Tennison,  E.  K, 
Thomeley,  T. 
ToUemache,  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townahend,  Capi. 
Tynte,  Gol.  C.  J.  K. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
ViTUn,  J.  H. 
Watkina,  GoL  L. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wert,  F.  R. 
Willcox,  B.  ML 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 


Tufiiell,  H. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


The  House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 
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By  Lord  Jamai  Stuart,  firom  Ayr,  againat  Am 
(Scotland)  Bill  t  and  from  Irrine.  HM"t  Ite 
Towns  (Scotland)  and  the  PubUe  Health  (Scotlnnd)  I 
and  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Roads  and 
Scotland.— By  Mr.  Oetavius  Morgan,  Aon  1 
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-r-By  Mr.  Frpren,  ttaja  CUre,  for  Encounigeiaent  to 
Schools  in  Connexion  with  the  Church  Education  Society 
for  Ireland.— By  Sir  G.  Grey,  ftom  Dudley,  respecting 
Accident*.  A(C.  in  Mines.— By  Mr.  J.  ToUeinache,  from 
the  Congieton  Union,  for  a  Superannuation  Fund  for 
Poor  Law  Officers,— By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  from  Mary- 
lebone,  tor  Inquiry  respecting  the  Metropolitan  Police.— 
By  CapUin  Dalrymple,  fVom  Ayr,  against  the  Removal 
of  the  Post  Office  Packet  Sution  from  Portpatrick.— By 
Mr.  Pearson,  ftom  Hoxton.  for  the  Consideration  of  a 
Petition  presented  on  S5th  May.  suggesting  an  improved 
System  of  Prison  Pisciplioe.— By  Mr.  Ileald,  from  seve- 
ral Places  in  Cheshire,  for  the  Protection  of  Women  Bill. 
— By  Mr.  Haggitt,  Arom  Clehonger,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr.  Reynolds,  ttom  Roscrea, 
for  as  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  Spirits  (Irelimd). 

PRISON  DISCIPLINE— ADJOURNED 
DEBATE. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  BBOTIIERTON  begged  to  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity  of  making  a 
few  remarks  on  the  extent  of  crime  in  this 
country,  }ta  enormous  cost,  and  the  neces- 
sity of  some  means  being  adopted  to  check 
its  further  increase.  Various  modes  of 
prison  discipline  had  been  adopted,  but 
still  tho  great  problem  remained  to  be 
solved,  as  to  what  was  the  most  effectual 
means  of  preventing  the  increase  of  crime. 
Crime  kept  increasing,  notwithstanding  all 
the  improvements  in  prison  discipline;  and 
of  course  its  cost  kept  increasing.  All 
persons  admitted  the  connexion  between 
ignorance,  poverty,  and  crime.  According  to 
the  returns  which  ha4  been  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House,  there  were  in  the  united 
l^ingdom  3,500,000  paupers,  and  200,000 
criminals — that  was  so  say,  one  in  seven 
or  eight  of  the  population  was  a  pauper,  and 
one  in  133  was  a  criminal.  The  commitr 
tals  had  increased,  since  1836,  in  England, 
44  per  cent;  in  Scotland,  68  per  cent,  and 
in  Ireland  61  per  cent.  There  must  be  a 
cause  for  this.  He  believed  that  not  much 
short  of  2,000,000^.  a  year  were  spent  in 
punishing  crime ;  but  they  made  very  few 
efforts  for  the  prevention  of  crime.  Heavy 
taxation  produced  poverty,  and  poverty 
led  to  crime.  It  seemed  to  be  generally 
imagined  that  there  were  no  other  means 
of  checking  the  evil,  but  of  making  more 
workhouses  for  more  poverty,  and  more 
cells  fop  more  crime.  But  what  were  the 
ohief  causes  of  poverty,  crime,  and  disease? 
Judges,  magistrates,  physicians,  chaplains 
of  gaols,  and  inspectors  of  prisons,  all  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  that  two-thirds  of  the 
poverty,  nine-tenths  of  the  crime,  and  half 
the  diseases,  were  produced  by  drunken- 
ness— that  this  vice  was  more  ruinous  to 
the  labouring  classes  of  society  than  all 
other  evils  put  together.  In  1848  the 
Amount  of  the.  duties  on  spirits,  wine  to^- 


baccQ,  and  malt,  was  19,000,000^  Here, 
therefore,  was  the  great  source  of  all  th^ 
misery.  The  country  expended  at  least 
60,000,000^.  a  year  in  intoxicating  liquorsi 
a  sum  equal  to  the  total  amount  of  all  th^ 
exports  from  the  united  kingdom.  It  ap« 
peared  absurd  that  for  every  pound*s  worth 
of  goods  they  exported,  they  drank  half  % 
gallon  of  spirits.  In  great  towns,  every 
poor  man*s  dwelling  was  encircled  with 
ginshops  and  beerhouses,  from  which  he 
could  hardly  escape.  This  was  the  great 
source  of  the  evil ;  and  till  they  struck  at 
this  great  source  of  crime,  all  their  effort^ 
at  improving  prison  discipline,  and  the 
enormous  sums  they  spent  for  that  purpose, 
would  be  unavailing.  No  person  could  say 
that  intoxicating  drinks  were  necessary  for 
the  sustenance  of  life:  indeed  they  were 
positively  injurious.  If,  then,  the  higher 
classes  would  only  aet  an  example,  and 
give  encouragement  to  temperance  so- 
cieties, he  had  no  doubt  tho  best  effects 
would  follow,  and  that  a  great  expenditure 
of  money  on  account  of  their  criminals 
would  be  saved  to  the  country. 

Sib  H.  HALFORD  said,  that  haying 
been  a  visiting  magistrate  of  the  county 
which  he  represented,  he  wished  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  this  subject.  Prior 
to  1844*  in  that  county  considerable  alarm 
was  excited  by  the  continual  and  rapid  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  prisoners,  and  it 
was  thought  it  must  in  some  way  bo  con- 
nected with  the  crowded  state  of  the  then 
house  of  correction,  and  the  imperfeot 
state  of  the  prison  discipline.  A  prison 
on  the  separate  system  was  then  built, 
constructed  for  274  prisoners,  and  was 
opened  in  April,  1845.  The  old  prison 
was  left  for  the  foma)e  prisoners.  The 
effect  of  that  system  had  been  such,  that 
the  number  of  prisoners  was  reduced,  an4 
now,  in  the  new  prison,  not  only  could 
they  accommodate  the  women,  but  could 
receive  100  Government  convicts.  The 
governor  of  the  gaol,  who  was  at  first  ad- 
verse to  the  separate  system,  now  acknow- 
ledged its  efficacy.  He  admitted  the  ne- 
cessity of  a  punitive  system,  and  the  sepa- 
rate system  was  so.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  laid  great  stress  upon  hard 
labour.  It  was  not  incompatible  with  that 
system;  and,  acting  on  the  principle  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  those 
prisoners  who  would  not  work  should  not 
eat,  there  was  a  crank  machine  in  the 
prison  he  spoke  of,  which  showed  the  num- 
ber of  revolutions  made  in  their  labour, 
and  until  a  certain  number  was  produced. 
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they  liad  nothing  to  eat.  Undoubtedly, 
for  reformation  a  certain  period  of  coniine* 
ment  was  necessary;  but  even  for  short 
periods,  if  the  separate  system  could  not 
eficct  that  end,  it  prevented  contamination* 
There  were  niaixj  persons  interested  in 
this  question  who  were  anxious  for  inquiry; 
and  ho  should,  therefore,  movej  as  an 
Ame«dmeut»  that  a  Select  Committee  he 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Bystera  of 
prison  discipline-  Whether  Buch  a  Corn- 
mi  tttee  could,  at  that  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, enter  into  a  satisfactory  inquiry  was 
another  question,  hut  he  thought  it  desir- 
able that  such  an  inquiry  should  bo  made. 
Amendment  proposed — 

*'  To  leave  uut  from  the  word  *  inquire,'  to  the 
end  of  tbo  Qucation,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
*  into  tho  ay  stem  of  PrisoQ  Disci  pliiio  at  present 
applied  to  Prisoners  in  t'unfiiiL^meitt  in  Engl  and.'  ** 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out,  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 

Mr.  FREWEN  said,  that  with  refer- 
ence to  tho  caso  of  the  gaol  mentioned  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire,  he  could  state  that  it  was 
a  notorious  faet  that  before  tho  alteration 
took  phico,  and  tho  separate  system  was 
adopted,  the  discipline  of  the  old  gaoi  was 


cnnvinced  that  the  separate  system,  if  ju- 
diciously carried  out,  would  prove  more 
eeononiienl  and  more  reformatory  of  the 
criminal  than  the  okl  or  associated  system. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  expressing 
his  dcternnnation  to  support  the  Amende 
ment 

ViscocNT  MAHON  said,  the  present 
was  a  striking  iustancc  of  the  inconve- 
nience arising'  from  a  long  interval  in  the 
adjournment  of  a  debate.  They  were 
now  discussing  a  Motion  made  si:c  ireeka 
ago  ;  and,  under  such  circumstances,  he 
did  not  think  the  debate  could  be  carried 
ou  iu  a  satisfactory  manner.  He  thought 
it  was  impossible  to  advert  to  the  subject 
of  prison  discipline  without  congratulating 
themselves  on  the  very  great  and  progres- 
sive improvement  which  had  taken  place 
of  late  years.  Very  great  praise  was  due 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  and  also 
to  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  his  prede- 
cessor. But  there  was  something  still 
more  entitled  to  praise ;  he  meant  tho 
system  of  inspection  and  of  frequent  re- 
turns to  that  House,  which  was  such  that, 
even  if  a  Secretary  of  State  should  be 
less  attentive  to  that  branch  of  his  duty 
thun  the  two   right   hon.  Gentlemen,    he 


exceedingly  had.   He  beheved  that  many  of  j  would  find  it  impossible  to  neglect  or  fail 


the  borough  gaols  were  in  a  very  improper 
state,  and  he  shouhl  therefore  give  his 
support  to  an  inquiry  into  tliis  subject. 

Mr.  Aldluman  SIDNEY  said,  his  prin- 
cipal objection  to  the  plan  of  the  lion. 
Member  for  Lambeth  was  this.  He  know 
gf  no  system  of  spado  husbandry  which 
could  bo  adopted  ^vhich  would  have  tho 
effect  of  dissociating  criminals  in  the  gaols. 
There  was  nothing  so  prolific  of  crime  in 
this  country  as  the  present  unsatisfactory 
state  of  prison  diaciphne ;  and  it  was 
scarcely  possible  to  conceive  tho  nuo^ber 
of  pickpockets,  robbers,  and  burglars  who 
were  turned  out  of  tho  gaols  in  London, 


altogether  in  the  performance  of  this  duty. 
The  present  state  of  prison  discipline  was 
not  altogether  satisfactory;  the  want  of ,a 
good  classification  of  prisoners  was  in  par- 
ticular greatly  felt,  and  was  producing 
serious  evils.  Some  apparently  well* 
grounded  complaints  had  been  made  of 
the  great  and  unexpected  expense  which 
the  construction  of  the  new  prisons  bad 
caused ;  but  if  they  wished  to  classify 
and  separate  prisoners,  they  must  go  to 
greater  expense  in  building  prisons.  He 
considered  that  many  trivial  matters  were 
introduced  itito  the  reports  of  the  prisou 
inspectors,  which,  when   printed,  were   a 


The  separate  system  had  been  ohjectcd  to  I  mere  waste  of  the  money  of  the  country 


on  the  ground  of  expense.  Now,  he  found 
that  the  average  expense  iu  six  prisons, 
for  which  returns  had  been  made,  was 
371.  I2s,  per  head  under  the  associated 
system,  whilst  under  the  separate  system 
tho  expense  was  only  24^,  4jf.,  thus  show- 
ing the  cost  of  the  old  system  to  exceed 
the  other  by  50  per  cent.  Under  the  as- 
sociated system  tho  prisoners  became  more 
and  more  degraded  ;  whilst  under  tho  so- 


and  the  time  of  that  House.  As  an  in- 
stance he  might  allege  the  report  of  the 
prison  of  Kingston-upon-HuU,  laid  befom 
the  House  in  1840,  when  the  Marquess 
of  Normanby  was  Secretary  of  State.  In 
that  report  it  was  stated  that  the  prison* 
era  were  in  the  habit  of  receiving  lettera 
from  theb'  friends  without,  Now  that 
might  be  a  fact  of  importance  to  make 
known,  and  possibly  to  deal  with;    but  the 


parate  system  a  restiaint  was  placed  upon  '  report  in  f|ucstion  went  on  also  to  insert 
their  actions,  and  they  were  prevented  precise  copies  of  the  letters  referred  to, 
Irom  contaminating  others.     He  was  quite  |  carefully   preserving    all   their   faults    of 
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spelling  and  inaccuracies  of  language. 
These  letters  were  all  of  the  most  trivial 
character.  Thus,  for  example,  one  begins 
as  follows :  **  Friend,  tliis  comes  with  my 
respects  to  you ;  I  send  you  a  pound  of 
tobacco,  and  I  hope  you  will  enjoy  your- 
self." But  it  was  not  merely  prose;  ef- 
fusions in  verse  also,  or  at  least  in  rhyme, 
thus  received  by  prisoners,  were  thought 
worthy  the  deliberate  attention  of  the 
Legislature !  Hero  are  some  of  the 
lines : — 

"  My  dear  soldier  lad, 

For  you  I'm  very  sad, 

But  pray  do  you  no  more  desert. 

For  if  you  do  you'll  break  my  heart." 

He  (Lord  Mahon)  acknowledged  most 
readily  that  in  the  reports  of  later  years 
there  was  less  of  trivial  matter  introduced, 
but  still  there  was  no  little  room  for 
further  improvement  in  that  respect.  He 
felt  the  more  bound  to  advert  to  this 
topic  as  being  himself  a  member  of  the 
Printing  Committee.  The  Printing  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  had  no  discretion 
relative  to  the  printing  of  these  prison  re- 
ports, which  depended  upon  the  Secretary 
of  State.  He  would  suggest  that  they 
might  be  in  future  much  abridged  by  the 
omission  of  points  of  no  importance,  so 
that  in  future  hon.  Members  might  not 
be  deterred  from  the  perusal  of  such 
voluminous  documents.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
had  overlooked  the  practical  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  self-supporting  prisons;  and  he 
would  vote  against  his  Motion  if  that  hon. 
Member  called  for  a  division.  To  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  he  felt  more 
favourably  disposed,  believing  that  such 
an  inquiry  might  be  a  very  useful  one. 
But  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  appoint  a  Committee  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session.  Such  an  inquiry 
must  necessarily  be  a  protracted  one,  and 
to  enter  upon  it  now  would  be  to  com- 
mence it  when  Members  were  leaving 
town,  when  a  prorogation  would  shortly 
take  place,  and  when  the  inquiry  must  be 
almost  immediately  postponed.  Ho  re- 
commended his  hon.  Friend,  therefore, 
not  to  press  his  Amendment  at  present, 
and  to  bring  it  before  the  House  at  the 
opening  of  the  next  Session. 

Mr.  BECKETT  DENISON  regarded 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
as  in  reality  an  attack  upon  the  separate 
system  of  imprisonment  which  had  been 
adopted  in  the  English  prisons.     In  his 


own  county,  two  years  ago,  the  visiting 
justices  of  the  West  Riding  reported  that 
the  change  to  the  separate  system  had 
been  attended  by  a  great  improvement  in 
the  character  of  the  prisoners,  and  that  it 
was  not  necessary  to  punish  them  so  often. 
The  diminished  per  centage  of  recommit- 
tals under  the  separate  system  had  also 
been  most  satisfactory.  The  report  of  the 
visiting  justices  for  the  past  year  confirmed 
the  statement  in  the  former  report,  that 
the  separate  system  had  led  to  a  most  re- 
markable decrease  of  prison  punishment. 
Unless  some  better  system  could  be  pointed 
out,  he  strongly  advocated  the  carrying 
out  of  the  separate  system  throughout  the 
kingdom.  It  was  true  that  the  prisons 
had  caused  an  immense  expenditure,  and 
that  the  county  rates  for  the  last  six  or 
seven  years  had  been  enormously  in- 
creased ;  but  they  had  been  increased  by 
the  necessity  of  building  those  prisons, 
because,  unless  the  necessary  accommoda- 
tion were  provided,  the  separate  system 
could  not  be  carried  out.  But  the  increase 
incurred  during  the  last  three  or  four  years 
would  not  go  on  for  all  time,  but  was  in 
its  nature  temporary.  He  felt  bound  to 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  judicious  conduct 
of  the  Secretaries,  of  State  during  the  last 
ten  years  upon  subjects  connected  with 
prison  discipline.  He  believed  that  they 
had  been  walking  in  the  right  direction, 
and  if  the  magistrates  would  not  grudge 
the  money  spent  in  building  these  prisons, 
and  in  adopting  a  good  system,  he  believed 
they  would  go  on  decreasing  crime.  But 
if  they  sent  boys  or  young  persons  to  pri- 
son, and  did  not  keep  them  separate,  they 
would  come  out  of  prison  worse  than  they 
went  in.  He  trusted  that  the  Home  Se- 
cretary would  not  yield  any  thing  in  re- 
spect of  the  separate  system,  and  that  he 
would  meet  the  Motion  by  a  direct  nega- 
tive. He  would  recommend  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  up  this  question  early  next 
Session,  because  it  would  be  absurd  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  in  July  to  go  into  such 
a  subject.  Here  would  be  ample  food  for 
the  best  Committee  they  could  form,  and 
their  inquiry  must  last  some  weeks,  if 
they  were  to  produce  a  report  worth  read- 
ing. 

Mr.  HARRIS  said,  that  the  borough 
justices  of  Leicester  had  found  a  great 
percentage  of  recommittals  among  the 
persons  imprisoned  in  the  borough  gaol, 
and  a  very  small  proportion  in  the  case  of 
the  same  class  of  offenders  when  they  were 
committed  to  the  county  gaol,  where  the 
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separate  system  was  in  force.  The  con- 
fietiuence  was,  tliat  tho  borough  justices 
were  about  to  introduce  the  separate 
system  into  the  boroui^fli  ^&o\  of  Leicester. 
Mil,  ROBERT  PALMER  re^rartled  the 
Motion  of  the  hoii*  Gentleiiiau  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liimbeth  as  a  prtJiJusitjon  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committeo  to  inqiure 
into  some  phm  of  pneon  dlsfipline  of  hia 
own  and  of  his  friends.  With  regard  to 
Keadinggaol,  the  visiting  m  agist  rates  were 
desirous  of  the  most  rigid  and  searcliing 
inquiry  into  the  management  and  expenrlt- 
ture  of  that  gaoh  He  ha4l  been  favouied 
by  a  visiting  magistrate,  who  took  an  ac* 
live  share  iii  tlie  disciphne  of  that  gao! 
(Mr.  Merry),  with  a  return  showing  the 
effect  of  the  prison  discipline  there.  The 
return  gave  a  comparative  view^  of  the 
Htate  of  crime  in  Berks,  as  shown  by  the 
number  and  gross  expense  of  prosecutions 
at  assizes  and  sessiouB  dining  the  four 
years  before  and  the  foui'  years  uftor  the 
estabhfihment  of  rehgious  in^itruetion  as 
the  bnsifi  of  corrective  discipUue.  During 
what  Mr.  Merry  called  the  **  treadmill 
period/*  from  1841  to  LS44,  the  prisoners 
for  trial  were  736,  and  the  expenses  of 
prosecution  0,5271.  During  the  ijeriod  of 
religious  instruction »  from  1845  to  1848, 
the  prisoners  for  trial  were  Qodt  and  the 
expengea  of  prosecution  aiuounted  to 
8,257i.  Thus  the  reduction  of  expense 
in  the  latter  period  had  been  1,270/.,  and 
the  diminution  in  the  number  of  prisoners 
Bl.  To  this  saving  of  1,270^*,  Mr.  Merry 
claimed  to  add  what  must  have  been  the 
cost  of  prison  maintenance  before  and  after 
trial  of  SI  more  prisoners  at  an  average 
af  six  months  eaciu  and  wliich  made  a 
financial  saving  of  2;20U.  The  expendi- 
ture for  Reading  and  Abingdon  gaoU  dur- 
ing the  same  period,  bad  been,  from  iS41 
to  1844,  14,986^.;  from  1845  to  1848, 
i6,148L  The  increase  in  the  latter  period 
was  to  be  deducted  from  the  above  decrease, 
viz.,  1,162?<»  leaving  a  financial  saving 
of  1,036^,,  or  an  average  reduction  per 
annum  of  2GUL  In  the  above  calcuhitiouB 
Mr.  Merry  had  observed  a  Ftrictly  compa- 
rative view,  and  no  Treasuiy  alluwnncc 
had  been  taken  into  account.  Tbe  hou. 
Member  for  Lambeth  would,  therefore,  sec 
that  there  were  two  sides  to  this  4|ues&ion, 
which  iva.s  for  that  reason  a  proper  subject 
for  inquiry.  It  wus  the  desire  of  the  gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  gaols  of  Berk- 
shire and  tlie  neighbouring  counties,  that 
an  inquiry  sliouid  take  place^  and  that  if  u 
better  mode  could  bo  suggested,  it  shoulil 
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he  substituted  for  that  now  in  praotico. 
But  he  did  not  wish  to  see  a  system  that 
had  worked  well,  and  which  he  believed  ti 
be  far  superior  to  any  otlier  yet  tried  fofi 
the  reformation  of  prisoners »  run  down  by 
public  meetings,  such  as  that  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  had  attended, 
upon  statements  whicli  were  not  to  bo  al- 
together taken  for  granted,  although  tbeji 
might  be  worthy  of  inqtiiry.  A  Committer 
to  iu{|uire  into  the  general  subject,  would 
be  a  muck  more  extended  Motion,  and  ti 
would  not  prechuio  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  from  giving  evidence  before  tho 
Committee  to  prove  that  this  plan  would  be 
more  advantageous  and  less  expensive  than 
any  yet  adopted.  But  at  least  let  both 
sides  of  the  question  beciauiined  into.  He 
was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  fof_ 
South  Leicestershire  was  the  best  lUodM 
of  meeting  this  question,  unless  tho  boo* 
Member  for  Lurnbetli  would  follow  tlie 
more  advisable  course  of  withdrawing  bi| 
Motion,  and  allowing  it  to  stand  over  faf 
coniaideration  until  next  Session,  when  the 
Government  would  probably  not  he  dis- 
inclined to  institute  such  an  inquiry  tbenj- 
selves,  which  would,  no  doubt,  be  fairly 
conducted,  and  would  give  satisfaction  to 
his  (Mr.  Palmer *s)  brother  magistrates  aud 
constituents* 

Silt  G.  GREY  said,  that  as  be  had  aU 
ready  addressed  tho  House  at  some  length 
in  answer  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth,  and  as  he  had  stated  the 
grounds  on  which  he  thought  that  it  would 
he  inexpedient  to  appoint  a  Committee 
in  the  terms  proposed,  he  would  net 
enter  at  large  into  the  general  quustion^ 
but  would  confine  himself  chiefly  to  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  moved,  aud 
to  some  observations  upon  one  or  two 
remarks  which  bad  fallen  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  course  of  the  discussion.  He 
could  not  but  express  the  gratifioation 
which  he  felt  at  the  testimony  which  had 
been  borne  to  the  value  and  advantage  of 
the  separate  system  of  imprisonment,  whieli 
had  now  stood  the  test  of  several  yearf* j 
experieiice,  sinoe  its  first  introduction 
Pentonville  prison,  on  the  reeonimendation* 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  thp 
Treasury^  at  that  time  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department.  It  was  very 
gratifying  to  find  tliat  so  many  Gentlemen 
who  hiid  had  practical  experience  of  the 
working  of  that  system,  spuke  so  higblj-  of 
its  value.  He  would  tli^reforq  only  «ay  of 
it,  th;it  it  WA$  a  system  which,  though  uqi 
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perfect,  and  requiring  very  careful  super- 
vision, combined  more  effectually  than  any 
other  the  two  important  principles  of  deter- 
ring from  crime,  and  reforming  offenders. 
Great  alarm  had  been  excited  about  the 
supposed  expense  of  the  prisons  constructed 
under  the  new  system;  and  since  he  last 
addressed  the  House  on  this  subject,  he  had 
obtained  the  comparative  cost  of  building 
prisons  under  the  old  and  new  systems, 
from  which  he  found  that  the  expenditure 
was  less  under  the  new  system  than  the 
old.  For  example,  York  Castle,  which 
had  been  referred  to,  was  erected  many 
years  ago,  and  was  built  at  an  expense  of 
l,200i.  per  cell.  Millbank  Penitentiary 
was  built  at  an  expense  of  5001.  per  coll, 
and  Maidstone  Gaol  and  Westminster 
House  of  Correction  at  a  cost  of  300^  per 
cell;  but  these  were  all  built  previously  to 
the  introduction  of  the  separate  system  of 
imprisonment.  Reading  Gaol,  of  which  so 
much  had  been  said,  cost  only  200/.  per 
cell;  and  prisons  had  been  built  at  Birming- 
ham, Manchester  and  Leeds,  and  one  was 
now  building  in  Hampshire,  the  average 
cost  of  which  was  from  140^.  to  150^,  per 
£cll.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  might  be 
fairly  said  that  the  expense  of  building  pri- 
Bons  was  smaller  under  the  new  than  under 
the  old  system.  A  comparison  had  been 
made  by  the  worthy  Alderman  between 
the  expenses  of  six  prisons  under  the  old, 
and  six  prisons  under  the  new  system, 
and  there  was  a  difference  of  50  per 
cent  in  favour  of  the  new.  With  regard 
to  the  Amendment,  he  considered  that  an 
inquiry  into  the  system  now  adopted  in  the 
difterent  prisons  of  England  and  Wales, 
which,  he  thought,  was  not  so  uniform  as 
it  ought  to  be,  was  a  very  fair  subject  for 
Parliamentary  investigation.  At  the  same 
time  he  thought  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  postpone  such  an  investigation  at  pre- 
sent, as  the  House  had  already  commenced 
morning  sittings,  and  a  few  weeks  would 
terminate  the  Session  of  Parliament,  In 
the  next  Session  he  should  have  no  sort  of 
objection  to  such  an  inquiry,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  of  very  great  advantage.  At 
present  ho  hoped  that  the  House  would  ne- 
gative the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth,  and  not  accede  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committco  during  the  present 
Session. 

Mr,  HUME  believed  there  was  scarcely 
a  gaoler  of  long  standing  with  whom  he 
had  not  communicated  respecting  the 
efficacy  of  prison  discipline,  and  they  al- 
most all  doubted  the  beneficial  result  of 


imprisonment  in  reforming  criminals  at 
all.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  they 
could  not  reform  prisoners  by  the  adop- 
tion of  any  system  of  prison  discipline. 
He  agreed  that  prisons  were,  in  many 
respects,  improved,  but  they  were  too 
often  making  palaces  of  them;  and  he 
believed  that  the  tendency  of  a  mawkish 
sympathy  for  and  attention  to  criminals, 
rather  tended  to  encourage  than  to  check 
crime.  The  best  plan  was,  to  enable 
these  persons  to  take  care  of  themselves, 
and  prevent  them  from  ever  coming  upon 
the  calendar  of  crime.  If  Parhament 
and  the  Government  would  not  take  mea- 
sures to  send  boys  and  girls  abroad  as 
emigrants  at  the  public  expense,  they 
must  be  prepared  to  incur  the  cost  of 
sending  them  abroad  as  criminals,  and 
at  a  greater  waste  of  money.  There  was 
a  third  course,  one  far  better  and  far 
more  economical,  much  the  cheapest  and 
best  of  all — that  of  educating  them.  It 
had  now  become,  as  he  thought,  per- 
fectly evident  that  the  duty  of  the  Legis- 
lature was  to  educate  the  youth  of  this 
country,  with  their  own  consent  and  that 
of  their  parents,  if  possible,  but  to  edu- 
cate them  at  all  events.  If  they  hoped 
to  prevent  crime,  education  must  be 
made  compulsory.  It  had  at  length  be- 
come but  too  manifest  that  youthful  pri- 
soners were  not  improved  by  prison  dis- 
cipline— at  least  not  improved  to  the  ex- 
tent that  was  necessary  for  the  preven- 
tion of  crime.  He  knew  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  given  much  at- 
tention to  the  subject  which  had  that  day 
been  brought  under  their  notice ;  but* 
though  he  had  given  much  time  to  it,  and 
though  on  the  present  occasion  he  was  not 
likely  to  accomplish  all  that  he  might  de- 
sire, yet  when  there  was  a  prospect  that 
the  matter  would  be  taken  up  by  the  Go^ 
vernmont  itself,  or  at  all  events  supported 
by  them,  in  the  first  week  of  the  ensuing 
Session,  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  now  think  it  necessary  to  press 
the  question  any  further.  In  the  course  of 
the  next  Session  they  might  hope  for  ^ 
deliberate  and  careful  inquiry;  he  should 
therefore  advise  his  hon.  Friend  for  the 
present  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  im- 
mediately after  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  he  would  find  to  be  the  fitting 
time  to  consider  what  should  be  the  course 
of  inquiry  to  be  pursued.  Although  he 
felt  very  strongly  the  necessity  of  compuU 
sory  education,  yet  he  would  by  no  means 
interfere  with  the  religious  feelings  of  any 
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claims  of  til c  commimitv;  he  woultl  allow  all 
nations 


tu   educate  their 


led.     Another  part  of 
him  of 


nstgno 

liich   appearoi 


eecta  and  de 

children  in  their  own  opinions;  hut  where 
parents,  or  tho  reli^;ious  conimnnity  to 
which  those  parents  Wlonged,  neglected  to 
proviile  for  the  eduention  of  tdiildren,  then 
lio  should  moke  a  conipnlsorj  rate  upon  the 
parish  or  district,  and  compel  the  educa- 
tion of  children — anything  rather  than  be 
oblipjed  to  maintain  tliem  ns  prisoners — 
anything  rather  than  having  children  left 
at  large  till  they  committed  some  crime. 
Such  a  proceeding*  no  donht,  might  be  re- 
garded as  an  iuteifcroncc  ^vith  the  liberty 
of  the  Bubject,  hut  It  would  bo  only  some- 
what restricting  his  liberty  for  the  benefit 
of  the  subject  himself. 

Mk.  ADDEHLEY  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  thnt  they  ought,  if 
poBslhle,  to  stop  the  current  of  crime  at  its 
source;  but  still,  though  they  might  la- 
bour in  that  direction,  and  it  certainly  wns 
the  right  direction,  it  would  not  settle  the 
question.  He  had  had  some  experience 
of  the  separate  ftystcni  both  in  Warwick- 
shire and  in  Staffordshire^  the  result  of 
which  w^^svcry  much  in  favour  of  that  sys- 
tem; it  hnd,  however,  undergone  much 
discussion  in  both  those  counties.  In  War- 
wickshire, the  philosophical  part  of  the 
question  was  considered »  while  in  Stafford- 
shire the  economical  portion  chiefly  occu- 
pied attention,  the  whole  undergoing  a  xery 
tibarp  scrutiny.  It  apii eared  to  hitn  that 
the  main  objection  to  the  fdan  of  the  hoii. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lanibeth  con- 
sisted in  this,  that  it  was  a  new  nostrum » 
and  rather  of  an  nuomaloua  kind;  and  he    tice,  that  that  >vhich  was   vicious  in  prin- 


much  was  called  crime  that  could  not  pro- 


perly be 

the  subject  which  appeared  to  Jimi  o!  no 
trifling  importance,  was  the  way  of  dealing 
with  crime,  and  the  plan  of  our  national  io- 
stitutions  with  reference  to  crime.  He 
tlionglit,  if  those  institutions  were  fairly 
considered,  if  crime  were  fairly  classified, 
it  would  be  found  that  one-half  those  who 
were  called  criminals  ought  really  to  be 
otherwise  descrihed;  and  that  much  which 
was  called  crime  ought  to  bo  characterised 
as  misfortune.  Again,  ho  thought  that 
our  institutions  demanded  reform,  and  if 
reformed  ^a  t!iey  ought  to  be,  Parlcburst 
would  soon  become  another  Mcttrai.  Park- 
hurst,  as  at  prcficnt  administered,  was  more 
like  a  military  semhiary  than  anything 
else;  and  again  he  would  repeat  his  earnest 
hope  that  something  like  an  efficient  reform 
might  be  introduced  in  the  eourso  of  next 
Session,  lie  felt  himself  fully  justified  in 
asserting  that  in  the  present  state  of 
things  tliere  was  no  essential  difference, 
so  far  as  education  was  concerned,  be- 
tween a  national  school,  a  national  work- 
house, and  a  national  gaoh  The  want 
of  education,  crime*  misfortune,  and  pun- 
ishment, were  all  mixed  up  together;  vir- 
tue was  degraded,  and  crime  was  dignified; 
virtuous  misfortune  was,  by  a  false  classi- 
fication, mingled  with  the  grossest  of- 
fences.  He  hoped  that,  sooner  or  later, 
they  might  be  able  to  get  rid  of  the  pun- 
ishment of  transportation  ;  and,  at  all 
events,  he  hoped  that  they  would  not  sit 
down    under  the   self-condemnatory  prac- 


Wtts  sure  tho  House  must  admit  this,  that 
the  subject  was  one  with  winch  any  states- 
man must  find  it  extremely  difficult  to  deal 
satisfaettirily;  he  therefore  con.*idcred  it 
wns  their  duty  to  persevere  in  that  course 
which  at  present  seemed  to  work  well. 
Every  one  mu,st  feel  that  transportation 
was  resorted  to  from  necessity,  and  not 
from  choice.  He  was  certainly  not  pre- 
pared to  defend  tho  plan  in  use,  or  any 
phin  of  transportation;  but  wlicn  any  dis- 
cussion arose  on  the  subject,  the  question 
was  Jiaturally  put,  if  we  do  not  transport, 
what  are  wc  to  do  ?  The  necessity,  liow- 
cver,  did  not  strike  him  so  forcibl>^  as  it 
did  the  minds  of  other  people,  for  the  prin- 
ciple was  vicious,  and  he  never  could  be 
brought  to  think  timt  God  rendered  any- 
thing necessary  whieb  was  in  principle  vi- 
cious. He  believed  that  a  very  great  num- 
ber of  criminals  were  created  by  an  erro- 
neous classification  of  offenders,  and  that 


ciple  must  nevertheless  be  submitted  to. 
Looking,  then,  at  all  the  circum stances  of 
the  penal  system  in  this  country,  he  should 
certainly  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth. 

Sill  J.  WxlLMS LEY  stated,  that  in  the 
Liverpool  borough  prison  boys  and  girls 
between  the  ages  of  eight  and  thirteen 
years  were  sent  into  con  tin  em  en  t  aa  often 
as  eiglit  or  ten  times  in  tho  course  of  the 
year.  In  Liverpool,  he  regretttni  to  say, 
that  there  were  great  numbers  of  children 
who  had  no  visible  means  of  Bubsistenco, 
who  never  couhl  get  a  meal  till  they  com- 
mitted a  crime,  and  when  they  were  dis- 
charged they  then  never  lost  a  moment  in 
committing  a  fresh  crime.  Such  children, 
if  interrogated,  at  once  answered  that  they 
liad  no  means  of  livelihood,  and  that  they 
committed  the  crime  for  which  tliey  were 
sent  to  prison  with  the  aole  purpose  of 
obtaining  food  and    shelter.      lie  hoped. 
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then,  that  in  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament this  subject  would  obtain  from 
the  Legislature  a  full  and  fair  consider- 
ation. The  punishment  of  offenders  was 
much  more  expensive  than  the  education 
of  children  could  possibly  prove;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if  they  obtained  a  Com- 
mittee, the  Home  Secretary  would  be  able 
to  give  them  much  useful  information.  He 
hoped,  under  all  the  circumstances,  and 
considering  the  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
would  for  the  present  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  agreed  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
as  to  the  necessity  of  giving  the  children 
of  this 'country  a  good  education;  but  the 
question  of  making  that  education  compul- 
sory was  a  very  delicate  and  difficult  one. 
This  question  of  prison  discipline  had  been 
too  long  delayed ;  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  faithfully  re- 
deem the  pledge  which  they  had  now  made, 
of  instituting  a  full  inquiry  into  it  early 
next  Session. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  said,  that  instead 
of  going  into  the  many  topics  that  had 
been  broached  in  the  course  of  the  present 
discussion,  he  should  confine  himself  to 
that  which  formed  the  real  question  before 
them.  He  begged,  in  the  first  place,  to 
remind  the  House,  that  the  question  was 
not  how  they  could  best  deter  persons  from 
the  commission  of  crime,  but  how  they 
could  improve  what  was  called  prison  dis- 
cipline; or,  rather,  if  they  ought  to  con- 
sider the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  that  subject.  All  prisons 
ought  to  be  considered  as  existing  for  the 
benefit  of  all  prisoners,  and  the  matter 
which  that  day  should  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  was  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry for  the  Committee.  It  was  also,  he 
hoped,  not  to  be  forgotten  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  made  this  pro- 
position as  long  as  six  weeks  ago,  and  now 
it  was  proposed  that  he  should,  being  near 
the  close  of  the  Session,  withdraw  it.  There 
was,  however,  this  satisfactory  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  subject,  that  a 
Committee  was  to  be  appointed  early  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament.  As  to  the 
Motion  and  Amendment  before  them,  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  of  the  two  he 
preferred  the  terms  of  the  Motion;  and  he 
must  be  allowed  to  add,  that  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  well  entitled 
to  thanks  for  the  trouble  that  he  had  taken, 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  had  brought 


forward  the  subject  of  prison  discipline* 
He  repeated  that  he  preferred  the  Motion 
to  the  Amendment.  In  the  Motion  there 
was  a  distinct  and  intelligible  proposition, 
while  the  Amendment  appeared  to  him  far 
too  general.  If  any  one  were  to  ask  what 
was  our  present  system  of  prison  disci- 
pline, the  answer  must  necessarily  be  that 
we  had  no  general  system.  We  had  the 
separate  system  and  the  treadmill  system^ 
and  others,  but  we  had  no  general  system. 
On  the  whole,  he  believed  that  the  sepa- 
rate  system  was  the  best  that  had  yet  been 
brought  into  practice;  but  he  had  neverthe- 
less always  looked  on  the  separate  system 
with  much  doubt,  and  often  thought  that  it 
must  undergo  great  change.  He  had  al- 
ways said,  and  would  now  repeat,  that  all 
who  were  open  to  temptation  ought  to  be 
instructed  and  disciplined  in  habits  of  self- 
reliance,  and  that  prisoners  sent  forth  from 
confinement  ought,  if  possible,  to  be  quali-> 
fied  for  a  new  intercourse  with  the  world. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  pressed 
for  a  division,  he  should  certainly  vote  with 
him;  but  he  put  it  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, whether  he  had  not  already  achieve,d 
enough — in  fact,  achieved  his  object — and 
whether  he  thought  it  worth  while  to  call 
for  a  division,  rather  than  reserve  the  fur- 
ther discussion  of  the  question  for  a  new 
Session  of  Parliament. 

Sir  G.  grey  explained,  that  when  he 
gave  his  assent  to  inquiry  in  the  terms 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire,  he  did  not 
contemplate  that  the  inquiry  should  be  only 
into  one  system ;  on  the  contrary,  his 
intention  was,  that  it  should  apply^  not  to 
the  system  in  one  gaol  only,  but  in  all  the 
gaols  in  England  and  Wales,  and  not  one 
should  be  excluded  from  the  investigation. 

Sir  H.  HALFORD  expressed  his  wil- 
lingness to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  but 
remarked  that  the  same  reasons  which  had 
been  urged  upon  him  to  do  so,  equally  ap- 
plied to  the  Motion  itself,  to  which  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  give  its  sanc- 
tion. 

Mr.  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  should  be 
ungrateful,  and  undeserving  of  the  compli- 
ments and  kind  expressions  which  had 
been  used  towards  him  if  he  did  not  with- 
draw his  Motion,  provided  it  should  appear 
to  be  the  general  opinion  of  the  House 
that  he  should  do  so.  But  he  could  not 
ask  for  any  hint  upon  that  subject  until  he 
had  replaced  this  questiou  upon  the  founda- 
tion from  which  it  had  been  inconsiderately 
attempted  to  be  removed.    He  should  have- 
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thought  that  the  question  was  larze  eno'jgh  ■  magistrate?    said   *hey   were    "  ready  to 

Id  itself  without  having  importeil  into  i:  two 


suhjecis 


such  a?   tl:a:  Irc-ach- 


r  juvci.ile  ..n-.-r.-lvr?.  ho 
w.:-^!J  not  ^V.Hnk  :r.-:ri 
-should  t!:.i:  bo  the  re- 


other  great 

ed  br  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal  for  J — the 
intemperance  of  the  people  !-ad:ri  j  to  or::::-? 
— and  the  second,  intrr-iaoed  bv  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montroso.  relating:  to  the  ed::- 
cation  of  voi::h.  When  those  ones:::r.* 
came  properly  bof  jre  the  II  use.  lo  sh.uld 
take  a  pan  in  the  d:^^.'U5.'^:'n  ".f  th-::::  ani 
when  the  hon.  and  ;e.".n;e\l  AtTvrr.ey  Gcy.':- 
Tdl  brought  forward  his  Bill  w::h  re'sp*: . :  t  :• 
the  punish  ='. cut 
[Mr.  C.  Pearson 
the  u n p:-p  ul  :iri  t y 
suit — of  deirliri'^::  h>  ass-:-n 
cip'.es  ^h:oh  had  Ivon  ?1.  ado  wed  f  r:h  bv 
the  hon.  Meniberfor  M-r.-.r-so.  Ko  Lid 
not  oriiilnit^-d  tl;:s  qu:s:::.i:  f-.r  the  purr  rso 
of  cast  12^  a  st:^*^:a  ..-r.  t.^.e  s-para:e  sv4:e:n 
except  as  it  was  admiriistore-i  a:  RcLid'r.^: 
there  were,  i:  appeared,  other  2.: dir: a: ion* 
of  th*?  san.-?  system,  as.  f.  r  o.^ar/T-.e.  thit 
men::«r.f:  1  by  the  hou.  Men-.l-er  r\r 
Leicesteraliiro.  in  w:.i:h  hirl  !abo 
conj  0 i ne d  w: :' :  sr p  j ri : : .  u .  W' . :» -.  h  .3 
ira«.  which  of  tLc*'?  ?vs:?ms  s:.:-.:!!  I'livo 
the  preference  r  The  l..:i.  Mc:i.*.er  f.r 
Be  rk  sh  i  re  h  a  d  re  ad  a  p  i  p-:  r  fo  r  : : .  ?  7  -  ry  :  se 
evidently  of  showing  tiia:  thrcre  hid  !.■•>:::  a 
diniinutioi;  of  con^mittais  a:  Reading  s::-:e 
the  separate  systom  be  jar.  there.  Fu: 
if  he  rerem-d  to  the  retur::*  n:.*ide  Vv 
the  cr.aplai!!.  iL?  R.:v.  Mr.  Fieii.  :'..o 
commi-.tils  f.r  1^40  tj  1^44  iro'.usive. 
wero  ;u:ors*ivo!v — I!-;.?.  i\T.  *j'2':.  ^>^. 
and  I.::-t.  lU  k-vc  Tery  ^-:i  that 
5«.r--?  ur.i?'::'-i;iil'I-;  li.z'eron'.'-:-  a'.>v.T.Ts  ex- 
:•:•>:  a?  :-  t!  ?  ret-ms  for  :■::;:  c^^  1.  f:r 
tlir  ■: ha -'.:;:-.  dil  n. 
T--_--.  11  i  :'  -  ' 
:h-r  :-•::•:■'::: 7.     T!.~^ 


burst."  and  all  the  crime  committed  in 
the  ga''.!  c<''nsi«ted  of  disposing  in  an  im- 
ppif-er  way  of  their  surplus  food.  Thit 
was  the  system  with  which  he  had  detex^ 
m'nei  to  wage  war.  The  separate  sys- 
ten:,  if  carried  0:1  with  liberality,  was  an 
ir.;n-tice  to  the  raiep»ayer  and  the  commu- 
ni:y  a:  !:irrc:  but  if  administered  with  se- 
verity and  parsimony,  it  was  fatal  to  the  body 
a:.d  n.ind  :f  the  victim  subjected  to  it.  He 
si'd.  they  had  no  right  to  ii^ict  a  sentence  by 
1:.^  upon  a  person  which  would  incapacitate 
:.":.;  t  >  e-rn  Lis  liveliho  d  when  he  left  the 
prison.  He  wa*  told  that  in  the  gaol  of 
Lvicest^r  :  ard  labour  was  enforced  in  com- 
binati.n  with  the  separate  system,  and  the 
a:n  nn:  and  quality  of  the  food  was  made 
dep-z-nd-rnt  in  the  labour  done.  That  was 
part  vf  the  system  which  headrocated;  for 
he  n-.aintainr'i  that,  in  crderto  prodnce  any 
Z'  -l  e~*.o:  tn  the  criciinab,  it  was  neces- 
it  sary  1 1  inSurnce  them  towards  indostry  by 
1:    the  like  T!:otives  which  animated  those  who 
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wer»?  J.:  iil'erty.  His  Motion  was,  that  it 
s*.-.  n'.d  L  >^  re:-:rrti  to  a  Committee  to  in* 
quire  whether  r.ny  system  could  be  foand 
at  nee  pu:::t:ve.  self-supporting,  and  re- 
f;'Li:.;.tvry.  Tl:e  Reading  system,  at  all 
evonts.  had  not  the  characteristic  of  being 
self-supporting,  for  with  a  salaried  trades' 
ht-.  r'-.t^  wLoIe  pro«iuce  of  IW  prison- 
y.  5i.  Yet  they  had  a  saia- 
tea:her.  dressed  in  uniform, 
a::  i  n:a:nt.i:ned  in  style  by  the  establish- 
n>:r.:.  t^  teach  the  criminals  what  ?  ^Tiy, 
the  young  man  blushed  to  tell  him — he 
tJiu,'.:t  tlie  0  rim  in- 1?  knitting* — knitting  to 
th-?  stai -Ar:  navig-Ators  !  Theligh:  crank* 
w  n  •.  1 1  ] ..  >:  u  r.  :h  e  eh  a  p !  a  in  said ,  had  been 
r.'?"or  ror'usjd.  ojcept  in  two  cases,  and 
:r.v  :f  ti.eso  was  a  London  thief,  who  said 
j'.r  1  w  r'x  w.jul  ?  unfit  hi*  hand  for  his  pro- 


:e.ic 

ers  wa?  0?, 

r:e  I  trades 


Lii  i.e  -vent  out  again.    That  was 
:  a::a'n-t  which  he  fought,  and 


n:  del  prison,  which  he  should 


t.:a:   tr 


::i-  u:  to  call  the  prison-palace.  The 
,-inil  :>t  of  that  house  was  47.000/.; 
?:?:  -..'.''.'.'.  or  o. '"•*"••}?.  more,  and  but  for 

■:::-:r:'-:rvnce  would  have  cost  T(X}i.  in 
lit: .  n.  :-i:s  ye.^r.  for  another  airing  yard. 

^  n;:djl  airing  yard  was  a  radiating 
:7t.  '.vl::-.  .\\?h  tufght  walk  without  sce- 

'i*  ::".  ITS.  Above  was  an  awning, 
!/.  ny/.t  l-:  drawn  in  case  the  sun  or 
'  nin  w-i«  unp::asant.  so  that  the 
*i7.:s  of  r.tav:-:  ni^ht  not  risit  their 
::i<?  :  V  r  :yn:y.**  But.  more  than  that, 
1 .  n  L I  •' : '.  r .  tl;-^  r  r!  *  .m  in  specter,  hanng 
Lud  o-t   by   lA:..r;:u*  caicniatioiis  that 
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about  2  per  cent  of  tlie  prisoners  were  per- 
sons with  whom  the  air  that  reached  them 
did  not  agree — he  had  to  remedy  the  slight- 
est iuterferebce  with  their  comfort — pro- 
posed introducing  into  the  cells  cocks  to 
the  hot  and  cold  air- pipes,  so  that  the  pri- 
soner might  be  able  to  help  himself  to  his 
taste.  He  contended  that  such  a  sys- 
tem as  this  unfitted  those  subjected  to  it 
for  the  inclemencies  of  an  English  cli- 
mate, and  trained  them  to  habits  of  in- 
dolence and  self-indulgence.  The  names 
of  Howard,  Romilly>  and  Palej,  had  been 
quoted  in  its  favour,  but  he  believed 
quoted  by  mistake.  At  least  Mr.  Howard, 
in  his  lost  work,  which  had  boon  already 
quoted,  inserted  a  draft  of  a  bill  for  a  sys- 
tem compelling  entire  seclusion  by  night, 
and  between  tbe  hours  of  labour,  but  en- 
joining such  labour  as  required  the  prison- 
ers engaging  in  it  to  be  brought  together. 
He  contended  that  the  system  he  proposed 
was  really  that  contemplated  by  Howard, 
and  that  it  might  be  rendered  at  once  pu- 
nitive, industrial,  reformatory,  and  self- 
supporting;  and  he  should  be  prepared  to 
prove  in  Committee,  upon  the  testimony  of 
twenty  practical  agriculturists,  farming 
from  500  to  2.000  acres  of  land,  that 
the  labour  of  500  prisoners  upon  1,000 
acres  of  land  would  not  only  supply  the 
prisoners  but  all  the  officers  of  the  gaol 
with  food,  and  render  a  surplus  money 
production  of  which  the  lowest  estimate 
was  1,500^  ayear»  and  the  highest  4,000^. 
ik  year.  Such  a  system,  he  asserted, 
whilst  it  was  deterrent  and  self-supporting, 
would  enable  the  criminal  to  face  society 
again  with  the  prospect  of  honestly  gaining 
his  own  living.  The  land  might  be  bought 
for  40/.  an  acre,  and  a  wall  built  as  secure 
as  that  round  Millbank,  for  half  the  cost 
per  prisoner,  as  the  cost  of  Reading  gaol. 
After  what  had  passed,  it  w^as  not  now  his 
intention  to  divide;  but  during  the  first 
week  in  the  next  Session,  he  should  again 
introduce  the  question  in  its  present  form; 
and  on  that  occasion  ho  hoped  he  should 
not  be  met  with  an  amendment  which 
did  not  grapple  with  the  question.  Before 
sitting  down,  he  begged  to  state,  that 
during  the  recess  it  was  his  intention  to 
visit  the  principal  cities  and  towns  in  the 
kingdom,  in  order  that  this  question  might 
be  thoroughly  discussed  in  the  country, 
and  that  he  might  return  to  the  House 
with  his  loins  girded  up  for  the  con- 
test. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 


MemberB  Silt. 


mi 


BANKRUPT  AND  INSOLVENT  MEMBERS 
BILL. 

The  House  having  gone  into  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill ;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair, 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  the  House  had 
decided  by  a  considerable  majority,  that 
they  intended  to  abrogate  the  privilege 
which  Members  had  hitherto  had  of  being 
exempt  from  arrest  for  debt.  This  privi- 
lege had  not  been  given  for  the  benefit  of 
individual  Members,  but  to  remove  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  decisions  of  the  House  being 
influenced  by  the  arrest  of  those  who  might 
have  demands  against  them.  His  view 
was,  that,  if  they  were  prepared  to  abandon 
the  privilege,  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
Members  of  Parliament,  as  regarded  pay- 
ment of  their  debts,  precisely  upon  the 
same  footing  as  other  members  of  the  com- 
munity. At  the  time  when  the  privilege 
was  conceded,  it  was  in  the  power  of  any 
individual  by  affidavit  to  arrest  any  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  and  thus  prevent  him 
from  discharging  his  duties  in  that  House 
upon  any  particular  occasion,  when  his  vote 
or  presence  might  be  necessary  for  the 
public  service.  But  great  alterations  had 
since  been  made  in  the  law.  As  no  person 
could  be  arrested  on  mesne  process,  there 
was  no  longer  the  same  necessity  for  ex- 
empting Members  of  Parliament.  The 
privilege  was  not  conferred  by  any  existing 
statute.  The  House  by  its  own  authority 
might  remove  the  freedom  from  arrest,  and 
there  was  this  inconvenience  resulting  from 
passing  an  Act  on  the  subject,  that  it  wa(i 
made  exclusively  applicable  to  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  they  could  not 
afterwards  make  any  alteration  in  it  with-^ 
out  the  consent  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. He  suggested,  therefore,  that  the 
best  course  would  be  to  allow  Members  of 
Parliament  to  stand  in  the  position  of  other 
members  of  the  community,  and  not  intro- 
duce a  separate  measure. 

Mn.  HUME  remarked,  that  he  thought 
the  definition  of  property  was  very  imper- 
fect in  the  Bill,  and  calculated  to  cause 
much  doubt. 

Mr.  G.  BERKELEY  wished  to  knoi^ 
in  what  position  West  India  property  would 
stand.  Property  which  but  a  few  months 
ago  was  exceedinffly  valuable,  would  not 
now  realise  one  shilling. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  that  the  debtor 
would  surrender  up  what  property  he  had 
to  his  creditors,  and  he  would  then  receive 
his  discharge,  and  no  one  could  remove  him 
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from  hi 3  Beat.  But  if  he  ditl  not  do  so. 
then  this  Bill  hnd  eft'ect;  for  it  was  solely 
iotendeti  and  devised  against  those  who 
had  property,  hat  who  would  not  ripply  it 
to  the  payment  of  their  dehts. 

Mu,  HUME  wished  to  observe*  that  if 
thej  merely  took  away  the  privilei^'C  of 
protection  from  arrest^  they  would  have 
done  amply  snflicient,  aud  tlicy  need  not 
then  trouhle  them  solve  a  to  legislate  in  de- 
tJiil  upon  the  subject.  lie  desired  to  know, 
if  a  person  having  property  in  Dcmerara 
worth  120,000?.  in  1848/thongh  it  was 
not  worth  51.  now,  tendered  it  at  its  former 
value,  would  that  he  deemed  a  suffi- 
cient security  for  the  liabilities  of  the 
debtor  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  vras  cer- 
tainly of  opinion  that  it  would  not.  If  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose was  adopted,  it  would  ho  much  more 
severe  than  the  present  Bill,  for  then  ever^^ 
man  having  a  judgment  debt  could  arrest 
the  insolvent,  and  hold  him  in  prison  until 
the  judgment  was  satisfied. 

Mil  C.  WYNX  said,  that  in  his  opinion 
the  House  was  going  a  little  too  fast  in  le- 
gislating on  the  subject  of  their  privileges » 
which  were  never  yet  made  subject  to  auy 
other  control  tlian  their  own*  A  simple 
resolution  of  t!ie  House  to  the  effect  that 
the  privilege  of  fi  uedom  from  arrest  would 
only  be  enforced  iu  such  and  such  eases, 
would  have  all  the  effect  that  the  present 
Bill  was  intended  to  produce;  and  this 
course  would  be  attended  with  the  advan- 
tage that  the  Houiie  of  Commons  would 
thereby  continue  to  be  on  the  same  footing 
of  e()uality  which  they  now  enjoyed  as  re- 
garded the  other  Ilouse;  whereas  if  the 
presL^nt  Bill  passed,  and  at  any  future  time 
the  House  desired  to  revive  its  privilege,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  ask  ibe  consent  of 
the  other  House;  and  if  the  House  of  Com- 
tnons  was  obliged  to  ask  the  consent  of  the 
House  of  Lonls  to  a  Bill  alfccting  its  pri- 
vilcges,  that  would  be  eatablishiug  a  de- 
gree of  inferiority  between  themselves  and 
the  other  House.  The  best  way  was  to 
suspend  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  and  to 
pass  a  resolution  to  the  etfect  tbat  the 
House  would  not  in  future  enforce  its  pri- 
vilege of  freedom  from  arrest  in  certain 
cases. 

Sm  W.  CLAY  would  put  it  to  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Dartmouth,  whether  it  was  de- 
sirable that  he  should  proceed  with  his  Bill, 
after  the  observations  which  had  just  fallen 
from  so  high  an  authority  upon  that  sub- 


ject as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Montgomeryshire. 

Mr.  M  off  ATT  said,  the  Bill  had  beei 
befoj-e  tlie  Ilouse  since  the  beginning 
the  Session,  and  it  had  been  sent  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  He  scarcely  knew  howir 
the  subject  could  be  dealt  with  in  the  shape 
of  a  resolution.  Of  course  it  was  quite 
competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to  propo! 
a  resolution  for  this  purpose;  but  he  wj 
not  aware  that  any  such  resolution  was  " 
fore  the  Conmiltteo. 

Mit.  LAW  said,  the  proper  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding was  by  resolution^  and  therefore 
bo  should  move  that  the  Chairman  report 
progress. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  that  they  were 
more  likely  to  attain  their  object,  and  to 
avoid  putting  the  privileges  of  the  House 
under  the  trammels  of  the  other  House,  by 
acceding  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hoo, 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Recorder  of 
London* 

Tbe    SOLICITOR    GENERAL   said. 

tliat  the  ;32nd  Geo.  IfL  applied  in  tbia 
case,  and  they  could  not,  tberefore,  pro- 
ceed by  a  resolution. 

Mr.  0.  ANSTEY  said,  the  point  raisi 
by  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  was  only  another  reason 
why  further  time  should  be  allowed  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  ho  should  like 
very  much,  before  the  point  was  decided, 
to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  upon  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  if  lie  were  bound  to  come  to  a  decision 
on  the  matter  without  inquirVi  ho  should 
be  strongly  inclined  to  bow  to  tbe  high  au- 
thority of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  fur  Montgomerysliire;  hut,  for  the 
present,  he  should  prefer  declining  to  com- 
mit the  House  even  to  that  high  authority, 
more  especially  as  the  lion,  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Recorder  of  London  gave 
them  an  opportunity  for  further  considera- 
tion on  tbe  subject. 

The  House  resumed;  Committee  report 
progress;  to  sit  again  on  Wednesday  next, 

PROTECTION  OF  WOMEN  BILL. 

Order  for  tbe  Second  Reading  read. 

Mn.  SPOONER,  on  moving  the  seeond 
reading  of  the  Bill,  said,  that  as  he  hnd 
received  no  intimation  that  the  Bill  would 
be  opposed,  it  would  be  unnecessary  for 
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him  to  go  at  any  length  into  its  merits. 
He  should  merely  state  that  it  had  come 
from  the  other  House  of  Parhament,  where 
it  had  heen  earefully  considered;  and  that 
it  had  heen  prepared,  as  he  understood,  hy 
one  of  the  very  highest  legal  authorities  in 
the  united  kingdom.  The  ohject  of  the 
Bill  was  to  remedy  a  great  and  notorious 
evil.  He  helieved  no  one  could  he  found 
to  dispute  that  there  was  carried  on  a  very 
large  traffic  and  dealing  in  the  prostitution 
of  females.  But  it  was  much  more  exten- 
sive, and  it  was  carried  out  in  a  manner 
that  he  helieved  few  hon.  Memhers  were 
aware  of.  The  Bill  simply  provided  that 
any  person  convicted  of  having  procured, 
ohtained,  or  induced  the  prostitution  of  a 
female,  should  he  punished  for  so  doing. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  :  Upon 
trial? 

Mr.  law  :  No.  There  is  to  he  no 
trial;  but  upon  conviction  before  a  magis- 
trate. 

Mr.  SPOONER  admitted  that  such  was 
the  arrangement  in  the  Bill.  But  if  it 
were  objected  to,  it  could  be  remedied  in 
Committee.  All  he  was  arguing  for  was 
the  principle  of  the  measure.  All  he  ask- 
ed was,  that  as  the  Bill  proposed,  any  per- 
son found  guilty  of  having  solicited  or  pro- 
cured any  woman,  Ac,  for  the  sake  of 
lucre  or  gain,  should  be  found  guilty  of 
misdemeanor,  and  be  subjected  to  impri- 
sonment, with  hard  labour,  for  any  term 
not  exceeding  two  years. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  it  was  his  pain- 
ful duty  to  oppose  the  Bill.  It  consisted 
of  only  one  clause,  so  that  in  affirming  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  thev  should 
affirm  it  entirely.  In  the  other  House,  it 
had  had  the  unfavourable  opinion  of  the 
law  Lords;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  second  reading  admitted  that 
there  were  serious  objections  to  parts  of  it. 
It  was  a  one-sided  Bill,  for,  whilst  it  pun- 
ished the  soliciting  of  females,  it  made  no 
provision  for  punishing  the  soliciting  of 
men.  But,  above  all,  he  found  that  the 
offence  of  seduction  was  not  provided 
against  at  all  by  it.  On  the  contrary,  it 
was  meant  only  to  apply  to  the  case  of  un- 
fortunate females  already  seduced,  and 
thereby  cut  off  from  all  other  means  of 
obtaining  a  livelihood.  But,  again,  it  did 
not  propose  to  punish  the  man  or  woman 
offending, ,  but  only  the  person  procuring, 
&c.     And  the  means  by  which  the  procu- 
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ration  was  forbidden  to  be  effected,  were 
false  pretences,  false  representations,  and 
other  fraudulent  means.  Now,  the  com- 
mon law  provided  sufficiently  for  these 
offences,  the  only  offences  against  which 
the  Bill  was  directed.  And  if  the  magis- 
trates did  not  enforce  the  common  law, 
how  could  it  be  expected  that  they  would 
enforce  this  new  statute?  He  believed 
there  was  out  of  doors  a  great  deal  of  mor- 
bid and  unnatural  excitement  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  measure.  When  passed,  the 
effect  would  be  simply  that,  to  some  extent 
at  least,  that  morbid  taste  would  be  grati- 
fied. But  really  some  consideration  was 
due  to  the  unfortunate  females  to  whom 
the  Bill  would  apply.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  propose  any  Bill  for  prevent- 
ing the  offence  of  seduction,  he  would  sup- 
port it;  but  the  less  they  legislated  for  those 
women  who  had  been  already  seduced,  the 
better.  He  should  beg  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three 
months." 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire, whether  any  new  evidence  had  been 
laid  before  the  House  of  Lords  that  ren- 
dered this  proceeding  necessary?  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  was  aware  that  Bills  of 
the  same  tendency  had  been  introduced 
annually  for  many  years  past.  But  there 
was  a  great  objection  to  increasing  the 
number  of  statutes,  without  very  sufficient 
cause  being  shown.  It  was  said  upon  a 
former  occasion,  when  the  subject  was 
under  consideration,  that  there  were  a 
great  many  houses  of  bad  fame  in  West- 
minster belonging  to  religious  persons  (the 
Dean  and  Chapter),  who  derived  a  consi- 
derable revenue  out  of  them.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  any  inquiry  had  since 
been  made  into  the  condition  and  reputa- 
tion of  these  houses,  and  whether  any 
step  had  been  taken  by  the  religious  pro- 
prietors to  check  the  vice  and  immorality 
that  went  forward  in  them  ?  He  had  him- 
self suggested,  and  he  now  repeated  the 
suggestion,  that  a  searching  inquiry  into 
the  whole  system  with  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  deal,  ought  to  be,  and  it  could 
easily  be,  made  through  the  proctors  of  the 
Universities.  The  right  rev.  Prelates  in 
the  other  House  were  all  Univeraity  men 
themselves,  and  they  could  devise  and  ar- 
range the  best  means  of  setting  such  an 
2L 
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invoatigation  on  foot,  through  the  aid  of 
the  proctorfe  of  the  Universittei  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge. 

Tlic  ATTORNKY  GENERAL  hop«d 
the  Iioiu  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
would  not  deviate  from  the  stnot  queetiou 
by  replying  to  the  inquiry.  He  agreed  in 
the  propriety  of  conBideringa  well-digested 
plan  for  the  suppreBsioii  of  proatitutiou; 
hut  ho  thought  that  this  Bill«  instead  ef 
being  for  the  protection  of  women,  relaxed 
the  present  iavv%  and  was  in  favour  of  free 
trade.  Aa  he  uuderatood  the  law  now*  it 
was  this,  that  if  any  two  peraone  com^pired, 
or  one  party  employed  another  for  the  pur- 
pose mentioned  in  this  Bill,  it  was  an  in- 
dictable oifencej  and  if  they  solicited  by 
falte  pretenees,  although  uusueeesi^futly,  it 
was  still  an  oifenee,  and  they  might  bo 
punished  by  fine  or  imprisonment,  or  both; 
tut  by  thi»  Bill  the  fine  was  taken  away, 
and  the  punishment  wjvb  limited  to  impri* 
aonment  only.     Ho  doubted  whether  thej 


Mil,  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  he  bad 
many  petitions  from  a  numerous  body  of 
the  clergy,  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  and 
trusted  that  no  defects  in  the  Bill  would 
preelude  the  House  from  acceding  ta  the 
principle, 

SiH  G.  GREY  did  not  think  that  any- 
thing that  had  passed  in  this  House  onghl 
to  be  taken  as  an  indication  of  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  that  the  enormity  of  the  of- 
fence waa  not  fully  apprcciatod.     The  hon« 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  had  mad^  I 
an  appeal  to  him,  and  had  said  that  he  had  ' 
formerly  given  valuable  nsaistanoe  iu  sup*  I 
port  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind;  he  denied  thai 
it  was  a  Bill  of  this  kind;  it  was  a  BiUj 
which  he  thought  really  adapted  to  raedt] 
the  evil;  the  Bill  was  rejected  in  the  other 
House  of  Fiirliament,  and  they  had  sent 
dowTJ  this  Bill,  which  was  confessedly  per- 
fectly inefficient.     The  lion.  Member  for 
North   Warwickshire   had   said   that  tht , 
Bill  was  recommended  by  a  high  legal  ftU«»J 


ought  to  aftord  to  parties  the  raeaua  of  ex-    thority.     He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  suapectcd  that 


torting  money  by  making  false  charges  of 
this  description*  He  must  stop  this  hu- 
m«Bopathic  dose  for  a  great  evil,  and  votu 
against  llic  Bill 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  the  object 
of  the  Bdl  WAB  not  to  meddle  with  persona 
in  a  state  of  pruHtitntion,  but  to  prevent 
the  trade  in  procuring.  Ho  had  the  au- 
thority of  Mr,  Baron  Parke  for  sayiug  that 
the  Act  of  3rd  Georgo  IV.  did  not  apply 
in  cases  wlier©  consent  was  given.  He 
had  heard  it  stated »  on  good  authority,  that 
the  two  daughters  of  a  nolle  Baron  had 
been  sent  to  Paris  for  their  education;  that 
on  their  return,  the  vessel  having  met  with 
some  accident,  they  wore  detained  at  tie 
sea-aidct  where  tliey  made  the  acquaint- 
ance of  a  lady  of  genteel  appearance,  with 
whom  they  departed;  and  from  that  day  to 
this  the  two  girle  had  never  been  heard  of. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  observ- 
ed, that  the  9th  George  lil.  cap.  31,  sec. 
21,  enacted  that  any  person  who  should, 
by  force  or  fraud,  take  away  a  chdd  from 
its  parents,  should  be  guilty  of  felony. 

Mr.  ELLIS  thanked  the  hon,  Alemher 
for  North  Warwickshire  for  bringing  in 
this  Bill  and  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
it  to  go  into  Committee  to  correct  any  de- 
fects. 

Mil.  LAW  said,  that  as  the  Bill  at  pre- 
sent stood,  it  certainly  was  a  most  imper- 
fect attempt  at  legislation;  but  he  thought 
it  was  capable  of  being  improved,  and  ho 
trusted  the  House  would  give  it  every  at- 
toution  for  that  purposo. 


the  high  legal  authority  alluded  to  must 
have  taken  tbo  Bill  out  of  the  bands  of  the 
right  rev.  Prolate  who  introduced  the 
measure,  and  induced  him  to  assent  to 
alterations  which  must  render  it  entirely 
nugatory*  They  might  be  supposed  to  as- 
sent to  tbo  proposition  that  some  alteration 
of  the  law  was  desirable;  bat  they  would 
stultify  themselves  by  giving  support  to  a 
species  of  legislation  winch  would  only  dd* 
grade  and  bring  legislation  into  contempt. 
If  tbo  hon.  Member  could  promise  that  he 
could  propose  amendments  which  would 
make  the  Bill  really  efficient,  he  should 
not  oppose  the  second  reading, 

Mu,  SPOONER  was  willing  to  give  thai 
asBuranee. 

tiuestioQ  put,  **  That  the  word  *  now* 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

The  House  divided; — Ayes  130  J  No#| 
6 :  Majority  124, 

List  of  the  Atur. 

Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
A^Merley,  0.  B. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Afihloy,  Lord 
Bftiaoek.  E.  H. 
BfiHiig,rt.  lion.  Sir 


F/r. 

B.T.iTiiigton,  Visct. 

Ber<?»ford,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  P. 
B*M*k.eley*  hon.  G*  F. 
Berkek-y,  C.  L.  G. 
Blair,  S. 
Braekloy,  Tfsct* 
BromritJg<»»  R. 
Bromley,  R. 


Brotberton,  J. 
Bruce,  0.  L.  0, 
Bunbiiry^  E,  H. 
Oftlliighan,  D. 
Carter.  J.  B. 
CavuiidisU,  hon 
Cbrisiy,  S. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cacks,  T.  S. 
Colobroi>ke,  Sir  T, 
Colvilo,  C,  R. 
Cownn,  C. 
Palrvmnle,  €apt. 
D^vi.',  Sir  11.  K.  F. 
ileniwott,  E. 
Bodd.  G. 
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Duckworth.  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
DuDcombe,  hon.  0. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
£a«t,  Sir  J.  B. 
£dw»rd«,  H. 
^Uis,  J. 

Farnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortesouo,  hon.  J.  W. 
fox,  W.  J. 
Fmeitun,  Col. 
Qalway,  Viiet. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Green^ll,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Gwyn,  H. 
Haggitt,  F.  R. 
Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F, 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Haroourt,  G.  G. 
Harris,  R« 
Haatie,  A, 
Hawes.  B. 
Heald,  J. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Hughes,  W.B. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
JolUflb,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Lacy,  H.  0. 
Law,  hoQ.  C.  £, 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lookhart,  W. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Meagher,  T. 
Maitland,  T. 


Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Miles,  W. 
MiIner,.W.M.  E. 
MUnes,  R.  M. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Naos,  Lord 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Ogle,  S.  C.H. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  R. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  0. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Portal,  M. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Prime,  R. 
Rioardo,  0. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
St.  George,  C. 
Sandars,  G. 
Seaham,  Visot. 
Smollett,  A. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Villiers,  hoq.  0. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TSLLBBI. 

Spooner,  R. 
Newdcgate,C.  N. 


List  of  the  Noes. 
Gaulfeild,  J.  M.  Salwey,  Col. 

Duff,  G.  S.  Sturt,  H.G. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M.      Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W,  W. 

TELLSB8. 

Anstcy,  T.  C.  Hume,  J. 

Question  ftgaia  proposed,  **  That  the 
Bill  be  Qow  read  a  second  time.'* 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  complained  of 
the  Attorney  General  leaving  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  lurch  in  not  having  voted  against 
the  Bill,  after  having  stated  that  in  voting 
against  it,  Gentlemen  voted  against  an 
imperfect  Bill. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated 
that  be  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  hut  it  was  upon  technical  grounds  that 
he  did  not  vote  at  all. 


Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  did  not  hold 
himself  responsible  for  making  amend- 
ments in  the  Bill. 

Mr,  H.  BERKELEY  said,  be  cer- 
tainlj  understood  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral as  making  out  a  case  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  was  considerably  astonished  when  he 
saw  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  make  his 
exit  without  voting.  He  could  scarcely 
believe  his  eyes.  Under  those  circum- 
stances he  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  look  to 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Meipber  for  North 
Warwickshire  for  some  explicit  declaration 
what  he  meant  to  do  with  the  Bill,  so  as  to 
meet  the  Attorney  Gcnerars  objections. 
If  the  Attorney  General  assented  to  the 
hon..  Member's  proposition,  it  was  his  busi- 
ness to  vote  for  the  second  reading.  In 
this  case  his  safest  plan  was  not  in  medio 
tutissimus  ibis, 

CoLONcii  SALWEY  moved  the  adjourn- 
n^ent  of  the  debate  until  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  introduced  his 
amendments. 

Mr.  HUME  seconded  the  Motion.  They 
would  be  to  blame  if  they  allowed  the  second 
reading,  when  the  Attorney  General  de- 
clared there  was  no  principle  in  the  Bill. 
The  Attorney  General  had  told  the  House 
that  the  Bill  would  weaken  the  protection 
which  the  law  at  this  moment  gave  to 
women.  He  therefore  called  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  to  act 
agreeably  to  his  pledge. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock*  the  Spoaker 
adjourned  the  House  till  Tq-morrow,  with- 
out putting  the  Question, 
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and  for  the  ease  of»  the  Lord  Chancellor 
would  be  willing,  without  salary  or  hope  of 
pension »  without  fee  or  reward  of  any  kind, 
or  any  patronage,  to  receive  the  Seal  con- 
ditionally for  the  particular  occasion,  or  for 
a  short  limited  time;  and  who  having  used 
it  for  the  occasion  or  the  limited  time,  would 
by  the  direction  of  Her  Majesty  restore  it 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  either  immediately 
or  at  the  end  of  a  week  or  a  day.  Upon 
an  emergency  such  as  I  am  contemplating, 
it  is  not  necessary,  nor  is  it  becoming,  to 
speculate  upon  a  change  of  the  Chancellor. 
Provision  for  an  emergency  is  not  per- 
haps quite  so  easy  to  make  as  it  was 
before  the  statute  of  Elizabeth;  but  still 
it  is  practicable  without  any  considerable 
inconvenience.  By  the  authority  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  with  the  consent  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  there  may  be  tempora- 
rily a  vicarious  possession  of  the  Seal, 
giving  to  the  holder  for  the  time  being 
authority  to  exercise  on  urgent  occasions 
the  legal  and  administrative,  or  quasi 
Ministerial,  though  not  the  political,  du- 
ties of  the  Chancellor. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  having 
given  his  attention  to  this  subject,  he 
could  fortify  all  that  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lang- 
dale).  Until  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth nothing  was  more  common  during 
the  illness  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or  in 
the  event  of  his  desire  to  go  abroad  for  a 
time,  to  transfer  the  Great  Seal  to  a  Vice- 
Chancellor.  But  the  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  during  the  period  of  Sir  Nicholas 
Bacon's  Chacellorship  rendered  that  course 
impossible,  and  required  that  all  the 
powers  and  privileges  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor should  devolve  on  the  Lord  Keeper. 

Ketums  ordered  forthwith. 

INDEMNITY  FOR  LOSSES  BILL.  CANADA 
—FRENCH  INTERVENTION  IN  ROME. 
Lord  BROUGHAM  asked  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther he  had  received  any  account  from  the 
Governor  General  of  Canada  of  the  num- 
ber of  meetings  which  had  been  held,  and 
of  the  petitions  which  had  been  presented 
to  that  nobleman — he  believed  that  they 
were  79  in  number — calling  upon  him  to 
refuse  his  assent  to  the  Indemnity  for 
Losses  Bill  ?  There  was  nothing  on  that 
subject  contained  in  the  papers  presented 
to  Parliament,  although  there  was  an  ac- 
count of  the  number  of  meetings  and  pe- 
titions on  the  other  side. 
Earl  GREY  informed  the  noble  and 


learned  Lord,  that  in  the  papers  presented 
to  Parliament  there  was  a  reference  to  the 
fact  of  the  Governor  General  having  re- 
ceived a  considerable  number  of  such  pe- 
titions as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
referred  to.  There  was  not,  however, 
any  list  of  those  meetings  and  petitions 
given. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  said,  that 
the  papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
table  respecting  the  French  expedition  to 
Civita  Vecchia  consisted  solely  of  instruc- 
tions to  French  agents  at  Vienna  and 
Gaeta;  there  was  no  communication  from 
the  French  to  the  English  Government  on 
the  subject.  When  a  conversation  arose 
in  that  House  a  few  evenings  ago,  he  had 
asked  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  whether 
he  was  prepared  to  lay  upon  the  table,  in 
distinct  terms,  the  answer  of  acknowledg- 
ment or  observation  given  by  Her  Majes- 
ty *s  Government  to  the  communication 
originally  made  to  it  by  the  French  Minis- 
ter in  this  country  ?  He  had  inferred,  from 
what  the  noble  Marquess  had  said,  that  he 
might  be  able  to  lay  such  a  paper  upon 
the  table  of  the  House.  He,  therefore, 
now  repeated  his  question;  he  wished  to 
ascertain  distinctly  whether  the  noble  3f  ar- 
quess  was  prepared  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
letter  of  acknowledgment  delivered  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  to  the  French  Go- 
vernment in  reference  to  its  prior  commu- 
nication ?  He  also  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther any  subsequent  communication  had 
been  made  to  our  Government  by  the 
French  Government  as  to  the  changed 
character  of  its  expedition  to  Rome  ?  That 
change  was  considerable,  as  the  French 
Government  had  originally  sent  a  force  of 
not  more  than  6,000  men,  fancying  that 
Rome  would  receive  them  as  a  friendly 
army,  whereas  it  had  now  sent  more  than 
30,000  men  for  the  purpose  of  taking  pos- 
session of  Rome  by  force. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  would 
repeat,  to  the  best  of  his  recollection,  what 
he  had  stated  on  the  former  occasion,  in 
answer  to  the  first  question  of  the  noble 
Lord.  No  other  communication  had  been 
made  to  the  French  Government  besides 
those  which  had  been  already  laid  before 
the  House.  Any  subsequent  communica- 
tion had  been  merely  verbal  between  our 
Ambassador  and  the  French  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  As  to  the  second  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  he  thought  that, 
without  referring  to  the  papers,  he  might 
say  confidently  that  no  communication  had 
been  made  to  us  by  the  French  Goyern- 
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Wiftb  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  communications  made  by  the 
French  Government.  But  ho  wished  to 
ask  this — whether,  subsequently  to  the 
explanation  which  had  in  the  first  instance 
been  tiven  of  the  original  views  of  the 
French  Government  in  undertaking  the 
Roman  expedition,  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  had  reoeired  or  asked  for  any  ex- 
planation of  the  motives  which  now  ac- 
tuated the  French  Government  in  their 
actual  hostile  attack  upon  Rome — a  pro- 
ceeding which,  so  far  as  could  bo  judged, 
arose  simply  and  solely  out  of  the  unwil- 
lingness of  the  Romans  to  receive  within 
their  Walls  the  armed  forces  of  another 
Power.  That  was  the  only  reason  which 
was  knowti  for  the  proceedings  of  the 
French  Government  and  the  French  army; 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  their 
Lordships  had  been  correctly  informed 
when  they  were  told  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, and  in  such  a  state  of  things. 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernttient  had  never 
either  received  or — mark  that — asked  for 
any  explanaiioii  as  to  the  course  which 
had  been  adopted  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment^ of  the  course  which  they  had  adopt- 
ed in  laying  siege  to  and  bombarding 
Rome,  and  of  the  object  which  had  in- 
fluenced them  in  the  commission  of  this 
unprovoked  and  unjustifiable  outrage? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  could 
only  repeat,  that  no  formal  communications 
had  passed  upon  the  subject. 

LottD  STANLEY  had  inquired  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  applied  for 
information. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  no  (Communications  had  actually  pass- 
ed»  but  admitted  that  the  subject  was  one 
which  formed  legitimate  matter  for  in- 
quiry. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  must  bo  allowed  to 
put  another  question  to  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  upon  colonial 
matters;  The  noble  Earl  had  stated  that 
the  Governor  General  of  Canada,  though 
he  had  not  sent  home  the  petitions  which 
had  been  presented  to  him  praying  him 
not  to  give  his  assent  to  the  Indemnity  for 
Losses  Bill,  had  still  declared  in  the  papers 
presented  to  Parliament  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a  considerable  number  of  such  peti- 
tions. He  (Lord  Brougham)  wanted  to 
know  whether  Lord  Elgin  had  sent  to  the 
Government  at  home  any  of  such  petitions, 
and,  if  not,  why  not  ?  The  79  petitions 
—to  which  he  had  before  alluded— were 
sent  to  him  from  meetuigs  all  held  under 


the  Colonial  Act,  which  did  not  allow  any 
public  meeting  to  be  held  except  under 
the  authority  of  the  sheriff  or  some  other 
public  functionary.  His  information  was 
that  those  petitions  comprised  a  very 
strong  opinion  against  the  Indemnity  Bill 
from  all  the  English  districts  of  Canada* 
That,  he  repeated,  was  his  information; 
and  it  differed  very  widely  from  Lord  El- 
gin's account  that  there  were  numbers  of 
petitions  from  the  British  inhabitants  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  as  well  as  against  it. 

Earl  GREY  obsei-ved,  that  in  the  state- 
ment which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  just  made,  he  had  not  attended  to  the 
distinction  between  petitions  presented  be- 
fore the  Act  was  passed,  and  the  petitions 
presented  afterwards.  The  petitions  to 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  alluded, 
were  not  addressed  to  the  Governor  Gene* 
ralj  but  to  Her  Majesty.  As  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  given  him  no  notice 
of  his  intention  to  ask  these  questions,  he 
had  no  special  information  on  the  subject ; 
but  he  could  tell  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  from  recollection,  that  the  addresses 
and  petitions  against  the  Bill  previous  to 
its  passing  did  not  originate  from  public 
meetings.  The  petitions  since  that  time 
— which  called  for  the  dissolution  of  the 
Canadian  Parliament,  and  for  the  recall  of 
the  Governor  General,  Lord  Elgin — had 
emanated  from  public  meetings.  No  ac- 
count of  them,  however,  had  been  sent 
home  from  the  Governor  General,  because 
the  petitioners  had  not  observed  the  general 
colonial  rule,  that  all  petitions  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty should  be  sent  home  through  the 
Governor  General.  They  had  sent  them 
home  through  another  channel ;  and,  as 
they  had  done  so,  he  was  not  bound,  in 
point  of  etiquette,  to  receive  them.  He 
(Earl  Grey)  had»  however,  as  things  stood, 
thought  it  better  to  waive  the  general  ride, 
and  had  received  them  ;  but,  as  they  had 
not  been  sent  to  the  Governor  General,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Elgin)  could  not  give  any 
account  of  them. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  My  netitions  were 
addressed  to  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  praymg 
that  he  would  withhold  his  assent  to  the 
Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  and  dissolve  the  Par- 
liament. Therefore  they  must  have  been 
presented  before  the  Act  was  passed.  Has 
any  list  of  these  petitions  been  received  ? 

Earl  GREY  :  These  are  the  petitions, 
I  suppose,  mentioned  in  general  terms  in 
the  despatch  of  the  Governor  General, 
Lord  Elgin» 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  When  Lord  Elgin 
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gives  ft  description  of  these  petitions  so 
different  from  facts,  and  when — 

Earl  GREY  :  I  rise  to  order, 

LoRB  BROUGHAM  :  Oli,  then,  I  with- 
ilfaw — I  give  in* 

Earl  GREY  still  claimed  his  right  to 
speak  to  the  point  of  order.  He  >md  no 
objection  to  answer  qiueetions  put  to  him 
without  notice;  but  ho  objected  to  the  pre- 
sent proceeding  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord^  not  because  he  was  putting  ques- 
tions without  notice — which  \v&&  itst-lf  dis- 
orderly— but  because  he  was  making  re- 
inarks  derogatory  to  the  public  character 
of  Lord  Elgin,  without  having  the  fairness 
to  bring  before  the  House  any  question  on 
which  it  would  come  to  a  decision.  If  the 
noble  and  !eftraed  LortI  thought  that  Lord 
Elgin's  conduct  in  Canada  was  in  any  re- 
spect derogatory  from  bis  position  as  Go- 
vernor General,  let  liirn  bring  it  fairly  and 
distinctly  before  the  House  ;  but  it  was 
most  irregular  that,  under  the  guiso  of 
asking  a  question,  he  should  convey  in- 
sinuations of  the  most  offensive  character 
against  that  nobleman. 

Loud  BROUGHAM  did  not  know  whe- 
ther be  was  to  Icam  order  from  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  or  from  the  Orders  of  the 
House,  and  his  own  long  experience  of 
them  as  a  Member  of  it.  But  this  ho  knew, 
that  he  had  that  to  state  whicb  would  re- 
lieve him  from  all  charge  of  indulging  io 
offensive  insinuations — which  he  had  never 
made — or  of  violating  the  Orders  of  the 
Housc^whieh  he  had  never  violated — or 
of  acting  in  tlie  spirit  of  a  too  iucpiisitive 
curiosity,  by  which  ho  had  never  been  in- 
fluenced, llis  noble  Friend  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite,  in  a  different  mode 
from  others,  that  waa  to  say,  ivitk  his 
usual  suavity,  had  allowed  all  the  inquisi- 
tive powers  of  his  noble  Friend  neor  him 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  to  be  apphed  to 
Mm  without  wincing,  for  the  purpose  of 
extracting  information,  and  had  not  taken 
refuge  in  the  pretext  either  of  order,  or  of 
irregularity,  or  of  inquisitiveness  ;  but  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  could  not  ask  a  question 
without  having  a  direct  charge  brought 
against  him  of  having  made  offensive  in- 
sinuations against  the  Governor  General. 
He  would  conclude  with  a  Motion,  that  he 
might  not  be  out  of  order,  for  ho  must 
defend  himself  against  the  charge  of  in- 
fiinuating  any  thing  offensive  against  Lord 
Elgin.  What  he  said  was  this  —  Lord 
Elgin,  for  whom  his  respect  was  undi* 
minished-*-that,  he  supposed,  would  be 
called    an    offensive    insinuatioa  —  Lord 


Elgin,  for  whom,  he  repeated,  that  his 
respect  was  undiminished,  though  he  dif- 
fered from  his  Lordship  on  one  point, 
could  not  have  meant  the  same  thing  with 
the  noble  Earl  opposite.  Would  any  one 
argue  from  that  passage  of  Lord  Elgin *a 
despatch,  that  he  alluded  to  those  seventy- 
nine  petitions  and  addresses,  all  agreed  to 
at  public  meetings  called  by  public  officers, 
mayors,  and  shcriffB.  every  Enghak  district 
having  joined  in  this  niovemcut,  and  all 
praying  that  he  would  withhold  his  assent 
from  the  Bill  which  the  two  branches  of 
the  Legislature  had  passed,  and  that  he 
would  dissolve  the  House  of  Assembly? 
Therefore,  it  was  most  natural  to  say  that 
Lord  Elgin  never  could  have  intended  to 
describe  these  petitions  and  addresses  by 
that  language,  and  must  have  intended  to 
allude  to  a  different  period  of  time  and 
subject-matter.  The  noble  and  leamed 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  that  an  humble 
address  he  presented  to  Her  Majesty  that 
She  would  bo  graciously  pleased  to  order 
to  bo  laid  before  the  House  copies  of  any 
addresses  or  petitions,  or  communieatioii 
from  the  Earl  of  Elgin,  respecting  any 
addresses  or  petitions,  against  giving  the 
Governor *s  assent  to  the  Canada  Indem- 
nity Bill 

Eaiil  GREY  replied,  that  all  the  papers 
w*hich  were  in  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment bearing  on  the  subject  had  been  al- 
ready laid  before  the  Houae.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  said  he  meant  nothing 
offensive  to  Lord  Elgin.  Their  Lordships 
all  knew  the  noble  and  learned  Lord*8 
manner  of  dealing  with  these  sobject»» 
and,  therefore,  could  be  at  no  loss  to  un- 
dcrstaiKl  what  he  meant.  He  was  quite 
convinced,  knowing  the  reference  in  the 
despatch  was  to  those  very  petitions,  what 
it  was  the  noble  Lord  intended,  when  he 
said  his  respect  for  Lord  Elgin  was  undi- 
minished, and,  therefore,  he  had  not  thsi 
least  idea  that  these  were  the  petitions  or 
addresses  to  which  the  noble  Lord  could 
have  alluded. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
i-ead, 

Loiin  CAMPBELL  moved  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill,  with  the  A  men  dm  en  ta 
introduced  by  the  Select  Committee.  There 
was  only  one  portion  of  the  Bill  to  which 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  direct  their 
Lordships*  attention,  with  the  view  of  di* 
minishing  the  public  alarm  in  respect  to  a 
clause  introduced  by  the  Select  Comxuittee. 
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This  was  a  clause  empowering  the  owner 
of  an  incumhered  estate  to  prevent  the 
sale  of  that  estate  hj  the  Commissioners, 
if  the  incumhrance  upon  it  were  not  so 
heavy  as  to  ahsorh  half,  or  more  than  half, 
of  the  entire  annual  income.  He  had  oh- 
jected  to  the  introduction  of  that  clause, 
and  his  opinion  still  was  that  the  Bill 
would  have  heen  better  without  it.  It 
never  could  be  supposed  that  the  Commis- 
sioners would  proceed  to  the  sale  of  an 
estate  against  the  will  of  the  owner,  unless 
it  were  irrevocably  incumbered.  There 
could  have  been,  therefore,  no  good  ground 
for  the  alarm  which  had  been  excited.  He 
had  heard  it  stated  that,  as  the  Bill  stood, 
no  good  title  could  be  given  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  that,  instead  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary title,  their  title  would  not  be  so 
good  as  an  ordinary  conveyancing  one. 
But  this  objection  did  not  entertain  the 
condition  on  which  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commissioners  was  to  be  exercised.  The 
owner  of  the  estate  was  allowed,  as  he  had 
stated,  under  certain  circumstances  to  stop 
the  sale ;  but  when  these  circumstances 
did  not  exist,  then  the  Commissioners 
would,  of  course,  proceed  as  if  the  clause 
had  no  existence  ;  and,  by  a  distinct  pro- 
viso which  he  had  introduced,  their  deci- 
sion was  to  be,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
final  and  conclusive.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, if  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
should  agree  to  the  clause,  he  thought  that 
it  would  not  materially  interfere  with  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners.  He  trusted 
that  the  Bill  would  now  receive  its  third 
reading,  and  that  it  would  lead  to  bene- 
ficial consequences.  He  did  not  expect 
any  very  radical  improvement  to  be  at 
once  effected  by  it.  The  want  of  pur- 
chasers would,  he  feared,  operate  inju- 
riously; but  still  he  hoped  not  only  that 
there  would  be  in  this  country  a  disposi- 
tion to  invest  money  in  Irish  landed  pro- 
perty, but  that  there  was  a  prospect  of  the 
Corporation  of  London  taking  up  the  mat- ' 
ter  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  probable 
that  a  plantation  scheme  would  be  under- 
taken which  would  emulate  the  example 
set  by  the  same  body  in  the  reign  of 
James  I. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  thought 
that  in  the  wording  of  the  clause  it  ought 
to  be  made  clear  whether  by  **  income" 
was  to  be  understood  the  rental  or  receipts  j 
arising  from  the  estate. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  replied  that  no  ques- 
tion of  the  kind  could  arise,  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioners  being  final  and  conclu- 


sive. The  Commissioners  would  not  look 
to  the  nominal  receipts,  but  to  what  might 
be  fairly  considered  as  the  bond  fide  in- 
come. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  objected  to 
the  unconstitutional  character  of  the  Bill. 
He  should  not  have  risen  now;  however, 
had  it  not  been  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  alluded  to  the  probability  of  a 
movement  being  made  in  the  City  to  pur- 
chase waste  land  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  in 
Gahvay,  Conneniara,  and  Donegal.  Now, 
he  was  sure  that  every  shilling  invested  in 
the  tillage  of  these  waste  lands  would  be 
throw u  away.  Nothing  could  give  him 
greater  pain,  and  nothing  could  be  more 
adverae  to  the  interests  of  Ireland,  than 
that  gentlemen  who  had  invested  their  ca- 
pital in  the  purchase  and  tillage  of  waste 
lands,  should  absolutely  lose  every  pound 
of  their  money.  A  religious  society  (the 
Monks  of  Mount  Melleray)  had  endeavour- 
ed to  reclaim  some  of  those  waste  lands, 
and  had  failed  so  completely  that  they  were 
now  paying  dOs,  an  acre  for  good  land 
near  Mount  Melleray,  in  the  county  of 
Waterford,  in  order  to  obtain  the  means  of 
living.  The  Waste  Land  Improvement 
Society  had  taken  a  great  quantity  of  land, 
in  hopes  of  being  able  to  bring  it  into  cul- 
tivation; but  they  had  been  obliged  to  re- 
linquish the  enterprise,  not  being  able  to 
obtain  a  shilling  in  return  for  the  money 
expended.  Those  waste  lands  in  the  west 
of  Ireland  were  totally  unfitted  for  agricul- 
ture, and  every  shilling  laid  out  upon  them 
would  be  lost.  They  had  had  very  volu- 
minous reports  published  some  years  ago, 
in  which  the  capabilities  of  these  waste 
lands  were  highly  spoken  of.  But  the  per- 
sons who  had  drawn  them  up  had  been 
obliged  to  eat  their  words  of  late,  and  to 
allow  that  where  ground  had  not  a  solid 
foundation — alluding,  of  course,  to  the  turf 
bogs — it  would  not  do  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses. Those  gentlemen  who  were  specu- 
lating in  the  waste  lands  in  the  west  of 
Ireland  were  labouring  under  a  great  de- 
lusion, and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  pity 
not  to  warn  them  in  time. 

The  Bill  read  3*,  with  the  Amendments, 
and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  28,  1849. 
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Jbjpvrlei.— Police  cif  Tovu  (Scotland) ;  Turnpike  Rotdt 
tirelaiid) ;   Pupils  Protectioo  (Scotland) ;    Maniaget  in 
Foreign  Countries  Facilitating ;  Sewen  Acts  Amendment 
I  No.  St. 
5**  Mutiny  and  Descrtioi  (India). 

pBTmoivii  Prksbxtbd.  By  Mr.  Fox  Maule,  from  Glas- 
gow, and  several  other  Places,  against  the  Marriages  Bill. 
— By  Mr.  Morrli,  fhnn  Carmarthen,  fbr  Repeal  of  the 
DatT  on  Attomeyi'  Certificates.— By  Lord  Nugent,  from 
the  Guardians  of  t)ie  Aylesbury  Union,  for  the  County 
Rates  and  Expenditure  Bill.— By  Lord  flotham,  from 
Bungthorpe  and  Kirby  Underdale,  Yorkshire,  for  Agri- 
cuKutal  RelieC— By  Mr.  Robert  Ciire,  fVom  Shrewsbury, 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation 
BilLi— By  Lord  Ashley,  from  Gc-:rge  Chapman  and  others, 
fbr  the  Establishment  of  Boards  of  Trade ;  and  fh>m  the 
Medical  Officers  of  se«-eral  Poor  Law  Unions,  for  Kedreas 
of  Gricrances^ — By  Mr.  Henry  Muart.  flrom  Kiug^ton- 
upon-Thames,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law.— By 
Mr.  Plowden,  ttom  Newport,  ble  of  Wight,  Urr  a  Gene- 
ral Amnesty  tat  Political  Offbncct.— By  .Mr.  RobiTt  Clive, 
from  the  Chureh  Strttton  Union,  for  a  Superannuation 
Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Mr.  Abdy,  from  I^yme 
Regis,  for  the  Protection  of  Women  RilL— By  Mr.  Cowan, 
ftom  Edinbor^,  against  the  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
BilL — By  Mr.  Milner,  from  the  York,  Newcaittic,  and 
Berwick  Railway  Company,  for  the  Kailways  Abandon- 
ment Bill. — By  Captain  Berkeley,  ttom  Gloucester,  fbr 
aa  Altnation  of  the  .*^ale  of  Beer  AcL— By  Mr.  Wude- 
house,  from  Loddon  and  (  Invering,  Norfolk,  for  the 
Removal  of  Smithfield  Market.— By  Mr.  Cobden.  f^om 
Todmocden,  fbr  the  Formation  of  Treaties  by  which  In- 
tcmatifinal  Disputes  shall  be  referred  to  the  Decision  of 
Arfaitraton. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  upon 
this  Bill ;  Mr.  Bernal  in  the  cliair. 

Clause  1. 

Sir  G.  grey  moved  as  an  Amendment 
that  in  Clause  1,  after  the  word  **  shall*' 
in  line  16,  all  the  words  to  the  end  of  the 
section  should  be  omitted,  and  that  in  lieu 
thereof  there  should  be  inserted  the  follow- 
ing words  : — 

—  "  prevent  the  making  in  any  electoral  division 
of  any  rate  or  rates  for  the  payment  of  any  ex- 
penses incurred  on  account  of  such  electoral  di- 
vision before  the  said  29th  day  of  September,  or 
for  the  payment  of  any  excess  to  be  charged  or 
chargeable  upon  any  union  at  large  as  hereinafter 
mentioned,  or  for  tiiu  i>ayment  of  any  sum  or 
Btund  of  money  un<ler  the  authority  of  an  Act 
paMed  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  en- 
titled *  An  Act  to  make  provision,  until  the  31st 
day  of  December,  1:^50,  for  a  General  Rate  in  Aid 
of  certain  distressed  Unions  and  Electoral  Di- 
visions in  Ireland.' " 

Mr.  MONSELL  objected,  that  it  would 
be  abandoning  the  principle  of  a  maximum 
to  loTj  a  rate  in  addition  to  the  maximum 
rate,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off  the 
debts  of  the  unions. 

Sill  D.  NORREYS  asked  if  it  would 
not  be  bettor  to  make  this  question  of  ar- 
rears a  question  for  the  Government  to 
take  up,  so  that  in  future  the  poor-rate 

lid    lie    collected    in    Ireland    without 

0  ovorw helming  debts  \     It  would  bo 

r  for  the  (jovernment  to  advance  the 


{COMMONS}  (IreUnid)Bm.  1044 

money  for  those  debts,  taking  ample  le- 
curity  for  the  repayment  of  the  advances 
by  the  land  being  mortgaged  to  secure 
them. 

Mil.  E.  B.  ROCHE  was  very  mnch 
afraid  that  the  GoTernment  had  not  well 
considered  the  proposed  alteration.  They 
proposed  now  to  make  a  provision  which, 
if  put  in  force,  would  supersede  and  vitiate 
the  maximum  rate,  for  the  principle  of  the 
maximum  rate  would  fall  to  the  ground  in 
any  place  they  applied  it.  By  attempting 
to  get  the  arrears  in  the  way  proposed, 
they  would  destroy  the  principle  of  the 
maxinmm  rate. 

Major  BLACK  ALL  said,  that  by  a  tem- 
porary law  passed  to  relieve  certain  dis- 
tricts, it  was  proposed  to  mako  a  serions 
change  in  the  poor-law  with  respect  to  the 
rest  of  Ireland.  They  could  only  carry  it 
out  in  places  that  were  not  greatlv  dis- 
tressed; and  in  those  places  it  would  have 
a  bad  effect,  because  it  would  prevent 
exertion. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  not  pi*oposed  by  the  Amendment  to 
touch  the  law  as  it  now  is,  but  merely  to 
enact  that  the  old  rates  levied  be  continued 
to  be  levied  for  payment  of  debts.  Then 
for  future  charges  they  would  make  no 
rate  beyond  5$.  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  said,  if  he  understood 
the  proposition,  the  rate  fbr  the  debts  was 
to  be  a  separate  rate.  If  it  were  made  a 
separate  rate,  the  chances  of  that  rate 
bemg  collected  were  absolutely  nothing. 
The  principle  of  the  maximum  rate  hM 
been  asserted  for  the  purpose  of  luring 
capitalists  to  invest  their  money;  but  be* 
fore  they  had  passed  through  the  first 
clause  it  was  announced  from  the  l^reasnty 
bench  that  the  maximum  rate  Was  a  fal- 
lacy— in  fact,  that  there  is  to  be  no  maxi* 
mum,  and  that  the  whole  question  is  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners. He  had  to  congratulate  the 
Government  on  the  progress  they  were 
making. 

Mr.  CONOLLY  remarked  that  by  this 
new  clause  it  was  proposed  to  (iroceed  on 
the  original  principle  of  the  poor-law, 
j  whereas  in  the  original  clause  it  was  pfo^ 
I  posed  to  introduce  the  newfangled  prin- 
ciple of  a  maximum  rate.  ThoS6  two 
principles  were  as  different  from  each 
other  as  could  be  possible,  and  he  could 
not  see  how  one  Act  of  Parliament  cotild 
proceed  on  two  different  principles. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  a  maxi- 
mum rate  having  been  decided  upon,  the 
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question  wfti  how  they  were  to  de&l  with 
an  immense  difficulty  arising  from  the 
state  of  certain  unions  in  Ireland.  fie 
held  in  his  hand  an  account,  applying 
only  to  thirty-two  unions,  from  wnfch  it 
appeared  that  on  the  25th  March,  in  the 
present  year,  they  owed  231,000?.,  and 
there  wAs  an  estimate  as  to  how  the  ac- 
count would  stand  on  the  29th  Septem- 
her,  which  left  them  in  an  additional  de- 
ficit of  270,000?.  in  those  thirty-two 
unions — a  debt  amounting  to  about  half 
a  million.  For  those  unions  the  rate  re- 
quired would  not  be  5$.  in  the  pound,  but 
25«.  in  the  pound;  and  even  by  that  rate 
they  would  not  be  able  to  raise  that  sum. 
It  would  be  very  desirable  to  understand 
fh)m  the  Government  how  they  proposed 
on  the  29th  September  to  meet  this  debt 
of  half  a  million  in  those  thirty-two  unions. 
It  was  quite  certain  that  unless  some  pro- 
vision was  made  for  the  payment  of  the 
debt,  no  contractor  would  supply  them  with 
a  pound  of  meal. 

The  CBANCBLLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  taken  into  account  the  amount  of 
rate  that  might  be  collected,  or  the  ad- 
vances from  the  Treasury.  If  he  had 
done  so,  then  he  ifrould  find  that  the 
limount  of  the  debt  would  be  diminished 
by  the  rate  collected  in  the  interval  and 
the  advances  fi-om  the  Treasury. 

Sm  J.  GRAHAM  :  The  account  cer- 
titinty  does  exclude  the  advances  to  be 
made  by  the  Treasury,  but  it  includes  the 
rate  that  may  be  collected. 

Sir  G.  grey  t  The  advances  fram  the 
Treasury  will  go  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
the  debt. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM:  As  to  the  270,000?., 
the  account  certainly  excludes  that  ad- 
vance from  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  :  If  the  Executive 
Government  said  there  were  distressed  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  in  which  the  poor-rates 
eould  not  be  collected,  it  rested  with  them 
to  advance  the  money,  and  wait  for  re- 
pavment  until  the  expenditure  was  so  fat* 
below  the  maximum  as  to  leave  a  margin 
for  the  payment  of  the  debts  thus  con- 
tracted. He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  phi- 
lanthropic individuals  who  had,  however 
unwisely,  advanced  money  to  prevent  the 
poor  from  starving,  cheated  or  wronged 
out  ef  their  money. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  said,  it  appeared 
that  by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  a  power  was  given, 


notwithstanding  the  maximum,  of  levying 
new  rates  for  the  discharge  of  debts  stiU 
existing;  and  those  properties  which  had 
already  paid  their  quota  would  have  to 
pay  again  on  account  of  the  insolvent  pro- 
perties, the  owners  of  which  were  not 
able  to  discharge  their  arrears. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  considered  that  the 
Government  clearly  destroyed  the  liiaxi- 
mum  by  this  Amendment.  There  was 
now  a  maximum  of  7s.,  with  an  indefinite 
amount  of  arrears  also  to  be  met. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  said,  the  present 
position  of  this  question  Was  extremely 
puzzling  to  English  Members.  The  Go- 
vernment had  adopted  a  maximum  rate  for 
all  Ireland,  and  with  respect  to  the  exist- 
ing debt  they  must  adopt  one  of  three 
courses.  They  must  either  repudiate  the 
debt,  or  advance  money  ana  take  the 
debt  upon  themselves,  or  else  the  maxi- 
mum rate  could  not  be  applied  in  those 
Sortions  of  the  country  m  which  these 
ebts  existed.  It  was  clear  that  if  the 
Government  did  hot  make  some  provision 
for  the  payment  of  these  debts,  their 
maximum  rate  at  once  fell  to  the  ground. 
Besides  these  specific  union  debts,  the 
poor-rates  of  Ireland  were  chargeable  to 
the  repayment  of  3,000.000?.  which  had 
been  advanced  from  the  public  Exche- 
quer. If  there  ever  was  any  security  for 
the  repayment  of  this  money,  the  pro- 
posed limitation  in  the  amount  of  rates  to 
be  levied  was,  pro  tanto,  a  diminution  of 
that  security. 

CoLOHtL  DUNNE  was  anxious  the 
House  should  consider  the  question,  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  what  was  to  be 
done.  He  had  supported  the  Government 
in  their  proposition  for  a  maximum  htte. 
and  he  was  greatly  surprised  to  find  them 
now  makin?  a  proposition  that  would  do 
away  with  tnat  maximum  rate. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  wished  to  know 
whether,  if  the  proposed  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  that  in 
no  electoral  division  a  larger  sum  than  7s. 
in  the  pound  should  be  collected  ? 

Mr.  H.  HERBERT  said,  the  position 
in  which  matters  stood  had  been  aptlj 
described  by  one  of  the  Government  in- 
spectors, who  said,  "Everything  appears 
to  be  going  on  satisfactorily  with  the  ex- 
ception of  ^^—  what  ? —  "  the  state  of 
bankruptcy  to  which  the  vice-guardians 
are  reduced.  Every  union  is  in  a  satis- 
factory condition  except  that  it  is  utterly 
bankrupt ;  they  have  neither  credit  nor 
ftmds.'*^ 
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Sill  L.  O'BRIEN  Baid»  that  the  whole 
difficulty  arose  from  applyiug  a  poor4avr 
to  a  state  of  famine. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tjib  EXCHE- 
QUER stated  that  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  impose  a  nirtxmium  rate,  and  it 
would  leave  untouched  the  liabilities  aL 
readj  existing.  If  the  uncollected  rates 
were  sufticient  to  discharge  the  debts, 
they  would  ho  paid  from  that  source:  if 
they  were  not  suflScicut,  tho  propo.sed 
Amendment  would  come  irjto  operation. 
With  respect  to  all  future  liabilities,  whe- 
ther for  the  maintenance  of  the  poor  or 
for  the  repayment  of  advances  charged 
upon  the  unions,  which  might  become  due 
and  payable  from  the  poor-rate  after  tho 
29th  of  September,  a  5^.  rate  upon  the 
electoral  divisions,  a  2*,  rate  upon  the 
imiuns,  and  the  ^d.  rate  in  aid,  would  be 
all  that  would  he  levied. 

Sm  J.  tiRAlJAM  said,  he  was  sure  that 
there  was  no  hon.  Member  in  that  House 
wlio  would  not  most  cordially  join  witli 
Her  Majesty's  Govennnent  in  removing 
any  impediment  to  tho  influx  of  capital 
into  that  country*  Nothing  could  be 
clearer  than  tho  statement  just  made  by 
tho  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Bxehequei'  as  to  the  state  of  the 
law  after  the  29th  of  September — that 
thenceforth  tho  principle  of  the  maximum 
rate  would  ho  strictly  carried  out,  and 
that  no  annual  charges  for  any  debt,  or 
any  current  expenses  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor,  should  then  exceed  the 
amount  to  he  collected  from  a  os,  rate  in 
the  electoral  divisions,  a  rate  of  2^.  in  the 
unions,  and  the  rate  in  aid.  But  it  was 
important  that  they  should  come  to  a 
clear  understanding  as  to  what  was  the 
liability  of  property  in  those  thirty-two 
unions  to  which  he  had  referred.  They 
had  already  come  to  a  pretty  clear  un- 
derstand iug  that  with  respect  to  the  debts 
contracted  on  account  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor  up  to  the  29th  of  September 
nejit,  it  was  possible  that  a  sum  of  nearly 
500, 00 0^  was  due  ;  making  the  abate- 
ment from  that  amount  of  the  sum  sug* 
gested  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  be 
advanced  on  security  of  the  rate  in  aid 
between  the  present  time  and  the  21)th  of 
September,  it  might  probably  be  reduced 
to  about  400,000/.  He  wished,  then,  to 
know  whether  there  was  not,  in  addition 
to  that  sum,  a  still  further  amount  due 
from  those  unions?  He  held  in  his  hand 
an  account  of  the  sums  paid  by  the  unions 
in  Ireland  towards  the  repayments  of  ad- 


ran  ces  made  under  the  Temporary  Relief 
Act,  from  which  it  appeared  that  on  tho 
5th  of  April  last  there  was  due  from  tbe 
whole  of  the  unions  in  Ireland  a  sum  of 
83o,000?.  There  was  included  in  that 
sum  the  debts  due  from  those  thirty-twa 
unions  on  that  account,  which  was  to  be 
added  to  the  other  amount  to  which  ho 
had  previously  referred.  He  had  not  had 
sufficient  time  to  take  from  the  return  the 
amount  due  by  theso  unions  ;  but  there 
was  no  doubt  that  it  was  a  considerable 
sum.  There  was  clearly,  on  account  of 
the  poor-rate,  a  sum  of  400,000/.  due; 
and  there  was  also  their  share  of  tho  debt 
duo  to  the  public,  for  advances  made  of 
835,0001  What  ho  wished  to  under- 
stand was,  the  position  of  a  capitalist 
about  to  invest  his  money  in  any  one  of 
these  thirty- two  unions  having  the  se- 
curity of  a  prospective  maximum  rate,  by 
which,  if  it  became  law,  ho  would  he  se* 
cured  from  all  future  debts,  and  any  share 
of  future  repayments  to  the  Goverument, 
What  would  be  the  position  of  a  pur- 
chaser of  property  with  respect  to  the 
present  very  large  outstanding  debt  ?  He 
was  opposed  to  the  maximum  rate,  he  was 
not  opposed  to  the  Amendment,  because 
the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  set  aside  the 
principle  of  the  maximum  rate.  He,  how- 
ever, wished  to  know  from  the  Government 
how  they  proposed  to  deal  with  these 
large  outstanding  debts  upon  tho  two  ac- 
counts, and  what  would  be  the  position  of 
a  purchaser  with  respect  to  arrears  due, 
and  whether  they  would  he  charged  upon 
the  laud  whicli  he  might  purchase  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  upou  reference  to  tbe 
account  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, he  found  that,  after  deducting  tho 
amount  standing  to  the  credit  of  those 
thirty-two  unions,  and  the  amount  expect- 
ed to  bo  collected  in  the  course  of  the 
half-year  ending  the  29 th  September, 
1849,  the  probable  deficiency  would  bo 
about  270,000?.  The  sum  which  it  would 
bo  necessary  to  furnish  from  the  Treasury, 
on  the  security  of  the  rate  in  aid,  would 
probably  amount  to  220,000?.  He  had 
already  taken  a  vote  of  100,000?.,  and  he 
intended  to  take  an  additional  vote  of 
120,000?.  Those  two  sums  would  have 
to  he  deducted  from  the  sum  of  270, COOL 
With  respect  to  the  other  debt  of 
231,000?.,  a  large  portion  of  that  had 
been  paid  off,  and  the  remainder  would  be 
a  charge  upon  the  unions,  which  it  was 
intended  to  cover  by  tbe  rate  in  aid  aud 
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the  present  uncollected  rates.  Those  be- 
ing aebts  principally  owing  to  contractors, 
thej  did  not  propose  to  a^ect  the  chances 
of  recovering  them  by  any  measure  which 
they  proposed. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  said,  that  ho 
thought  it  most  important  that  the  claims 
of  the  contractors  should  be  satisfactorily 
disposed  of.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
there  were  only  two  courses  open  for 
doing  so,  either  to  sell  the  land  in  order 
to  obtain  the  required  funds,  or  to  ad- 
vance a  sufficient  sum  from  the  Treasury 
to  enable  the  bankrupt  unions  to  clear  oif 
their  debts. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  proposed  Amendment 
was  simply  whether  they  would  adhere  to 
the  principle  of  the  maximum  rate  or  not. 
In  the  present  instance  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  distressed  unions  in  which  they 
wished  to  see  capital  invested.  A  few 
days  since  the  House  agreed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  maximum  rate,  and  the  Govern- 
ment now  came  forward  to  ask  the  House 
to  assent  to  a  principle  by  which,  instead 
of  a  maximum  rate  of  7s,  in  the  pound, 
they  might  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  rate 
of  305.,  thereby  perfectly  vitiating  the 
principle  already  adopted. 

Lord  C.  HAMILTON  wished  to  know 
whether,  in  the  case  of  a  union  consisting 
of  twenty  electoral  divisions,  five  of  which 
were  insolvent,  and  the  remaining  fifteen 
in  a  position  to  contribute  their  fair  quota 
towards  the  repayment  of  the  advances 
made  from  the  Treasury,  the  Government 
would  receive  such  portion  as  might  be  so 
contributed,  or  whether  they  would  insist 
upon  compliance  with  the  orders  of  the 
Treasury,  and  require  the  full  amount  of 
the  instalment  to  be  paid  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  in  such  a  case  he  might 
perhaps  reconsider  what  he  thought  not  a 
very  wise  resolution,  and  take  as  much  as 
he  could  get. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHAFTO  ADAIR  then  moved  the 
following  Proviso  to  the  Clause  : — 

"  Provided  always.  That  such  yearly  limit  of 
Poor's  Rate  specified  in  this  Act,  shall  bo  in  force 
for  the  period  only  of  five  yeai*s  from  the  passing 
thereof,  and  thence  to  the  end  of  the  then  next 
Session  of  Parliament.*' 

Unless  this  proviso  were  adopted,  if  Par- 
liament thought  fit  to  alter  its  course  of 
legislation  on  a  future  occasion,  that  could 
not  be  done  without  considerable  disadvan- 
tage and  discredit  to  its  character  for  fore- 


sight and  perspicacity.  He  proposed  that 
a  maximum  rate  should  be  temporary  only, 
thinking  that  a  period  of  six  years  would 
be  quite  long  enough  for  its  positive  con- 
tinuance. 

Sir  G.  grey  must  say,  that  all  the 
arguments  on  which  a  maximum  rate  had 
been  recommended  to  and  adopted  by  the 
House,  were  inconsistent  with  the  proviso 
moved  by  his  hon.  Friend.  The  House 
might  be  taken  to  have  agreed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  maximum  rate,  and  to  adopt  the 
proviso  would  undo  all  that  had  been 
done. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  could  not  at 
all  agree  with  the  view  of  the  case  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  adop- 
tion of  the  proviso  would  give  confidence 
to  capitalists  and  proprietors,  because  no 
one  would  attempt  the  repeal  of  the  law 
when  the  duration  of  a  maximum  rate  was 
limited  to  a  definite  period.  It  was  quite 
clear,  in  his  opinion,  that  a  maximum  rate 
could  not  be  adhered  to  for  any  length  of 
time.  In  some  places  in  England  the  poor- 
rates  amounted  to  10;.  or  I2«.  in  the 
pound;  and  he  did  not  see  how  they  could 
long  maintain  a  law  which  enacted  that 
only  7$,  in  the  pound  should  be  levied  for 
poor-rates  in  Ireland. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  Proviso  be 
there  added.  * 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  11; 
Noes  66  :  Majority  55. 

lAst  of  the  Ates. 


BlackaU,  S.  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dickson,  S. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 


JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Nugent.  Sir  P. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 

TBLLBB8. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 


Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  de- 
clared his  intention  of  dividing  the  Com- 
mittee against  the  clause.  If  the  maxi- 
mum rate  were  levied,  there  would  be  no 
reserve  fund  for  the  poor  to  fall  back 
upon  in  case  of  necessity.  He  could  not 
understand  how  any  person  who  was  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  a  poor-law  in 
England  or  Ireland,  could  sanction  the 
principle  contained  in  this  clause;  and  be 
was  particularly  surprised  at  seeing  the 
representatives  of  towns  supporting  this 
principle  of  a  maximum  rate.  Being  de- 
sirous of  putting  his  opinion  upon  record, 
he  should  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
on  the  question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
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the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill," 

The    Committee    divided: — Ayes    56; 
Noes  24  :  Majority  32  . 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  0. 
Annstrong,  Sir  A. 
Bagihaw,  J. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir.  F.  T. 
Barron,  Sir  II.  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
CaTondish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Clay,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dawion,  hon.  T.  V. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ellis,  J. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fortescuo,  C. 
Fox,  R.  M. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Harris,  R. 
Howardt  Lord  £. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 


I^wis,  G.  C. 
Maitland,  T. 
Maulc,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J, 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
Power,  Dr. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Rich,  U. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutberfurd,  A, 
Salwoy,  Col. 
Scpope,  G.  P. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somerrillo,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Thickncsse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Wilson,  J. 
"Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLEBS. 

Tufticll,  U. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Bateson,  T. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Chiohestcr,  Iiord  J,  L. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Conolly,  T. 
Dickson,  S. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzpatrick,  rt.  hn.  J.  W. 
French,  F. 
Grogan,  E. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 


Magan,  W.  II. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Monscll,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyse,  R.  II.  R.  U. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

TSLLEBS. 

Crawford,  S. 
StafTord,  A. 


On  Clause  2, 

Sir  G.  grey  proposed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment at  line  5,  to  omit  the  words,  *'  on 
the  29th  day  of  September  in  each  year,'* 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof,  '*  as  soon 
M  possible  after  the  25th  of  March, 
wliieh  shall  be  in  the  year  1850,  and  in 
each  subsequent  year.*' 

Mr.   CLEMENTS   said,   it   would  be 

more   convenient    to   the    ratepayers    to 

llSfe  the  rate  collected  in  winter,  rather 

in    summer;   and    if  the    25th    of 

rch  was  substituted  for  the  29th  of 
,  the  rate  must  necessarily  be 


collected  in  the  summer  monthst  whoa 
the  ratepayers  would  be  less  able  to  pay. 

Mr.  NAPIER  inquired  if  the  proposed 
alteration  applied  to  the  maximum  rftte  as 
well  as  to  the  union  rate  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  if 
the  hgn.  and  learned  Gentleman  looked  to 
the  clause,  he  would  see  that  it  applied  to 
the  union  rate  only. 

Mr.  R.  M.  fox  said,  that  as  the  clause 
stood,  the  accounts  were  to  be  made  up  on 
the  29th  of  September,  and  if  on  that  di^ 
it  was  found  that  the  maximum  rate  was 
not  sufficient,  the  union  rate  of  2f .  was 
to  be  imposed,  and  would  be  continued  for 
a  year. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  that  if  the  clause  was  allowed 
to  remain  as  it  was,  it  would  be  necessary 
on  the  29th  of  September  that  a  prospec- 
tive estimate  should  be  made  of  the  union 
rate,  and  therefore,  as  a  choice  of  evils* 
they  thought  it  better  to  alter  the 
date,  so  that  when  the  rate  was  made,  it 
should  be  a  positive  and  certain  qqc, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  tbej  bad 
proposed  the  Amendment.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  the  accounts  would 
be  made  up  on  the  25th  of  March  pext» 
and  then  submitted  to  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners; but  as  a  few  months  woidd 
elapse  before  they  sanctioned  the  rate,  tbe 
collection  would  take  place  in  the  begin- 
ning of  autumn, 

Mr.  vesey  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
great  nrobability  was  that  the  5<.  rate 
would  be  found  insufficient;  and  if  the 
striking  of  the  additional  rate  were  post- 
poned, as  proposed  by  the  Amendments 
those  electoral  divisions  in  which  there 
would  be  an  excess  over  the  5<.  rate  would 
be  obliged  to  go  in  debt. 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  perfecUj  true  that 
some  of  the  electoral  divisions  would  go  in 
debt;  but  his  great  object  was  that  th^ 
rate  should  be  struck  in  the  summer  and 
collected  in  the  autumn,  which  could  only 
be  done  by  adopting  the  Amendment. 

Colonel  DUNNE  thought  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  was  proceeding  on 
the  right  principle. 

Sm  R.  FERGUSON  thought  they  were 
going  entirely  contrary  to  the  whole  prin* 
ciple  of  the  poor-law  by  the  Amendment 
they  proposed.  He  would  suggest  that 
upon  the  25th  of  March  they  should  ascer- 
tain the  expenditure  of  the  half-year  then 
ended,  and  make  an  estimate  for  the  next 
half-year,  and  authorise  the  amouni  of  ibftt 
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estimate  to  be  levied  and  collected;  and  if 
they  did  not  do  so,  the  result  would  be  that 
^me  of  the  districts  would  go  in  debt. 

Major  BLA.CKALL  considered,  that 
nothing  would  be  more  unjust  than  to  make 
the  aooouQts  up  to  March*  and  then  make 
an  estimate  for  the  next  half-year. 

Mr.  MONSELL  observed,  that  the  pro- 
posed words  would  have  a  retrospective 
effect,  as  the  law  would  be  made  after  the 
expenditure  for  the  year  had  been  incurred, 
^his  was  palpably  unjust,  and  he  would 
suggest  the  substitution  of  the  words 
"  29tb  day  of  September  "  for  the  •*  25th 
day  of  March." 

Tb«  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  his  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment would  delay  the  levy  for  the  union 
for  twelve  months;  and  this  fact,  he  appre- 
hended, would  counterpoise  the  inconveni- 
ence complained  of. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*'26th  day  of  March,'*  and  insert  the 
words  "  29th  day  of  September." 

Question  put,  *•  That  the  words  « 25th 
day  of  March  '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

The  Committee  divided ;  —  Ayes  40  ; 
Noes  18;  Majority  22. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  then  proposed  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Notice-paper,  as  follows  : — **  To  leave  out 
all  the  words  after  '  electoral  division  of 
[|qoh  union,'  in  line  9,"  The  principle  to 
b0  decided  by  this  Amendment  was,  whe- 
ther the  question  of  a  union  rate  should  be 
negatived  or  affirmed;  and,  after  the  full 
discussion  which  had  already  taken  place 
on  that  principle,  he  would  not  now  trouble 
the  House  with  any  arguments. 

Amendment  proposed,  lino  9,  to  leave 
out  from  the  words  **such  union"  to  the 
end  of  the  Clause, 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  and  if 
upon  an  examination  of  such  account' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  43  ; 
Noes  18  :  Majority  25. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  moved  the  Amend- 
ment  of  which  he  had  given  notice  in  the 
event  of  the  former  one  being  rejected, 
and  which  was  **  to  omit  the  words,  *  or  so 
much  thereof  as  with  due  diligence  it  has 
been  practicable  to  levy.'"  He  said, 
there  was  not  a  point  in  the  Bill  of 
greater  importance  than  that  involved  in 
those  few  words.  When  a  maximum  was 
proposed,  it  became  a  question  as  to  the 
period  when  the  power  vested  in  the  com- 


missioners  should  be  brought  to  bear.  If 
any  license  were  left  at  all,  it  would  be  ^s 
well  not  to  establish  a  maximum  rate.  It 
was  proposed  to  invest  the  commissioners 
with  the  power  of  deciding  at  what  mo^ 
ment  the  maximum  rate  should  cease  in 
the  electoral  district,  and  the  union  rate 
should  commence  —  a  proposition  whict^ 
struck  at  the  root  of  local  self-government 
and  dependence  in  Ireland.  If  a  rate  of 
so  many  shillings  were  struck,  and  only  one 
shilling  was  coUected,  the  l^oor  Law  Com- 
missioners, who  might  be  at  the  other  end 
of  Ireland,  who  were  without  local  know* 
ledge,  irresponsible,  and  from  whose  deci* 
sion  there  was  no  appeal,  might  impose  a 
rate  of  10  per  cent  upon  the  whole  pro^ 
perty  of  the  union.  This  was  a  violation 
of  the  first  principle  of  the  connexion  be- 
tween representation  and  taxation  which 
they  would  not  dare  to  commit  in  £|ngland, 
And  why  did  they  violate  those  principles 
in  Ireland?  On  the  tyrant's  plea  of  ne- 
cessity. Under  the  guise  of  liberalisms 
they  were  violating  the  great  constitutional 
principle  of  liberty.  However,  this  propo^ 
sition  of  imposing  a  tax  at  the  discretion 
of  one  or  two  persons,  was  not  altogether 
without  precedent  even  in  England,  for 
the  present  case  was  analogous  to  that  of 
ship  money,  when  the  king  propounded 
the  questions  whether  he  might  not  impose 
a  tax  upon  the  country  in  a  case  of  neces- 
sity, and  whether  he  was  not  the  judge  of 
the  necessity  of  that  tax?  So  now  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  that  the  Ppor  Law 
Commissioners  should  impose  a  tax  of  10 
per  cent  upon  Ireland  in  a  case  of  neces- 
sity, they  being  the  sole  judges  of  that  ne- 
cessity. If  these  words  were  allowed  to 
remain  in  the  Bill,  great  injury  would  bo 
inflicted  upon  the  rights  of  property. 
While  they  talked  about  making  the  poor- 
law  the  means  not  only  of  relieving  pau- 
perism, but  of  instructing  boards  of  guar- 
dians in  Ireland  in  self-government  and  in 
the  administration  of  local  affairs,  what 
was  the  practical  course  they  took?  They 
went  on  centralising  more  and  more,  and 
by  successive  alterations  in  the  poor-law 
diminishing  the  power  of  the  boards  of 
guardians,  and  increasing  the  power  of  the 
central  board  in  Dublin.  Thus  they  gave 
less  and  less  encouragement  to  those  who 
resided  in  their  localities  to  fulfil  their  du- 
ties on  the  spot.  He  did  not  now  speak  of 
the  poor-law  in  Ireland  or  in  England,  or  of 
union  rating,  or  electoral  rating;  but  he  de- 
clared that  these  words  involved  a  wanton 
and  gross  injustice,  attempted  to  be  perpe* 
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trated  bj  this  Government  upon  their  fel- 
low-countrymen, no  matter  where.  He 
took  his  stand  against  these  words  upon 
the  broad  ground  of  the  connexion  between 
representation  and  taxation. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  practical  result 
of  the  Amendment,  if  adopted,  would  be 
to  neutralise  the  adoption  of  the  union 
rate.  Ho  said,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  make  it  compulsory  that  every 
farthing  of  the  rate  struck,  perhaps  of 
^YQ  shillings,  should  be  collected,  all  ex- 
perience, both  in  Ireland  and  in  England, 
would  assure  him  that  that  was  impossible. 
It  would  be  easy  to  ascertain  where  due 
diligence  had  been  used,  without  stipulat- 
ing that  every  farthing  of  the  rate  struck 
should  be  raised.  The  Government  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  a  hand  fide  rate, 
meaning  thereby  that  due  diligence  should 
be  used  in  the  collection  of  it.  The 
Amendment,  however,  went  much  further, 
and  would  have  the  effect  of  neutralising 
the  adoption  of  the  union  rate.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  quite  mistaken  in  suppos- 
ing that  the  commissioners  were  authorised 
to  impose  a  tax.  They  were  merely  au- 
thorised to  determine,  under  the  circum- 
stances, upon  whom  the  rate  should  fall, 
whether  upon  the  union,  or  the  electoral 
division. 

Colonel  DUNNE  thought  that  the 
power  would  be  much  more  safely  en- 
trusted to  the  guardians  than  the  commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  believed  from  the  ex- 
perience they  had  of  certain  unions  in  the 
north  of  Ireland,  that  no  rate  would  be 
collected  at  all  unless  authority  were  re- 
posed in  some  one  extraneous  to  the 
unions. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  the  power  might  be 
much  better  left  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
were  entrusted  with  the  property  of  Ire- 
land, the  guardians  who  were  on  the  spot, 
and  able  to  judge  of  the  circumstances. 
He  maintained,  the  Bill  would  virtually 
give  the  commissioners  power  to  impose  a 
tax;  when  they  found  that  one  division  was 
broken  down  or  negligent,  they  would  lay 
an  extra  tax  upon  the  rest  to  support  that 
division. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
specified  no  time  within  which  the  union 
rate  was  to  be  levied.  He  proposed  that 
a  percentage  of  the  rate  on  the  electoral 
division  should  be  levied  before  they  could 

3 ply  to  the  union.     Unless  words  to  that 
ect,  in  some  way  modifying  the  Amend- 
nenti  were  adopted  by  his  hon.  Friend,  he 


could  not  support  him.  The  Amendment 
did  not  provide  for  the  supposition  of 
the  people  starving,  whilst  it  forbade  a 
rate  in  aid  till  the  maximum  of  5f.  was 
paid  up.  In  fact,  the  Amendment  would 
have  the  effect,  by  a  side-wind,  of  getting 
rid  of  the  rate  -'^together. 

The  CHANdELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEY  explained  the  effect  of  the  clause 
to  be,  that  some  one  must  be  satisfied  that 
a  hand  fide  rate  had  been  collected  to  the 
utmost  point  that  it  could  be  collected, 
taking  all  the  ratepayers  into  account. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  wished  to  know,  in 
case  a  rate  in  aid  levied  upon  the  union 
were  paid  over  to  an  electoral  division,  and 
some  time  afterwards  the  arrears  in  that 
division  should  be  collected,  he  wished  to 
know  to  whom  the  arrears  thus  got  in 
would  belong  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied,  that  arrears  so  collected 
would  be  repaid  to  the  electoral  divion,  or 
go  in  diminution  of  some  charge  against 
it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  on  the  25th  of  March  in  every  year 
there  would  bo  a  statement  of  accoants 
published,  which  would  include  the  uncol- 
lected portions  of  the  5«.  rate,  and  if  any 
electoral  division  was  in  debt,  there  would 
be  a  union  rate.  If  the  arrears  were  after- 
wards collected,  to  whom  would  they  be- 
long ?  That  was  the  question,  and  as  the 
clause  stood  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
they  would  go  to  the  credit  of  the  elec- 
toral division  upon  which  they  had  been 
levied. 

Mr.  MONSELL  asked  whether  in  such 
a  case  the  28.  union  rate  would  not  be  part 
of  the  rate  the  following  year  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  repHed 
in  the  negative. 

Mr.  MONSELL  pointed  out  the  great 
differences  between  the  collections  in  dif- 
ferent unions,  particularly  between  those 
in  Galway  and  the  poorer  parts  of  Lime- 
rick; and  suggested  that,  if  5f.  6d.  or  6f. 
were  named  as  the  maximum,  with  a  pro- 
vision that  68.  should  be  collected,  there 
would  not  be  so  much  left,  as  at  present, 
to  the  arbitrary  power  of  the  commis- 
sioners. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  it  would  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult, if  not  impossible,  to  apply  a  general 
rule  to  all  the  different  unions  in  Ireland, 
Something  must  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  those  who  were  best  able  to  jndge  of 
the  circumstances  of  particular  nnioiis,    I^ 
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was  notorious  that  in  some  unions  it  had 
been  found  impossible  to  collect  the  rates, 
and  in  others  there  had  even  been  resist- 
ance. 

Mb.  MONSELL  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  in  these  observations,  used 
the  most  conclusive  argument  against  his 
own  proposition  for  a  Ss,  maximum  rate  all 
over  Ireland. 

Mr.  GROGAN  said,  the  Government 
were  forcing  a  Bill  upon  Ireland  which  was 
decidedly  opposed  by  a  majority  of  the 
representatives  from  that  country,  and  a 
Bill  which  in  many  respects  was  not  appli- 
cable to  it.  Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  just  declared  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  lay  down  a  general  rule.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  suggested  that  the 
law  should  remain  as  it  was  in  those  unions 
where  it  had  been  found  to  work  well,  and 
that  the  distressed  Unions  should  be  treat- 
ed in  a  different  manner.  Let  not  those 
who  had  paid  their  way  and  kept  their 
ground  be  treated  the  same  as  those  who 
had  done  neither.  A  plan  of  this  sort 
would  get  rid  altogether  of  the  difficult 
question  of  arrears. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER denied  that  his  observations  were 
open  to  the  construction  of  being  opposed 
to  the  5s.  maximum  rato.  He  complained, 
however,  that  the  principle  of  the  measure 
should  be  discussed  upon  the  clauses.  The 
House  had  already  affirmed  the  principle, 
and  the  Committee  were  considering  the 
details,  and  he  begged  hon.  Gentlemen  not 
to  reopen  questions  which  had  been  already 
settled. 

Colonel  DUNNE  recalled  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  question  before  it 
— namely,  the  tribunal  which  should  have 
the  power  of  saying  whether  due  diligence 
had  been  used  in  the  collection  of  the 
rates. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  replied,  he  objected 
to  a  power  of  so  much  magnitude  being 
given  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 
They  were  already  enabled  to  dismiss 
guardians  and  appoint  vice-guardians,  who 
could  levy  taxes  without  the  shadow  of 
representation. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  2,  line  23, 
to  leave  out  the  words,  **  or  so  much  there- 
of as  with  due  diligence  it  has  been  prac- 
ticable to  levy . " 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  79 ; 
Noes  23:  Majority  56. 

VOL.  CVL     {SS} 


Mr.  VESEY  moved  the  omission  of 
words  from  the  latter  part  of  the  clause, 
declaring  that  the  guardians  might  appor- 
tion the  excess  of  charge  over  55.,  and  pay 
it  out  of  any  money  standing  to  the  credit 
of  each  electoral  division  with  the  trea- 
surer of  the  union.  He  thought  this  pro- 
vision unjust,  and  referred  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
with  reference  to  the  difficulty  of  collecting 
rates  in  some  unions. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  denied,  in  the  strongest  terms, 
that  he  had  said  anything  whatever  to 
justify  the  supposition  that  resistance  to 
the  rate  was  any  ground  for  exemption. 

Mr.  VESEY  had  never  said  so.  He 
only  referred  to  it  as  an  exemplification  of 
the  difficulty  of  collecting  rates. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  satisfied  with  the  explanation. 
If  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  carried,  it  would  be  necessary,  in 
some  instances,  to  strike  an  additional 
rato  upon  the  electoral  divisions,  although 
there  might  be  money  in  hand  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  payments.  However,  he 
had  no  objection  to  add  the  words  "as 
they  might  think  fit,"  to  the  clause,  which 
would  leave  the  matter  at  the  option  of 
the  guardians. 

Mr.  CONOLLY  wished  for  some  guard 
against  surpluses  bemg  appropriated  to 
purposes  for  which  they  were  not  granted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  complained 
that  no  provision  was  made  for  the  expense 
of  relieving  the  poor  in  cases  where  more 
than  a  2$,  rate  would  be  necessary.  In 
such  a  case  the  expense  would  have  to  be 
borne  by  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  paid 
by  the  overtaxed  ratepayers  of  this  coun- 
try. He  thought  that  5s.  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  2s.  in  the  proviso. 

Lord  NAAS  proposed  to  add  a  proviso 
to  the  effect  that  the  commissioners  should 
not  levy  the  additional  rate  on  any  union, 
until  after  they  received  a  certificate  from 
the  board  of  guardians  that  due  diligence 
had  been  used  in  the  collection  of  the  5s, 
rato. 

Sir  G.  grey  was  of  opinion  that  the 
discretion  should  be  left  with  the  commis- 
sioners rather  than  with  the  guardians. 

Lord  C.  HAMILTON  said,  as  the  com- 
missioners must  receive  some  information, 
all  his  noble  Friend  wanted  was  that  the 
information  should  be  authentic. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  clause  as  it 
stood  provided  that  a  certificate  should 
2M 
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issue;  and  he  thought  it  hotter  that  the 
commissioners  should  he  at  lihertj  to  re- 
ceive information  from  all  quarters,  instead 
of  heing  hound  hy  the  acts  of  the  guar- 
dians alone. 

Sir  h.  O'BHIEN  said,  he  had  voted  on 
all  the  other  Amendments  with  the  Qo- 
yemment,  hut  on  this  occasion  he  felt 
hound  to  vote  against  them. 

Proviso  proposed — 

*'  Provided  always,  that  the  CommisiiotierB 
shall  in  no  case  levy  such  second  rate,  nnleii  they 
have  received  a  certiAoate  from  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  stating  that  due  diligence  has  been 
used  in  the  colleotion  of  the  68  rate." 


put,  **  That  the  proviso  he 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  48  ; 
Noes  88  :  Majority  40. 

Colonel  DUNNI)  then  moved  the  addi- 
tion of  a  proviso,  Valative  to  the  striking  of 
the  union  rate  of  2«. 

Proviso  proposed — 

**  Provided  always,  that  it  shall  not  be  lawfbl 
^r  any  Board  of  Guardians  to  strike  the  rate  of 
9|.  in  any  Union  ibr  a  longer  period  than  two 
years  from  the  29th  day  of  December,  1840." 

Question  put,  "That  the  proviso  he 
there  added.'' 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  38  ; 
Noes  103  :  Majority  ^5, 

On  the  Question  that  Clause  2  stand 
part  of  the  Bill, 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  rose  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  clause  altogether.  The 
present  rateable  property  of  Ireland  was 
totally  incapable  of  supporting  the  poor, 
and  those  districts  where  it  just  managed 
to  do  so  were  already  too  much  bur- 
dened in  maintaining  their  own  pau- 
perism to  he  able  to  bear  an  addi- 
tional tax  as  a  rate  in  aid  of  the  pau- 
perism of  other  districts  with  which  they 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do.  A  rate 
in  aid  no  doubt  was  wanted,  but  let  it  be 
raised  from  an  income  and  property  tax 
upon  Ireland ;  and  then  that  species  of 
property  which  was  now  entirely  exempt 
from  the  fair  share  which  all  kinds  of  pro- 
perty alike  ought  to  contribute  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  would  be  fixed  with  the 
new  burden,  as  it  ought  to  be  ;  for  it  was 
unjust  that  one  species  of  property  alone 
should  be  crushed  by  the  overwhelming 
weight  of  a  tax  that  another  species  of 
property  now  totally  exempt  ought  to  bear 
m  common  with  it. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  question 
involved  in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  had  heeu  previously  discussed 


that  eveningi  on  the  Motion  of  the  lion* 
Memher  for  Northamptonshire,  aiHlt  ibere* 
fore,  it  was  not  necessary  for  biin  to  r^er 
at  length  to  the  subject ;  but,  in  adopting 
that  course,  he  begged  it  to  be  nqdepftood 
that  he  did  not  mean  any  offenoe  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put|  ''  Tbat 
the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  ^e 
BUI." 

The  Committee  divided  |  —  Ayta  108 } 
Noes  52 :  Majority  56. 
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Committee  report  progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

ESTATES  LEASING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  baTing  gone  into  Commitlee 
on  this  Bill;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the  ehatr, 

Colonel  DUNNE  objected  to  proceed- 
ing at  that  late  hour  with  a  measure 
which  went  to  alter  the  whole  tenure  of 
land  in  Ireland. 

After  a  short  conversation, 

Captain  JONES  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  aek 
leave  to  sit  again.** 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayea  29  ; 
Noes  105 :  Majority  76. 

Preamble  postponed. 

House  resumed.  Committee  report  pro- 
gress ;  to  ait  again  To-morrow. 

J?ALACE  COURT  (WESTMINSTER)  BILL. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  moved  the 
CQiiimittal  of  tlie  Palaoe  Court  (Westmin^ 
•ler)  BiU. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  toJd  his  noble  Friend,  over  and  ovet 
again,  that  the  Bill  which  he  had  brought 
IB  oo  this  subject,  and  which  stood  for  a 
aeeood  reading  to-morrow,  would  abolish 
altogether  the  court  from  which  his  noble 
Friend  proposed  by  the  present  Bill  to  re- 
niQve  eauaea^  Under  these  circttmstancea» 
if  his  noble  Friend  peraevered^  he  should 
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move  that  the  Bill  be  committed  that  day 
lix  maaUki. 

JAm  DUDLEY  aTUAB^T  obaervad, 
that  the  hon.  and  kamed  GeatJeiMi 
teemed  to  think  that  when  he  opened 
his  mouth,  no  dog  might  bark.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  boasted  of  having 
brought  in  his  Bill,  but  he  did  not  at  aU 
events  do  so  till  he  (Lord  Dudley  Stuart) 
brought  in  his  own.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  get  rid  of  an  intolerable  nui* 
sance  —  to  remove  cases  from  a  close 
court  to  an  open  one.  He  accused  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  dilatoriness,  and  he  thought 
it  reflected  no  credit  upon  them  that  they 
should  have  allowed  such  a  place  as  Uie 
Palace  Court  to  remain  so  long.  [ ' '  Hear!  * ' 
*'  Divide  !"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  im-^ 
patient,  but  the  country  was  more  impa4 
tient  to  get  rid  of  this  nuisance.  If  he 
oarried  on  his  Bill,  would  it  prevent  the 
Attorney  General  from  carrying  on  his  BiU 
also  ?  Not  at  all.  But  if  anything  should 
hinder  the  Attorney  General  from  carry- 
ing his — should  he  change  his  mind  itom 
any  cause^  his  (Lord  Dudley  Stuart's)  Bill 
would  go  a  long  way,  if  not  the  entire  way, 
to  remedy  the  grievance  of  the  Palace 
Court.  He  did  not  mean  any  disrespect 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  or  the  Go- 
vemment,  but  he  put  very  little  faith  in  the 
assurances  of  Government.  He  did  not 
think  that  they  ever  gave  an  assurance 
that  ther  did  not  mean  to  fulfil;  but  he  had 
had  such  experi^ce  of  their  hifirmity  of 
purpose,  that  he  did  not  put  implicit  con* 
fulence  in  their  assurances.  The  humt 
child  feared  the  fire.  He  was  sure  there 
were  no  more  honourable  gentlemen  in  pri* 
vate  life  in  any  country  than  the  Members 
of  the  present  Government.  But  as  a  Ge« 
vernment,  in  their  colleetive  capacity »  it 
was  quite  a  different  thing*  He  had 
known  Government  give  assurances^  and 
not  fulfil  them.  He  had  known  them  give 
assm*ances  of  their  intention  to  bring  in  a 
Bill,  bring  it  in»  read  it  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  then  at  a  late  hour  of  the  night 
abandon  it.  [*'  Nanke^  name!'*}  He  woukl 
give  chapter  and  verse.  The  present  Go* 
vemment  did  it  omly  last,  year — in  the  year 
1848.  They  undertook  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  relieve  the  metropolis  from  a  great  \mt^ 
den  of  police  rate.  Official  letters  were 
written  to  every  parish  in  the  county  ef 
Middlesex.  The  Bill  was  brought  in,  it 
received  a  first  and  second  reading,  umi 
was  then  abandoned*  And  how  did  he 
know  that  something  of  the  kind  njl^t  nfH 
2M2 
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happen  to  this  Palace  Court  Bill  ?  Until 
he  heard  some  hotter  reason  than  had  yet 
heen  offered,  he  should  persevere  with  his 
own  Bill;  and  he  thought  it  would  not  do 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  much  credit 
if  he  were  to  put  a  spoke  in  the  wheel 
of  it. 

Captain  PECHELL  said,  that  his  nohle 
Friend  had  given  the  House  a  proof  that 
the  Attorney  General,  if  he  had  attempted 
to  gag,  had  certainly  not  muzzled  him. 
The  nohle  Lord's  Bill  was  hefore  the 
House.  The  Attorney  General's  was  not 
The?  could  judge  of  the  one;  they  knew 
nothmg  ahout  the  other;  and  under  such 
circumstances  he  thought  his  nohle  Friend 
was  justified  in  persevering. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  was  sbcerely  anx- 
ious to  promote  the  nohle  Lord's  Bill,  hut 
he  was  still  more  anxious  to  promote  the 
Bin  whidi  the  Attorney  General  had  pro- 
mised. He  therefore  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  conaent  to  put  off  his  for 
a  lew  days. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  finaUycon- 
aented. 

Debate  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

PROTECTION  OP  WOBIKN  BILL- 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Qnealion  again  pn^posed,  **That  the 
Bin  be  now  rciid  a  Second  Time." 

CousriL  SALWSY  moved  the  adjooni- 
menl  of  the  debate;  and  said,  that  when 
^  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  charge  of 
^  Bin  recollected  that  when  it  was  in- 
trodnced  it  was  so  badlr  drawn  that  al- 
■Mol  any  school-boy  coold  firame  a  bet- 
tar  one^when  he  "remembeied  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretanr  of 
Stale  for  the  Heme  Department  said 
^M^  it  was  onew  that  if  passed  in  its 
then  condition,  wodd  bring  disgrace  upon 
^  legisk^ott  of  the  conntxT---and  when 
he  recottected  that  the  hon«*  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  had  himself  admitted 
its  want  of  extensive  amendment  —  he 
conki  not  be  surprised  that,  mnch  as  he 
(Coknel  Sabver)  wished  to  see  the  eb|eet 
and  iatentiotisof  the  promoters  of  the  BBwn- 
sure  carried  into  executiott.  he  was  justified 
in  oppoein^  one  so  iU  BraBoed.  What  he 
want^  to  see  was  a  perf^t  BiQ.  and  he 
slnHtU  there^Nre  mo^  the  ad^onrunenl  of 
lhedeb«ite. 

MothMt  made,  and  Q^eetwnpnt.  *^  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjonracd.'* 

TW  HoQse  diTtdeii :— Afe«  ^:  Xmee 
»:  MarofttT». 


List  of  the  Ana. 


Berkelej,  hon.  H.  F. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blako.M.  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Duncan,  Viaot. 
Duncan,  6. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Greene,  J. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hastie,  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mofflitt,  G. 


Mottyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Romilly,SirJ. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
SulliTan,  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  IC. 
Thompson,  CoL 
Thomely,  T. 
Wilson,  J. 


Salwey,  Col. 
GibM»»  T.  M. 


ListoftheVoES. 


Jerris,  Sir  J. 
Lo^hart^W. 
Maekenne,  W.  F. 
Mathnaon,  GoL 
Maole,  ri.]MMi.F. 
MOaa,  P.  W.  S. 
IfonaaU^W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Na|«r,J. 

Newiy  4  Moms,  Yisei. 
NagcBt,SirP. 
P^ct^LordA. 
Pkfet^LordG. 
PiattflB,  J.  W. 
Bicfc,H.         . 
Ratkeifid,  A* 
SntiiiUe,rt.fca.SirW. 
SpewMtt,  H.  6. 
Talk— f¥i,  kM.  F.  J. 
TcfMT.SirW. 
T«My,lMW.  T. 
WHaos^M. 
WJM.J. 


ArehdaU.Capt.M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Raines,  M.T. 
BeUew.  R.  M. 
Blaekall,  S.  W. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Carter.  J.  B. 
Christy,  S. 
Cole,  hoo.  H.  A. 
Craif.W.  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dondas,  Adm. 
Dii]idas,G. 
Ebrittgton,  Tisei. 
Edwards,  H. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbe«,W. 
Gahray.ViMi. 
Grey.  ri.lMft.  Sir  G. 
GrofaiuE. 
Haggitt,  F  R. 
Hayter,  rt.  koft.  W.  G. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
HOI,  Lard  M. 
Howar^LordE. 
Jeisym,  Earl 

Qnestion  agan  prapooed* 
Mn.  MIIJeR  GIBSON  aaid,  H 
most  nnreasonaUe,  after  what  had 
phice,  that  the  hon.  Memher  Ibr  North 
Warviekshire  ^onld  pertist  in  going  on 
vith  the  BilL  The  hon.  and  learned 
At^Nmer  General  had  deeerihed  to  than 
what  the  impeifeetions  of  te  B3I  wcfn» 
and  nntil  the  Henae  vna  nwnin  of  te 
Amendments  to  he  propeeed  to  'sc^^ 
diose  imperfectienk  he  thsifht  tf»  Bffl 
shonU  noc  W  proctgdtd  with.  He  hofed, 
there^sre,  the  hen.  Meahcr  vonld  giw 
time  to  consider  ^he  AmadmcniB  vhidi 
he  intended  to  propoae ;  and  nnleaa  ha 
liid  so.  he  I  Mr.  lObsr  6fta«V  al^v^ 
he  dai  not  wish  to  gcve  m^  tetiona  Of- 
pg«itMn  to  ^he  BO.  wenM  awva  tf»  nd- 
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Whereupon  Motion  mflde,  and  QueBtion 
put,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.  ' 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  had  voted  last 
night  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire;  but  he  must  saj  that  it  be- 
hoved that  hon.  Member  to  keep  the  pro- 
mise which  he  had  made  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  that  he  would 
introduce  such  alterations  into  the  measure 
as  would  make  it  a  practicable  one.  The 
Bill  had  been  described  as  a  mere  farce  of 
legislation,  and  he  did  trust  that  until  it 
was  made  more  perfect,  it  would  not  be 
proceeded  with. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  it  was  not  usual  to 
propose  Amendments  to  a  Bill  until  after 
the  second  reading,  and  when  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee,  where  alone  the  op- 
portunity would  be  afforded  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  to  pro- 
pose his  Amendments. 

Mr.  THORNELY  thought  the  Bill  was 
so  inefficient  in  its  present  state,  that  the 
House  could  not  well  proceed  with  it. 

Mr.  SPOONER  really  hoped,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, the  House  would  consent  to  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill,  as  the  Amend- 
ments which  he  proposed  to  introduce 
could  only  be  made  in  Committee;  and 
considering  the  period  of  the  Session,  and 
the  little  chance  there  was  of  the  measure 
being  carried  if  it  was  delayed,  he  trusted 
hon.  Members  would  at  once  consent  to 
the  second  reading. 

Colonel  RAWDON  was  of  opinion  that 
time  should  be  given  to  consider  the 
Amendments  which  were  to  be  proposed, 
the  more  especially  as  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Attorney  General's  words,  describing 
the  defects  of  the  Bill,  were  very  strong. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  per- 
severed, he  would  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  do  so,  as  he  had 
already  spoken. 

Mr.  a.  HASTIE  would,  therefore, 
move  the  adjournment. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  22;  Noes 
53:  Majority  31. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  then  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  if  hon.  Mem- 
hers  were  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  they 
objected  to  the  second  reading,  the  more 
especially  as  130  Members  had  last  night 


recorded  their  votes  in  favour  of  it.  B«l 
he  would  not  any  longer  persist,  but  wodd 
consent  to  adjourn  the  debate. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  next. 

Notice  taken,  that  forty  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted;  and  forty 
Members  not  being  present,  the  House 
was  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
FHday,  June  29, 1849. 

MuruTKB.]     PuBuc  B 1 1X8.-1*  Mutiny  and  Dcmtion 

(India) ;  Alteration  of  Oatha. 
8*  Adminiatration  of  Justice  ( Vanoouver's  laland). 
3*  County  Ceu  (Ireland). 

PsTiTiOKs  PnaaBNTso.  From  Skiptoo,  that  Boards  of , 
Guardians  may  be  Empowered  to  grant  Supefannuatkm 
Allowances  to  Poor  Law  OiBcers. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  (VAN- 
COUVER'S ISLAND)  BILL. 

Earl  GREY,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said  that  it  would  be 
necessary  for  him  to  say  more  than  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  it.  By  the  exist- 
ing law  all  serious  civil  causes,  and  all 
serious  offences  committed  in  the  British 
possessions  on  the  north-west  coast  of 
America,  were  required  to  he  tried  in  the 
courts  of  Canada.  If  the  western  terri- 
tory of  America  Jiad  remained  unsettled, 
that  might  have  been  a  capital  arrange- 
ment; but  under  the  altered  circumstances 
of  the  present  time,  justice  must  be  in- 
effective if  that  arrangement  were  con- 
tinued ;  for  it  would  be  impossible  to  send 
either  the  parties  to  civil  ciiuses  or  the 
parties  accused  of  criminal  offences  to 
Canada,  either  by  the  route  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  or  by  a  voyage  round  Cape 
Horn.  It  was,  therefore,  proposed  to  re- 
peal this  law  80  far  as  regarded  Vancou- 
ver's Island,  and  to  allow  courts  to  be 
established  there  for  the  administration  of 
justice.  Power  would  be  reserved  for  the 
local  legislature  of  the  island,  whenever 
such  local  legislature  was  constituted,  to 
alter  and  amend  the  constitution  of  those 
courts.  The  right  of  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council  from  those  courts  would  also  be 
given  as  soon  as  the  courts  themselves 
were  established  ;  and  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Act  the  small  islands  adjacent  to  Van- 
couver's Island  would  be  considered  part 
of  Vancouver's  Island  itself.  The  neces- 
sity for  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  arose , 
out  of  the  proposed  settlement  of  that 
island  ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  briefly 
state  to  their  Lordships  the  nature  of  the 
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arrangem^Dt  recentl  j  made  with  that  view. 
The  colonisation  of   VanoouTor's   Island 
was  to  he  undertaken  hy  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company,     No  politiciJ  power,  however, 
was  to  he  transferred  to. that  company; 
and  conditions  of  a  stricter  nature  would 
be  imposed  upon  it  than  upon  any  com- 
pany which  had  hitherto  been  intrusted 
with  such  a  trust.     In  the  first  place,  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  was  to  defray  all 
expenses  of  the  settlement,  government, 
and  defence  of  the  island  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  hut  not  in  case  of  war,  and 
were  to  bear  those  expenses  until  a  suffi<- 
cient  revenue  should  he  collected  in  the 
island  for  those  purposes.     In  the  next, 
the  company  was  required  to  sell  land  on 
jreasonal^e  terms  to  all  parties  desirous  of 
purchasing  it ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  it 
was  required  to  apply  the  monies  which  it 
received  for  the  purchase  of  lands  and 
minerals,  after  a  moderate  deduction  for 
Its  own  expenses,  to  the  promotion  of  colo- 
nisation and  the  improvement  of  the  island. 
Such  was  the  nature  of  the  grant  of  the 
island  to  the  company.     The  government 
of  the  island  was  to  be  intrusted  to  a  Go< 
yemor  selected  by  the  company,  and  ap- 
proved of  by  the  Crown.     The  gentleman 
who  was  to  be  the  first  Governor  had  been 
recommended  by  the  company,   and   he 
had  every  reason  to  believe  that  he  was 
fully  qualified  for  the  service  which  he  was 
to  fill.     It  was  not  proposed  to  give  any 
authority  for  legislation  or  for  taxation  to 
any  public  body  in  the  first  instance  ;  but 
the  Governor  was  empowered  to  summon  a 
Legislative  Council  as  soon  as  there  was  a 
sufficient  number  of  inhabitants  to  render 
«uch  a  measure  advisable.     Having  thus 
stated  the  nature  of  the  arrangement,  and 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  add  more  than  a  few  words  in 
explanation  of  the  manner  in  which  that 
arrangement  was  to  be  carried  out.     It 
was  an  object  of   importance   that    the 
rights  of  the  Crown  to  Vancouver's  Island 
should  be  defined  without  delay.     If  no 
regular  authority   were   created    in  that 
island,  it  was  obvious  that  it  would  be  soon 
irregularly  occupied  by  parties  whom   it 
might  be  found  impossible  to  remove  here- 
after.    It  was,  therefore,  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  a  regular  authority  should  be 
immediately  constituted.     But  it  was  ob- 
Tious  that,  if  the  Government  were  to  un- 
dertake to  organise  such  an  authority,  very 
considerable  expense  must  be  at  once  in- 
curred.    If,  then,  the  settlement  of  the 
ialaad  were  to  be  accomplished  at  aU,  it 


must  be  acoompKilied  Mm  hj  pmmta  in- 
dividuals, or  by  some  fm\&  oooipaKy. 
Now,  private  individuals  had  not  fimda  am- 
ficient  for  such  a  purpose.  The  HudN^'a 
Bay  Company,  however,  were  in  poiaesiien 
of  such  funds.  They  had  also  a  diraol 
interest  of  their  own  in  forming  a  aettlop 
ment  of  this  nature,  as  it  woold  be  of 
great  utility  to  them  in  Buppljing  thoir 
other  settlements  for  the  prooeonlioB  of 
the  fur  trade.  With  ibese  obflormtioM  In 
explanation  of  his  Motion,  he  now  movod 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  aa  ho 
had  last  year  brought  this  tobjeok  under 
the  consideration  of  thmr  Loi^bipo,  Im 
now  felt  called  upon  to  offer  a  few  obeerrib 
tions  upon  the  proposal  just  mada  bj  tho 
noble  Earl.     He  had  then  stated  Ilia  ob» 
jection  to  the  proposed  mode  of  aotlling 
this  island;  but  nevertheleM  he  mutt  a£ 
mit  that  in  whatever  way  the  aetUomant  of 
the  island  was  carried  out,  ihoro  oonld  bo 
no  doubt  that  provision  should  bo  mado  for 
the  admmistration  of  Justice  within  it. 
He  presumed  that  the  Bill  had  boon  to 
framed  as  to  carry  that  object  into  affMi. 
But  the  question  itsd^  apart  from  thai 
view  of  the  ease,  involved  oonaidoratieoa 
of  no  small  importanoo,  to  whieh,  aa  lio 
had  done  last  year,  ho  dosirod  to  call  tho 
deliberate  attention  of  Pariiamoni.    Tho 
discussion  of  last  year  had  taken  plaeo  to 
late  in  the  year  in  tho  month  of  Augual-* 
when  so  few  Peers  wore  in  attoadanooi 
that  he  believed  the  subjoet  had  boon  Tory 
imperfectly  understood.    If  there  was  one 
principle  which,  since  the  improTod  syttom 
of  adniinistration  of  eokmial  affisin  hod 
been  adopted,  had  more  than  another  boon 
laid  down  by  sucoessivo  Colonial  SoorotarioOi 
it  was  the  principle  that  there  ahoold  bo  a 
departure  from  the  old  ayatom  of  making 
large  grants  of  land  to  parties  who  wore 
more  or  less  irresponsible  to  public  opinioo» 
for  the  exercise  of  their  fonctiona*     Bj  oo 
individual  had  that  doctrine  boon  more 
emphatically  laid  down  than  bj  tha  proooal 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colooieo;   no 
person  had  more  objected  to  a  ayatom  of 
making  grants  of  land  in  snob  a  maanor, 
thus  depriring   the   Crown   of    tho  fiur 
power  of  administering  tho  frmotiona  of 
the  colonies  in  a  way  cUculated  to  promote 
the  public  interest.     But  what  had  tho 
noble  Earl  done  in  r^ard  to  aa  island 
which  contained  the  only  BupplT  of  cool  in 
that  part  of  the  world  f     He  had  mado  a 
grant  of  the  whole  of  it  to  a  aingk  oom« 
pany.     The  importanoo  of  Taaoo«for*i 
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Iftland  htA  been  ttnirerAllj  admitted,  and 
never  hid  its  importance  been  more  in- 
sisted on  than  at  the  time  of  the  Oregon 
treaty.  The  importance  of  that  island  had 
b^en  Hince  great! j  increased.  There  had 
been  large  settlements  of  American  citi- 
zens in  that  neighbourhood,  in  conse*^ 
quence  of  the  discovery  of  gold  in  Califor* 
nia.  Now,  a  grant  of  the  whole  of  thj^ 
island  had  been  made  to  one  company. 
When  Prince  Edward's  Island  was  granted, 
not  to  one  company,  but  to  five  or  six  indi- 
viduals, no  one  had  commented  more  se- 
verely on  that  grant  than  his  noble  Friend. 
But  here  was  a  grant  of  a  whole  island  to 
H  trading  company,  whose  pursuits  of  the  fur 
trade  incapacitated  them  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  new  functions  which  devolved 
on  them  as  colonisers.  If  ever  there  was 
a  company  that  had  shown  itself  incapable 
or  unwilling  to  perform  the  duties  of 
colonisers,  it  tras  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com* 
panr.  This  company  was  originally  found- 
ed bt  charter  in  the  time  of  Charles  II. 
In  the  time  of  William  III.  a  Bill  was 
passed  conferring  the  charter  for  seven 
years,  and  on  their  application  for  a  re- 
newal the  Bill  was  thrown  out.  Here 
was  an  admission  that  without  a  confirma- 
tory law  the  charter  was  unavailing;  that 
eonfirmatory  Bill  had  never  passed,  there- 
fore there  were  good  grounds  for  doubting 
of  the  validity  of  the  charter  as  a  whole. 
The  charter  was,  therefore,  at  best  ques- 
tionable, and  ought  not  to  be  lightly  dealt 
with.  He  thought  it  would  be  both  dan- 
geroos,  and  contrary  to  public  poUcy,  to 

|)ass  this  Bill.  If  the  measure  were  al- 
owed  to  pass  without  notice,  any  future 
objections  would  be  stopped  with  the 
taunt,  "why  did  you  not  State  your 
objections  at  the  time?"  He  believed  it 
to  be  incdnsi stent  with  the  public  interest 
to  make  a  grant  of  this  description  to  any 
one  body  alone,  still  more  inconsistent  with 
the  public  interest  to  make  it  to  a  body 
like  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company.  He 
thonght  it  highly  impolitic  to  make  this 
grant  to  a  company  with  respect  to  whose 
charter  there  was  still  a  doubt.  Not  de- 
nying the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
make  such  a  grant,  he  still  contended  that 
it  would  have  been  a  wiser,  a  more  ra- 
tional, and  more  constitutional  course,  be- 
fore proposing  that  such  power  should  be 
exercised,  to  have  brought  the  subject  dis- 
tinctly under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  proposed,  inter  alia,  that 
land  in  Vancouver's  Island  was  to  be  sold 
4t  the  abolute  fixed  and  uniform  price  of 


2O5.  per  aere»  when  the  Americans  soki 
land  equally  productive,  and  at  no  great 
distance  from  the  island^  at  5s.  dd,  pef 
acre.  How  did  his  noble  Friend  (Barl 
Grey)  conceive  that  Under  such  different 
circumstances  a  settlement  could  be  estab* 
lished  in  VancouTcr's  Island,  and  that 
British  subjects  would  be  so  speculative--^ 
and  not  only  so  speculative,  but  so  absurd 
— as  to  give  20*.  when  they  could  get  land 
of  equal  Value  for  5s,  3d,  ?  But  he  wanted 
to  know  more — ^he  wanted  to  know  how 
the  land  was  to  be  granted.  It  was  aS 
necessary  that  they  should  be  informed  of 
the  mode  in  which  land  was  to  be  granted 
in  the  colony,  as  it  was  to  explain  in  the 
House  of  Commons  how  public  money  was 
expended.  Up  to  the  present  time  all  the 
grants  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  had 
been  accompanied  with  tei*ms  of  such  de* 
grading  and  exasperating  slavery,  that  no 
capitalist  had  ever  submitted  to  take  them* 
That  was  one  among  many  reasons  why 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  should  not  be 
intrusted  with  the  business  of  colonisation. 
Moreover,  that  company  was  a  great  mono*- 
polist.  Their  Lordships  Were  doubtless 
imagining  that  they  were  establishing  a 
free  colony  and  free  institutions  in  Van- 
couver's Island.  But  if  there  were  any 
settler  whom  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
wished  to  drive  from  that  island,  they  had 
a  very  easy  and,  with  them,  a  very  well- 
known  system,  of  driving  him  from  the 
settlement.  They  were  an  exclusively 
trading  company.  None  but  their  vesseUi 
could  carry  freight  to  their  settlements; 
and  thus,  by  making  all  commerce  on  his 
part  impracticable,  and  by  charging  him 
with  rates  for  freight  which  deprived  him 
of  all  chance  of  obtaining  any  remunera^ 
tion  for  his  industry,  they  Could  drive  him 
as  certainly  from  their  dominions  as  if 
they  were  empowered  to  banish  him  by 
sentence  of  law.  This  was  a  grave  charge, 
but  it  was  capable  of  proof;  for  it  was  only 
the  process  of  expulsion  which  they  had 
carried  into  execution  on  the  banks  of  the 
Red  River  and  elsewhere.  But  It  was 
said  that  precautions  had  been  taken  to 
prevent  the  injurious  consequences  of  such 
a  system  of  persecution,  for  the  grant  of 
the  island  was  void  in  case  they  did  not 
settle  it  within  five  years.  But  if  a  single 
family  was  settled  on  the  island  within  that 
time,  the  condition  of  the  grant  was  ful- 
filled, and  there  would  be  no  legal  power 
to  reverse  it.  They  could  not  look  at  the 
question  before  the  House  without  con- 
stdering  the  trade  which  was  likely  to  pass 
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the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  and  althoagh  he 
did  not  think  much  of  the  trade  from  the 
colony  as  proposed  to  he  estahlished,  yet 
when  the  passage  of  Panama  was  opened, 
there  would  he  a  great  trade,  which  might 
have  heen  made  available  for  the  benefit  of 
the  colony  and  this  country,  and  that  trade 
they  were  sacrificing  in  favour  of  a  com- 
pany, a  trading  company,  without  con- 
sidering how  the  colony  was  to  be  occu- 
pied or  carried  on  by  that  company.  He 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  this 
most  important  subject;  and  having  dis- 
charged that  duty,  he  left  the  responsibi- 
lity of  the  measure,  and  the  prejudicial 
consequences  which  would  follow  from  it, 
on  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 

The  Earl  of  SELKIRK  said,  that  be- 
ing connected  with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, of  which  he  had  been  a  director  for 
many  years,  he  could  not  help  complaining 
of  the  gross  accusations  which  had  been 
brought  against  that  company,  and  he 
would,  with  the  leave  of  the  House,  en- 
deavour to  explain  the  matter  on  fair 
grounds.  The  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  confined  himself  particularly 
to  two  points,  namely,  that  colonisation 
was  inconsistent  with  the  primary  object 
of  the  company,  that  of  carrying  on  the 
fur  trade;  and  the  other  point  was,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  taken  exceptions  to  the 
legality  of  the  company's  charter — not  the 
charter  granted  to  them  of  Vancouver's 
Island,  but  the  original  charter  of  the  com- 
pany. That  charter  was  granted,  as  they 
all  knew,  in  the  days  of  Charles  II.,  and 
was  granted  for  many  purposes.  There 
were  charters  granted  at  that  time  by  which 
boroughs  in  this  country  held  their  fran- 
chise. With  respect  to  the  charter  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  it  was  not  by  any 
means  an  unusual  one,  for  grants  of  terri- 
tory had  frequently  been  made  in  the  same 
way.  The  only  doubt  was  as  to  whether 
or  not  a  portion  of  it  had  expired.  He 
was  perfectly  aware  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  below  him  (Lord  Brougham) 
had  given  an  opinion  that  the  charter  was 
not  legal;  but  the  facts  had  not  been  fairly 
stated.  At  the  time  the  charter  was 
granted,  there  was  a  great  contest  with 
respect  to  the  fur  trade,  which  had  been 
continued  until  both  parties  had  spent  their 
money;  and  during  that  contest  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company,  depending  upon  their 
legal  right,  in  occupying  their  territory 
under  the  charter,  did  not  of  course  take 
the  initiative  in  brbging  the  validity  of 


that  charter  in  question;  but  when  its  ad- 
versaries did  question  it,  the  opinion  of 
Sir  Samuel  Romilly  was  obtained,  and  he 
was  distinctly  and  decidedly  in  favoar  of 
the  validity  of  the  charter.  The  opponents 
of  the  company  also  obtained  the  opinion 
of  counsel;  but  if  they  felt  that  they  could 
have  maintained  that  opinion*  did  the 
House  suppose  that  they  would  not  have 
persevered  in  impugning  it?  Bnt  the 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  say,  that  because 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  was  a  fur- 
trading  company,  it  was  incapable  of  car- 
rying on  the  business  of  colonisation;  and 
because  their  object,  as  a  trading  company, 
was  to  hunt  animals,  it  could  not  be  their 
object  to  establish  a  colony.  Now  he  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  the  far  trade  of 
Vancouver's  Island  was  not  worth  any- 
thing, and  where  the  land  of  ihe  island 
was  worth  anything  for  cultivation,  the  for 
trade  must  necessarily  be  unprofitable  in 
those  parts,  for  in  them  the  fuavbearing 
animals  did  not  exist :  if  any  did  exist  there. 
the  fur  was  very  poor.  The  animals  which 
bore  the  good  fur  were  only  to  be  found  in 
the  most  inhospitable  regions.  The  noUe 
Lord  had  stated,  that  because  tiie  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  had  a  large  extent  of  terri- 
tory, they  could  not  succeed  in  carrjing 
out  a  colonisation  scheme,  and  had  not  at- 
tempted to  do  so.  Now,  the  reason  why 
they  had  not  colonised  the  territory  granted 
to  them,  was  because  they  had  no  means  of 
supplying  the  colonists — ^it  was  because 
grain  coidd  not  be  raised  in  those  territo- 
ries, in  consequence  of  the  inbosnitality  of 
the  climate.  The  district  of  the  Red  RiTer 
was  the  only  part  of  the  enormous  mass 
of  territory  possessed  by  the  eompanj 
where  corn  could  be  grown,  and  in  that 
part  the  company  had  established  a  set- 
tlement. But  in  consequence  of  the 
geographical  and  isolated  situation  of  that 
portion  of  their  territory,  the  grain  grown 
could  not  be  made  generally  aTaSable. 
He  did  not  then  see  in  the  House  anj 
noble  Lord  who  had  traversed  the  coun- 
try except  himself,  although  he  beUev- 
ed,  one  or  two  Members  of  the  House 
who  were  not  present  had  done  so.  He 
would  ask  any  noble  Lord  how  the  prodnoe 
could  be  taken  from  the  Red  River?  It 
could  not  be  done  for  the  purposes  <>f 
exportation.  He  could  state  of  his  own 
knowledge  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, with  the  view  of  estaUishing  set- 
tlements on  the  Red  River,  had  gone 
to  a  great  expense,  and  loii  qpent 
much   money   to  have  eaigpea  fiar  the 
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Yesaels  which  went  down  the  river;  but 
from  the  nature  of  the  nayigation,  those 
yessels  which  went  down  the  river  were 
sometimes  detained  a  whole  year  before 
thej  could  return.  In  fact,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  at  their  stations  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  should  have  a  twelvemonth's 
consumption,  in  consequence  of  the  im- 
mense quantity  of  ice.  He  thought  he  had 
said  enough  about  the  Red  River  settle- 
ment to  show  that  there  was  no  unwilling- 
ness on  the  part  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany to  establish  colonies  where  it  was 
practicable  to  do  so.  A  great  many  state- 
ments had  been  made  in  the  public  prints 
on  that  subject,  and  some  had  been  made 
elsewhere;  but  these  statements  were  not 
true.  The  company  had  established  the 
settlement  on  the  Red  River  with  the  view 
of  growing  provisions,  and  all  the  provi- 
sions which  were  sent  into  the  interior 
were  obliged  to  be  taken  from  that  settle- 
ment. Before  the  granting  of  the  charter 
which  was  the  subject  of  discussion,  the 
company  could  not  have  colonised  Vancou- 
ver's Island.  They  were  then  a  mere 
trading  company,  and  had  no  power  to  co- 
lonise, and  that  was  the  reason  which  had 
induced  the  company,  after  some  hesita- 
tion, to  wish  for  the  grant  of  the  island. 
The  interior  of  the  island  had  been  very 
little  explored,  and  he  could  not  therefore 
speak  with  precision;  but  the  value  of  the 
land  upon  it  was  very  much  overrated.  It 
was,  however,  essential  to  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  to  have  some  place  upon 
which  they  could  place  their  feet,  and  feed 
their  cattle,  and  raise  their  com;  and  as 
the  whole  of  the  neighbouring  country  was 
quite  barren,  their  Lordships  would  see 
the  importance  of  the  island  to  the  com- 
pany in  consequence.  In  the  present  state 
of  affairs  the  company  had  undertaken  the 
expenses,  management,  and  colonisation 
of  the  island;  and  if  the  island  had  been 
left  as  it  was,  he  could  not  see  how  they 
could  possibly  have  prevented  its  being 
oyemm  by  the  squatters  of  the  west,  who, 
when  they  had  established  themselves 
there,  could  not  be  removed.  They  were 
now,  however,  relieved  from  the  dread  of 
the  squatters;  and  if  they  should  attempt 
to  occupy  the  land,  the  Governor  would 
step  in  and  take  the  land  from  them.  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
refer.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  when 
you  are  asking  such  and  such  a  price  for 
the  land  in  Vancouver's  Island,  how  can 
colonists  be  expected,  when  land  is  selling 
near  at  hand  at  a  much  cheaper  price? 


Now,  the  noble  Lord  might  know  more 
about  the  American  Government  and  the 
American  continent  than  he  (the  Earl  of 
Selkirk)  did;  but  he  would  tell  the  noble 
Lord  that  where  the  land  was  selling  at 
the  price  mentioned,  the  American  Govern- 
ment had  not  **  located"  on  it,  and  until 
the  land  had  been  elected  into  a  territory 
of  location,  that  was  to  say,  divided  into 
what  was  called  lots,  it  was  impossible  for 
any  person  to  have  secure  possession  of  it. 
There  had  been  strong  accusations  brought 
agaiust  the  company  on  that  occasion,  and 
which  had  been  repeated  elsewhere,  with 
respect  to  the  irregular  administration  of 
the  company;  but  there  was  not  one  fact, 
or  so-called  fact,  of  those  accusations  which 
he  could  not  deny  and  disprove.  He  de- 
nied them  on  the  part  of  the  company,  and 
more  especially  on  his  own  part,  but  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  entering 
into  them  in  detail. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  as  re- 
ference had  been  made  in  the  debate  to  an 
opinion  of  his,  he  felt  bound  to  address  a 
few  words  to  the  House. 

Lord  CAMPBELL :  There  is  no  re- 
ference to  it  in  the  Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  there  were 
many  things  in  a  debate  which  were  not  to 
be  found  in  a  Bill.  The  validity  of  the 
charter  had  been  very  fully  considered  be- 
fore the  opinion  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made  had  been  given.  That  opinion  was 
given  by  Sir  Arthur  Pigott,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Spankie,  and  himself,  after  great  consider- 
ation; but  they  had  what  was  better  than 
any  opinion — they  had  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  2nd  of  William  and  Mary,  which 
said  in  the  preamble  that  the  charter  was 
to  go  on  only  for  seven  years.  He  had  a 
great  respect  for  the  opinion  of  Sir  Samuel 
Romilly  and  Mr.  John  Bell;  but  he  must 
say,  that  if  he  was  to  have  an  opinion  upon 
a  point  which  was  not  one  of  equity,  not 
one  of  Chancery  practice  (and  both  Sir 
Samuel  Romilly  and  Mr.  Bell  were  Chan- 
cery barristers),  but  one  of  mere  common- 
law  practice,  he  would  not  take  the  opin- 
ion of  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  and  Mr.  Bell 
against  that  of  Sir  Arthur  Pigott  and  Mr. 
Serjeant  Spankie;  and  he  would  say  fur- 
ther, with  respect  to  the  opinions  of  all 
lawyers,  whether  of  Chancery  or  the 
Queen's  Bench  or  the  Common  Pleas,  in- 
cluding his  noble  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site (Lord  Campbell),  if  they  said  the 
charter  was  legal,  he  would  not  care  a 
rush  for  their  opinions,  because  be  found 
by  the  Act  of  Perliament  that  that  opinion, 
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ebold  not  be  right.  It  was  moiifiirotts  to 
Bay,  that  a  charter  from  the  Crown  could 
authorise  a  cmnpany  to  subject  persons  to 
pMDt  and  penalties,  to  seize  upon  their 
goods  and  ships,  and  to  seize  all  interlopers 
upon  the  soil.  Ho  would  not  believe  that 
If  it  was  stated  by  all  the  lawyers  and  all 
the  courts  in  England;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  or  Mr.  Bell 
had  ever  said  any  such  thing — they  might 
have  said  that  some  parts  of  the  charter 
were  legal,  but  he  was  sure  they  never 
feaid  the  whole  was  so. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  :  I  am  not 
at  all  disposed  to  find  fault  with  the  ar- 
rangement made  by  the  noble  Earl  for  the 
setdement  and  colonisation  of  Vancouver's 
Island.  The  ffreat  object  of  that  arrange- 
ment is  the  satisfactory  colonisation  of  the 
islatid.  My  persuasion  is,  that,  except  by 
•ome  such  mode  as  that  adopted  by  the 
noble  Earl,  that  colonisation  would  never 
have  taken  place.  I  believe  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  under  the  restrictions  im- 
posed upon  them  by  the  noble  Earl,  and 
under  the  conditions  on  which  they  are  to 
Occupy  the  island,  will  be  able  to  effect 
that  colonisation,  and  that  the  public  will 
have  that  interest  in  the  settlement  of  the 
island  which  it  is  desirable  to  secure.  The 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  having  so  vast 
an  extent  of  territory,  had  for  some  time 
past  made  it  a  great  object  to  hold  pos- 
session of  cMtivated  lands  ;  and  farms 
wero  established  in  that  district  which  has 
nince  been  ceded  to  the  United  States. 
They  are  no  longer  in  possession  of  that 
territory ;  and  if  Vancouver's  Island  af- 
forded them  cultivated  grounds,  which, 
under  the  circumstances,  were  much  more 
valuable  than  hunting  grounds,  they  would 
have  the  means  of  faciUtating  the  colonisa- 
tion desired.  I  always  considered  this 
possession  as  one'of  very  great  importance, 
and  one  which  it  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  Government  and  the  country  to  manage 
in  the  best  manner  possible.  Indeed,  I 
have,  perhaps,  more  reason  to  have  its  im- 
portance impressed  on  my  mind  than  most 
of  your  Lordships,  because  it  is  the  subject 
which  gave  me  more  uneasiness  with  re- 
spect to  its  possible  effect  on  the  peace  of 
the  country,  than  any  other  during  the 
whole  course  of  my  official  life.  The 
question  between  the  United  States  and 
this  country  lay  within  very  narrow 
limits  :  it  was,  whether  the  boundary  of 
the  49th  degree  of  latitude  should  stop  at 
the  continent,  or  be  carried  through  van- 
ieoQver*s  Island  to  the  ocean.    Had  it  been 


carried  beyond  the  eontfnent,  it  would 
have  deprived  us  of  the  southdm  palrl  of 
Vancouver's  Island,  and  we  should  have 
lost  the  ports  which  will  there  afford  facili- 
ties for  commerce.  As  your  Lordships 
know,  the  negotiations  went  on  for  a  very 
\oi\g  time,  and  under  very  alarming  cir- 
cumstances. I  mention  this  to  show  that 
it  was  a  subject  the  importance  of  which 
formerly  occupied  my  thoughts  very  much; 
and  I  am  happy  to  have  the  opportunity 
now  of  bearing  my  testimony  that  the  oon*> 
ditions  under  which  the  arrangement  with 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  has  been  made, 
will,  as  I  believe,  give  fhll  effect  to  ths 
advantageous  possession  of  Vancouver's 
Islaud. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFB  said,  that  they 
were  all  obliged  to  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  for  the  care  which  he 
had  taken  when  in  office  to  secure  Van- 
couver's Island  to  the  British  empire.  Tet 
he  must  be  allowed  to  take  that  oppor* 
tunity  to  express  his  dissent  fW>m  the  con- 
clusion to  which  the  noble  Earl  had  arrived 
with  respect  to  the  arrangement  with  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  say  that  he  did  not  go  quite  the 
length  which  some  had  gone  in  imputing 
improper  conduct  to  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  in  their  management  of  Van- 
couver's Island,  for  from  the  papers  idilch 
had  been  laid  before  Parliament  he  eould 
not  say  but  that,  upon  the  whole,  he  was 
disposed  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion^  as  ht 
as  he  had  the  means  of  judging,  that  there 
were  no  grounds  for  accusing  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  of  extensive  miBconduct. 
It  was  impossible  to  believe  that,  ^ven  if 
such  transactions  had  taken  place  in  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company's  territories  as 
had  been  alleged,  there  was  any  ground 
for  supposing  that  the  directors  m  this 
country  were  really  responsible  to  any  ex« 
tent  for  such  conduct.  But  it  was  not  the 
question  at  issue.  The  question  was  sim- 
ply, whether  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretar]^ 
for  the  Colonies,  in  providing  for  the  colo- 
nisation of  Vancouver's  Island,  had  taken 
the  proper  course,  and  had  promoted  the 
interests  of  this  country,  in  handing  over 
the  territory  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany, that  company  being  not  only  a  Com- 
pany of  very  doubtful  power,  but  having 
objects  and  pursuits  that  were  altogether 
foreign  to  those  of  colonisation.  It  stood 
to  reason,  even  without  the  authori^  of 
the  noble  Earl,  that  a  company  whose  ob^ 
ject  was  to  occupy  a  very  extenaive  terri- 
tory for  the  purpose  of  trading,  shfMild  be 
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iiawitling  to  admit  settlers  withm  tbeir 
limits,  c»r  into  the'tr  QeighboMrlioQct,  for  the 
purpose  of  cultivuting  the  soil — a  proeoKa 
which  would  be  perfectly  contrary  to  their 
views.  But  on  looking  through  tho  cor- 
rtpondcuoe  which  had  been  presented  to 
the  House,  H  was  very  clear  what  tho  ob- 
jects were  the  Hudson 'b  Bay  CoinpBuy  had 
In  view.  It  was  a  common  eayin;^  that 
companies  had  no  con&ciencea»  and  bo  hnd 
ftlways  Eome  suBpicion  of  them.  The 
firit  communication  was  dated  tho  7th  of 
September,  from  Sir  John  Polly,  tho  go- 
vernor uf  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  to 
the  Goloidal  Secretary;  and  what  did  he 
ftsk  ?  Why,  ho  merely  said  tliat  tho  Hud- 
ion*3  Bay  Company,  having  made  several 
•ottloments  in  Vancouver'a  Island,  were 
anxious  to  know  whether  they  would  he 
coniirmed  by  Uor  Majesty  in  the  posses- 
sion  of  such  lands  as  they  were  prepared 
to  add  to  those  which  they  already  pos- 
ieiiacd  ?  Up  to  that  titno  the  objects  of 
the  Hudson  s  Bay  Company  wero  of  tho 
moRt  reasonable  description.  Urn  noble 
Friend  had  handed  over  to  them  some  of 
tho  lands  oontirmod  to  England  by  the 
Oregon  treaty,  and  they  wero  naturally 
anKioui^  to  know  what  was  to  become  of 
tho  rest  of  the  terntory.  But*  on  tho  24th 
of  October,  whatever  may  havo  been  the 
reations  which  encouraged  the  hopes  of  the 
company.  Sir  J.  Pelly  wrote  again,  no 
longer  reasonably  askitjg  for  a  confirmation 
of  possession  of  the  lands,  but  laying 
that— 

*'  It  would  be  a  supm-fluous  task  to  enter  into 
tlie  ren^uns  which  would  ronder  the  coloaiBntioa 
vf  Vancuuvor'^s  lalsnd  Important,  but  it  would  bg 
well  to  GooBidcr  whether  the  ohjoct  might  not  h& 
nioit  readily  and  eff'cc?tii,'il]7  ancompUshccl  through 
the  instfumr'ntftlity  of  tho  Hud  son 'a  Bay  Coni' 
patiy,  by  giving  them  a  grant  of  tho  ihiand  on 
ternm  to  Ikj  boreaftcr  ngnjod  upoa/* 

So  that  between  tho  7th  September  and 
tho  24th  Uctohor,  Sir  John  Polly,  tho 
organ  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Compaoy, 
altered  hia  demand  from  a  simple  and  rea- 
sonable one  to  a  request  that  the  whole 
island  ehould  be  handed  over  to  the  eom- 

Saoy.  On  the  14th  of  December,  Lord 
fray  wrote  to  Sir  J»  Polly,  in  answer  to 
his  first  letter^  Bf^ylng  that  ho  was  pre> 
pared  to  as&ont  to  the  proposal  that  certain 
lands  in  Vancouver's  Island  and  other 
parts  of  the  territories  of  Her  Majesty  in 
North  America,  should  be  gmnted  to  the 
Hudsou's  Bay  Company.  But,  on  the  5th 
March  following.  Sir  John  Peily  wrote 
again,  stating — 

*'  That  if  Ilur  Majetty't  Minbt^rs  were  cofl- 
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vinced  that  the  territory  could  h«  mors  oo»v«. 
niontly  colonized  through  tho  in^trumentsUty  of 
the  liudtion'*  Bay  (Jorupany,  than  ihnnitfh  any 
other  mrans,  the  couipnny  were  wilUnji;  [wtngular 
fj-oiuicsce'ti'slon  !]  to  iinrji'rtake  the  niaiiagLinont  of 
all  the  territory  bo  longing  to  tho  Grown  oorth  Wid 
west  of  Rup<.5rt'a  Land/' 

Which  would  include  tho  whole  country 
ceded  by  tho  Oregon  treaty,  including 
Vancouver's  Island*  That  demand  seemed 
to  have  startled  hia  noUo  Friend,  for  in 
his  answer — ^it  was  not  a  written  reply, 
hut  was  to  be  found  in  the  aceount  of  an 
interview  betwi>en  tho  noble  Earl  and  a 
deputation,  of  which  Sir  J.  PeJly  was  one 
from  tho  Hudson's  Bay  Company — he  said, 
•*  Your  proposal  is  too  extensivo  for  Her 
Majesty 'rt  Government  to  entertain/'  8ir  J, 
I'cUy  Baid  ho  was  lorry  to  have  been  miann- 
derstood,  but  that  tho  fact  was  he  did  not 
BOO  how  tho  territory  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountrtinft  could  bo  divided,  Now»  lie  (Lord 
Wharnclitfe)  did  not  boo  why  it  could  nut  be 
divided.  Karl  Grey  ultimately  made  the 
grant,  upon  the  terms  which  had  come  be- 
fore their  Lordships  that  day,  of  the  entire 
territory  of  Vancouver's  Island,  which  was 
given  up  for  the  sole  advantage,  for  tho 
purnoaes,  and  to  the  control,  of  the  Hud- 
sou  a  Bay  Company.  Now,  considering 
the  pursuits  of  the  Hndeon's  Bav  Company, 
it  seemed  very  doubtful  that  they  were  fit 
persons  to  be  entroftted  with  such  a  gift  of 
territory.  His  noble  Friend  told  them  thai 
the  territories  under  tho  control  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  were  barren,  des- 
ert, wild,  and  desolate.  That  was  the 
kind  of  country  that  the  company  had 
hitherto  had  to  deal  withj  and  now  they 
were  called  upon,  without  any  Builicient 
reason  being  shown — for  ho  saw  nothing 
in  tho  papers  which  accounted  for  it— *to 
undertake  such  a  work  as  that  of  colonisa* 
tion,  to  devote  their  attention  to  a  very  fer- 
tile district,  to  a  country  which  wos  \^vy 
unlike  that  described  by  the  noble  Earl; 
but  which,  lying  as  it  did  upon  the  western 
coast  of  the  great  continent,  had  a  ^ery 
different  climate,  one  very  much  resera- 
biing  the  climate  of  this  country,  and  con- 
sequontly  extremely  well  adapted  for  egri* 
cultural  pursuits— this,  too,  in  addition  to 
great  facilities  in  the  way  of  navigation, 
and  tho  aHeged  productiveness  of  most 
valuable  minerals,  all  of  which  were  thus 
handed  over  to  this  great  fur-trading  com- 
pany, which  nover  before  attempted  colo- 
nisation, It  did  not  appear  that  his  noble 
Friend  asked  how  they  wero  qualified  for 
siioh  an  undertaking,  but  tt  seetned  that 
he  at  bnce  granted  their  application.     lie 
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(Lord  Wharncliffe)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  history  he  had  shortly  given  of 
these  communications,  was  such  as  to  jus- 
tify some  little  suspicion  and  some  strong 
expression  that  the  real  ohject  of  the  Ilud- 
8on*s  Bay  Company  was  one  that  was  not 
hy  any  means  unnatural  upon  their  part, 
although  he  did  not  think  it  one  which  in- 
volved the  promotion  of  the  interest  of  this 
country — that  it  was,  in  short,  the  conso- 
lidation of  the  great  monopoly  which  they 
think  to  hold  under  their  present  charter, 
whether  legally  or  otherwise.  He  thought 
the  present  a  fair  opportunity  for  taking 
the  liberty  of  stating  the  conclusions  to 
which  he  had  arrived,  after  paying  some 
attention  to  the  documents  upon  the  sub- 
ject presented  to  their  Lordships. 

The  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  had  not 
intended  to  have  offered  any  observations 
upon  the  subject,  being  totally  unconnected 
with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company;  but  he 
came  to  different  conclusions,  upon  pe- 
rusing those  papers,  from  those  arrived  at 
hy  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  territory  west  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  was  uniformly  described  as  a 
most  wild  and  inhospitable  desert — as  a 
district  hostile  to  anything  in  the  shape  of 
cultivation.  And,  further  noi*th  still,  ap- 
proaching the  confines  of  the  Russian  pos- 
sessions, its  character  became  worse  from 
the  severity  of  the  climate.  Upon  reading 
the  descriptions  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  it  would  be  seen 
that  their  servants  had  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty at  times  in  reaching  their  settlements 
or  forts,  to  provision  them;  and  the  in- 
mates were  often  in  a  state  of  almost  per- 
fect starvation,  from  the  impossibility  of 
supplies  reaching  them.  All  their  provisions 
were  brought  to  them  from  the  south.  In 
the  summer  season  they  had  occasionally 
plenty  of  bufiixlo  meat,  but  at  other  times 
they  had  nothing.  There  was  the  most 
abundant  proof  of  the  sterility  uf  the 
country,  and  the  impossibility,  by  any 
human  means,  of  making  it  fit  for  human 
habitation.  The  Red  River  district  was, 
he  believed,  habitable.  Settlements  had 
been  made  there.  A  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  was  established  there;  and  within  a 
recent  period  this  very  company,  that  had 
been  so  fiercely  attacked,  had  sent  out  a 
bishop  of  the  Established  Church.  With 
regard  to  Vancouver's  Island,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  if  a  colony  were  to  be  esta- 
blisl)cd  there,  considering  that  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  had  a  regular  staff 
there,  and  a  regular  staff  here,  they  were 


more  likely  to  induce  persoiiB  to  aetile 
there  than  if  emigranta  were  left  to  go 
out  there  on  venture.  And  as  to  theb 
ignorance  of  agriculture,  or  their  unwil- 
lingness to  cultivate,  they  had  given  a 
proof  of  their  ability  to  ccdtiTate  the  land 
by  their  settlement  upon  the  Coliimbia 
River,  in  the  very  paft  since  given  up  to 
and  now  occupied  by  the  Americans  under 
the  Ashburton  treaty.  As  he  had  before 
stated,  he  had  not  intended  to  take  any 
part  in  the  debate;  but  when  he  heard 
noble  Lords  talking  of  the  country  as  if 
they  were  dealing  with  Australia,  and  as 
if  because  these  districts  lay  on  the  west 
of  the  continent  and  on  the  sea  coast,  the 
climate  must,  therefore,  be  warm  nod 
genial,  and  the  soil  fertile,  while  it  was 
notorious  that  the  soil  and  climate  were 
directly  the  reverse,  he  could  not  avoid 
rising  to  correct  the  misapprehension  which 
seemed  to  prevail. 

Earl  GREY  said,  it  was  extremely 
satisfactory  to  him  to  find  that  the  noUe 
Earl  opposite,  to  whom  the  country  was 
indebted  for  the  pacific  possession  of  the 
island  in  question,  approved  of  the  means 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  to  colonise  it.  And,  although  during 
this  discussion  several  noble  Lords  had 
objected  to  the  arrangement,  none  had 
pointed  out  any  other  means  of  effecting 
the  object.  To  show  how  little  the  sab- 
ject  was  understood,  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
cross-benches,  who  began  the  discussion^ 
objected  on  account  of  the  powers  of  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  under  their  char- 
ter of  Charles  II.,  and  adverted  to  the  legal 
opinions  given  upon  it.  But  he  forgot  that 
that  charter  did  not  extend  to  Vancouver's 
Island.  Their  powers  over  Vancouver's 
Island  were  taken  under  an  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment  passed  in  the  year  1823.  With  r&i 
gard  to  their  powers  in  Rupert *s  Land, 
they  were  not  in  question  upon  this  sub- 
ject. The  power  he  had  assumed  them  to 
possess,  was  merely  that  of  suing  and  being 
sued.  But  with  regard  to  the  north*west 
territory,  they  did  not  even  claim  the  right 
that  was  guaranteed  to  them  irader  the 
charter  of  Charles  II.  They  only  claimed 
the  right  of  exclusive  trading  with  the 
Indians,  which  was  secured  to  them  when 
Lord  Glenelg  was  Secretary  of  State  in 
1823,  As  to  the  rights  of  the  company, 
there  was  no  dispute  whatever.  No  parti- 
cular right,  no  particular  powers,  were 
given  to  them  under  the  new  grant;  no- 
thing  was  given  them  but  merely  the  land 
of  Vancouver's  Island.     His  noble  Friend 
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said,  that  Parliament  should  have  been 
consulted  before  such  a  grant  was  made, 
and  he  instanced  the  case  of  South  Aus- 
tralia. But  he  (Earl  Grey)  was  only  sur- 
prised that  the  very  monstrous  powers  con- 
veyed by  that  Act,  should  ever  have  been 
granted  by  his  noble  Friend.  The  colony 
could  not  go  on  until  it  was  repealed.  Van- 
couver's Island  was  to  be  governed  by  a 
Governor  appointed  by  the  Crown,  as  in 
South  Australia;  and  the  company  was 
only  to  have  power  over  the  land,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Canada  Company,  the  South 
Australian  Company,  the  New  South  Wales 
Company,  and  the  New  Zealand  Company. 
There  had  been  a  grant  made  of  Prince 
Edward's  Island,  for  the  occupation  of  the 
land  for  the  sole  benefit  of  the  company; 
but  in  the  present  case  the  land  was  con- 
fided to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  merely 
as  trustees  for  the  resale  of  it  to  individuals 
who  wished  to  settle.  They  were  compelled 
to  sell  the  land  to  any  one  who  chose  to 
pay  the  established  price,  and  comply  with 
the  regulations.  Ajid,  with  only  a  very 
small  deduction  to  repay  their  outlay  and 
costs  of  establishment,  the  company  were 
to  lay  out  the  entire  proceeds  in  aid  of  the 
colonisation,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  co- 
lonists in  the  island.  He  believed  his 
noble  Friend  was  mistaken  in  thinking 
that  colonists  would  be  tempted  to  go  to 
other  places  where  land  was  to  be  had  for 
nothing.  He  believed  that  colonists  would 
find  it  very  much  cheaper  to  pay  20;.  an 
acre  for  land  in  a  colony  where  they  were 
sure  the  price  would  be  expended  upon  the 
land,  than  to  go  where  they  could  get  land 
for  nothing,  and  be  obliged  to  get  on  as 
they  best  could  without  any  assistance. 
In  Western  Australia  the  experiment  had 
been  tried.  The  people  got  the  land  for 
nothing,  and  it  was  a  ruinous  bargain. 
In  South  Australia  they  had  to  pay  Ih 
an  acre,  and  they  were  well  pleased  with 
their  bargain.  He  thought  it  would  be 
the  same  with  Vancouver's  Island,  un- 
less, indeed,  as  his  noble  Friend  suggest- 
ed, the  gold  mines  of  California  might  for 
a  time  prevent  colonists  from  going  farther 
north.  The  Hudson's  Bay  Company  some 
time  ago  sent  out  a  company  of  coal  miners 
to  the  island.  They  would  shortly  send  out 
another  similar  expedition.  But,  whatever 
might  be  the  consequence,  he  thought  the 
public  were  deeply  indebted  to  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  for  taking  upon  themselves 
the  whole  risk  and  charge  of  settling  the 
island,  which,  if  they  had  not  undertaken, 
would  have  remained  a  mere  waste.  '  And 


what  was  it  of  which  the  public,  and  the 
Crown,  and  the  nation  were  deprived  by 
this  grant  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company? 
Of  what  use  was  Vancouver's  Island,  lying 
unimproved  and  uninhabited  ?  Of  none 
whatever.  Whatever  it  might  be  yet  worth 
would  be  owing  to  the  company.  They 
must  fill  it  with  settlers  in  order  to  make 
it  worth  anythmg.  And  if  it  were  true 
that  there  were  private  parties  who  wished 
to  make  settlements  there,  as  his  noble 
Friend  seemed  to  hint  there  were,  he  had 
only  to  say  that  the  Crown  was  still  pos- 
sessed of  land  to  give  away.  There  was 
Queen  Charlotte's  Island,  in  the  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  of  Vancouver's  Island, 
endowed  by  nature  with  the  same  advan- 
tages; and  if  his  noble  Friend  would  only 
bring  forward  the  capital  necessary,  and 
undertake  to  form  a  British  colony  upon  it, 
he  (Earl  Grey)  should  be  most  happy  (if  in 
office)  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  make  a 
similar  grant  of  it  to  that  which  She  had 
made  of  Vancouver's  Island. 

Bill  read  2%  and  committed. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  29,  1849. 

MiNiTTKB.]      Public  Bills.— ]<>  Benefioei  in  Plurality 

(Na  «). 
so  ComoUdatad  Fund  (3.000«000/.) ;   Excise  Benerotant 
Fund  Society  ;  Small  Debts  Act  Amendment;    County 
Rates,  &e. ;  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amendment. 
30  General  and  Quarter  Sesaions ;  Militia  Ballots  Suqpen> 
sion. 

PrriTioNS  PnasKNTsn.  By  Mr.  Foley,  tram  Brom^groTe, 
for  Univeml  Sufflrage. — By  Mr.  Cowan,  ftom  Aviemore, 
against  Uie  Marriages  Bill.~By  Mr.  Beckett  Denison, 
flrom  Dewsbury,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  A  ttomeysT 
Certificates.— By  Lord  Charles  Manners,  ftom  Ashby-d«* 
la>Zoudi,  for  Agricultural  Relie£— By  Mr.  MuUlngi, 
ftom  the  Society  of  Attorneys,  Solidtcffs,  Procton,  and 
others,  for  an  Alteration,  and  by  Mr.  G.  Turner,  ftom 
Coventry,  in  favour,  of  the  Bankrupt  l4iw  Consolidation 
Bill.— By  Sir  George  Grey,  ftom  Tiptown,  respecting  Ac- 
cidents in  Mines.— By  Mr.  Reynolds,  ftom  Dublin,  ftir 
an  Alteration  of  the  Munidpal  Corporations  (Irriand) 
Bill.— By  Sir  C.  Lemon,  ftom  the  Falmouth  Union,  ftvr 
a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers. — By  Mr. 
Hobhouse,  ftom  several  Places  in  Lincolnshire,  for  Om 
Protection  of  Women  Bill.— By  Mr.  Dimcan,  ftom  the 
Royal  Burghs  of  Scotland,  against  the  Public  Health 
(Scotland)  BilU 

DIPLOMATIC   INTERCOURSE  WITH 
SPAIN. 

Viscount  MAHON  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, whether  there  were  on  foot  any  nego- 
tiations for  the  resumption  of  our  diplo- 
matic intercourse  with  Spain;  and  also, 
whether  the  consideration  lately  shown  by 
Spain  to  the  just  claims  of  our  merchants, 
would  not,  in  his  opinion,  justify  a  concili- 
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atory  wirit  on  our.  part,  in  dealbg  with 
the  apology  and  reparation  whiqh  we  had 
an  undoubted  right  to  olaim  from  Spam? 

Viscount  PALMEBSTON  said,  it  had 
heen  already  stated  in  another  place,  that 
in  the  month  of  Ootober  last,  a  communi* 
eation  was  made  to  the  British  Government 
on  the  part  of  the  King  of  the  Belgians, 
to  the  effect  that  a  disposition  existed  on 
the  part  of  the  Spanish  Government,  to 
ask  his  good  offices  to  briug  about  a  good 
understanding  between  the  Spanish  Go- 
yemment  and  the  Government  of  this 
qountry,  and  wishing  to  know  if  such 
wovld  be  agreeable  to  Her  Mi^esty'a  Go- 
vernment. The  answer  given  to  that 
communication  was,  that  Her  Migesty's 
Government  would  be  ejtceedingly  glad  to 
avail  themselves  of  his  good  offices  if  he 
ilo  thought  fit  to  employ  them.  There 
had  passed  several  communications,  but 
ohiefly  verbal,  since  that  time;  but  they 
j^ad  not,  as  yet,  led  to  any  result.  With 
regard  to  the  consideration  shown  by  the 
Spanish  Government  to  British  merchants, 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  particular  circum- 
stances to  which  the  noble  Lord  alluded. 
He  had  heard  no  complaints  recently  from 
British  merchants,  and,  therefore,  he  was 
bound  to  suppose  that  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment had  not  acted  with  injustice  towards 
them;  and  yet  there  was  no  merit  in  that. 
But,  as  he  understood,  a  modification  of 
the  tariff  had  been  proposed  by  the  Span- 
ish Government  to  tne  Cortes-*-not,  how- 
ever, as  a  concession  to  England,  or  as  a 
favour  to  the  British  Government  or  nation, 
but,  he  had  no  doubt,  it  was  proposed  with 
a  well-considered  regard  to  the  interests 
of  Spain  herself.  And  he  was  sure  that 
anybody  who  knew  anything  of  the  condi- 
tion of  Spain,  must  only  marvel  that  the 
different  Spanish  Governments  had  not 
sooner  seen  how  much  their  own  interests 
were  ii\)ured  and  sacrificed  by  the  continu- 
ance of  that  most  absurd  system  of  tariff 
which  had  so  long  prevailed,  to  the  impo- 
verishment of  the  revenue  of  Spain,  and  to 
the  detriment  of  her  national  industry. 
Yet  these  were  Spanish  affairs,  with  which 
we  could  not  interfere.  But  if  the  noble 
Lord  meant  to  say,  because  the  Spanish 
Government  had  taken  steps  dictated  by  a 
regard  to  Spanish  interests,  but  which, 
whatever  they  might  be,  had  not  yet 
brought  any  practical  result,  that  on  that 
account  the  British  Government  should 
show  any  less  regard  than  it  otherwise 
would  do  to  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
country,  he  (Lord  Falmerston)  was  cer- 


tainly not  prepared  to  totpkftt^  in  i«di  an 
opinion. 

POOR  R£U£F  (IBrSLAMD)  BILL. 

The  House  then  again  wont  into  Com* 
mittee  on  this  Bill;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair. 

On  Clause  3  being  read. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  requested  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Olementa) 
to  postpone  moving  his  preamble  to  the 
clause,  until  his  own  clause  was  propoeed 
at  the  end  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  proposed  his  Amend* 
ment,  which  was  negatived  withoat  a  di* 
vision. 

On  the  Question  being  put,  ''That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  BiU/' 

Mr.  STAFFORD  intimated  that  he  io- 
tended  to  move  an  Amendment  for  ike 
restitution  of  words  in  a  former  Aet.  H« 
called  attention  to  the  faot  that  ihey  wwv 
then  approaching  the  real  amendncnt  of 
the  poor-law,  for  this  third  clause  migiit 
well  be  considered  as  the  first  elaiise  of  a 
separate  Bill.  What  he  now  aaked  vaa» 
that  where  the  hoards  of  guardians  had 
properly  and  fairly  discharged  thmr  dnty, 
they  should  not  have  the  inaolt  and  injory 
inflicted  upon  them  of  being  eampelled  te 

five  up  the  exercise  of  their  power  in  a 
istrict  where  they  had  exercised  thetr  ar- 
duous duties  wisely.  What  he  wished  to 
obtain  was  a  provision  that  the  money  to 
be  raised  for  the  erection  of  additional 
workhouses,  should  he  raised  according  to 
the  discretion  of  the  boards  of  gnard^na. 
If  the  boards  of  guardians^  then,  voted 
the  sums  for  that  purpose,  they  would  havo 
only  to  blame  themselves  if  the  Chancellor 
cf  the  Exchequer  was  very  sevo^  and 
hard  with  them.  He  contended,  that  aa 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  of  Enria&d 
had  no  power  to  create  new  unions  in  £ng« 
land,  and  as  the  Poor  Law  Commissionera 
of  Ireland  had  never  exercised  the  power 
bestowed  upon  them,  it  would  be  moat  de« 
sirable  for  the  Government  to  evince  sone 
feeling  of  enconragement  to,  and  eonfU 
dence  in,  those  boards  which  had  eondoet- 
ed  the  affairs  of  their  unions  in  a  satiiiao* 
tory  manner.  He  was  Imt  horn  eayiog 
that  no  new  unions  were  necessary  in  Ire* 
land.  On  the  contrary «  he  believed  tibat 
in  the  west  of  Ireland  they  were  meat  iir» 
gently  required;  but  in  that  part  of  tlio 
country  boards  of  guardians  were  already 
appointed.  It  was  most  unjust  to  lefnao 
to  boards  of  guardians  in  Ireland  the  aaaso 
local  self-government  which  was  tigoyMl  is 
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Sngland.  He  should  conolucle  by  moviDg 
the  followiog  provisQ,  as  an  addition  to 
Clause  3  J— 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause  to  add  the  following  Froviso : — 

'  **  Provid^  always,  That  no  tuoh  dissolution  or 
alteration  shall  take  place  or  he  made,  luilens  a 
nugoritT  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Unions  affsoted 
hj  such  change,  shall  also  consent  thereto  in 
Writing." 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  opposed  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  endeavoured 
to  induce  the  House  to  return  to  a  state  of 
the  law  that  had  been  found  to  work  inoon- 
▼eniently  and  mischievously,  and  had  offer* 
ed  no  valid  reason  why  the  House  should 
return  io  such  a  state  of  things.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  right  to 
place  an  executive  body,  like  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  of  Ireland,  in  such  a  posi- 
tion as  that  the  publio  could  have  it  in 
their  power  to  say  that  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners took  advantage  of  some  default 
en  the  part  of  the  guardians,  and  that, 
having  dismissed  them,  they  proceeded  to 
divide  the  union.  Let  the  House  suppose 
a  case  where  the  division  of  a  union  waa 
absolutely  necessary ;  take  the  Ballina 
union,  which  was  to  be  divided  into  four 
unions,  by  the  recommendation  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners.  Suppose  that 
the  guardians  of  the  Ballina  union  were, 
from  motives  of  economy,  or  any  other 
reasons,  to  refuse  to  divide  that  union-— 
ought  there  not  to  be,  somewhere  or  other, 
a  power  to  carry  that  division  into  effect  ? 
At  present,  paupers  seeking  relief  in  some 
of  these  unions,  had  to  walk  20  or  25  miles 
to  the  workhouse.  Was  not  that  almost 
a  denial  of  relief,  and  an  unfair  application 
of  the  workhouse  test  ?  It  was  necessary 
to  confide  to  somebody  the  power  of  di- 
viding these  unions  in  cases  where  the 
guardians  refused. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  that  it  was 
in  consequence  of  the  almost  total  failure 
of  the  present  Act  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  proposed  his  Amendment,  by  which  he 
merely  proposed  to  revert  back  to  the  Act 
of  1834.  All  that  was  sought  by  his  hon. 
Fi-iend  was,  that  those  boards  of  guar- 
dians who  had  faithfully  discharged  their 
duties,  should  have  some  concern  in  the 
management  of  their  own  affairs.  The 
epposTtion  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  the  Amendment  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, arose  from  an  obstinate  adherence 
to  the  baneful  system  of  centralisation,  and 
Ik  ie4al  disregard  of  all  local  representa- 


tions on  the  subject.  The  right  bou.  Ba* 
ronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homa 
Department  had  stated,  that  eteiy  wth 
sideration  had  been  paid  to  local  reprefeil'* 
tations  by  the  Boundary  Commisaionera*  It 
would  not  be  diffcult,  however/  to  «how 
that  such  waa'not  the  case^  In  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
(Kerry),  the  commissioners  had  proposed 
to  create  two  additional  unions,  and  sent 
down  a  list  of  queries  ou  the  aubjeot  to 
the  boards  of  guardians  of  Tralee  and 
Killarney.  Those  guardians  having  cen-* 
sidered  the  subject,  came  to  an  unanimoua 
resolution*  a  copy  of  which  they  forwarded 
to  the  commissioners,  to  the  effect  that 
they  viewed  with  regret  the  adoption  of 
any  such  step  aa  the  creation  of  those 
additional  unions.  Those  remonstrances 
were,  however,  totally  disregarded.  It 
might  probably  be  said  that  those  repre* 
sentations  were  not  worth  alluding  to)  but 
in  answer  to  such  an  objection,  he  needed 
only  to  refer  to  the  renorts  of  the  6overa« 
ment  inspector,  who  had  stated  that  the 
board  of  guardians  of  Killarney  was,  per* 
haps,  the  most  efficient  of  any  in  Ireland* 
and  that  in  no  part  of  the  country  had  the 
poor-law  been  more  effectually  carried  out, 
owing  to  the  exertions  of  both  landlorda 
and  tenants  manfully  to  do  their  duty  un<« 
der  the  trying  circumstances  in  which  they 
had  been  placed. 

Sir  G.  grey  begged  to  say,  that  he 
had  never  meant  to  hold  out  an  ezpeota^ 
tion  that  the  representations  of  parties  la* 
cally  interested  would  be  attended  to  in  att 
instances,  but  simply  that  they  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinions, 
which  would  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  commissioners.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  eulogium  pronounced  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Killarney  guardians  was  very  well  de« 
served;  and,  from  all  he  had  heard,  he  he^ 
lieved  that  no  one  better  discharged  his 
duties  as  a  guardian  than  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  himself ;  but  he  protested  agamsb 
the  inference  which  was  sought  to  be  drawn, 
that  guardians  of  unions  were  better  qua-( 
lified  to  decide  upon  the  propriety  of  di<« 
viding  unions  than  the  commissioners.  He 
believed  that  the  effect  of  the  Amendmeat 
would  be  to  prevent  the  divisions  of  onioni 
when  they  were  too  large. 

Mr.  W.  pagan  remarked  that  ther« 
were  two  parties  in  Ireland,  the  destitute 
and  the  ratepavers.  He  believed  that  the 
anxiety  of  the  board  of  guardians  to  eoono* 
mise  the  funds  provided  by  the  ratepayers, 
waa  greater  than  the  anxiety  which  thay 
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ought  to  feel  to  relieve  the  destitute  poor. 
The  reason  why  so  many  boards  of  guar- 
dians had  been  dissolved  in  Ireland,  was 
that  they  had  refused  to  strike  a  rate.  He 
should,  therefore,  vote  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  considering  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  there  would  be  no  se- 
curity for  a  proper  division  of  unions.  In 
the  union  of  Tralee,  paupers  had  to  walk 
forty  miles  before  they  could  get  relief. 

MR.  H.  HERBERT  explained  that  the 
union  of  Tralee  had  been  recommended  for 
division  by  the  guardians,  upon  the  ground 
that  it  was  too  extensive. 

Lord  C.  HAMILTON  felt  bound  to  sup- 
port the  view  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  controlling  in  the  abstract  the  powers  of 
the  commissioners,  but  to  prevent,  on  their 
part,  inattention  to  the  memorials  ad- 
dressed to  them. 

Mr.  M.  J.  0*CONN£LL  said,  that  the 
old  law  had  been  in  operation  from  1839 
till  1847;  that  the  present  plan  had  been 
tried  only  during  the  last  eighteen  months* 
and  he  really  thought  that  they  ought  not, 
iqpon  slight  grounds,  to  change  a  law  that 
had  been  such  a  short  time  in  operation. 
He  thought  it  too  bad,  after  seven  years* 
ezpenence  of  one  law,  to  give  up  another 
mNT  only  eighteen  months*  tnal.      He 

2uite  concurred  with  bis  hon.  CoUeague  in  I 
ki6  eologium  pronounced  upon  the  guar- 
dians   of   the   Killaraey  union,    and   he  | 
thooght  that  their  representations  had  not 
been  received  with  the  defence  to  which  j 
tbey  wei^e  entitled.  | 

OouvsEL  DUNXE  wished  to  remind  the  | 
House  that  the  question  was  whether  the  | 
division  of  unions*  or  the  formation  of  new  I 
unions*  should  be  Idi  to  the  guardians,  or 
intrusted  to  the  commissioners.  Now.  he  i 
should  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor> ' 
thamptonshir^  in  requiring  the  consent  of  | 
half  the  cvardians. 

Mr.  OONOLLY  belien^  that  the  boanl 
of  cuardians  would  be  likely  to  act  mon? 
£uny   than    the    commissioners^   and    he' 
thought  that  the  latter  had  alr««dy  too, 
much  powtr. 

Mr.  rOl  LKTT  SCROPK  was  of 
oftuuon  that*  if  the  clause  prv^posed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampu»$hir^  W1^n^ 
to  pajsjs  they  v\\uld  aev^Nr  W  able  u>  fxm 
now  unions  \Hit  vMf  the  fracaieats  that  would 
beWtV  ^  • 

Sir  U.  \\\  BAKKON  suppw-ted  the 
Amendment*  as  he  thou^t  it  the  j^sfer 
OMur^  tv>  give  the  fowvr  to  K^anb  wT  g«ar^ 
dians  who  wmKi  W  bet^t  abW  to  j«i^  e^ 


the  ability  of  their  respective  tmions  to 
support  additional  taxation,  than  to  place 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  commissioners.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  boards  of  guardians 
were  generally  disposed  to  regard  th#  in- 
terests of  the  ratepayers  rather  than  the 
interests  of  the  poor;  but  he  could  state 
that  the  board  ^th  which  he  was  connected, 
had  taken  precisely  the  opposite  course, 
and  had  afforded  a||tdoor  relief  fo  an 
almost  unlimited  extent. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  from  the 
excessive  sixe  of  some  unions  in  Irdand, 
and  the  distance  the  poor  had  to  go  in 
order  to  obtain  relief,  it  would  be  greatly 
to  their  advantage  that  the  unions  shonkl 
be  divided ;  while  it  had  been  atated,  <m 
the  other  hand,  that  it  was  the  interest  of 
the  boards  of  guardians  that  the  tmimia 
should  not  be  divided.  If  the  matter  was 
left  to  the  guardians,  the  probability  was, 
that  in  very  few  cases  would  any  ^vision 
be  made ;  he  would,  therefore,  oppose  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  NAAS  pref^red  that  responsi- 
bility of  almost  every  kind  eonneeted  with 
the  administration  of  the  poor-law  should 
rest  with  the  local  anthoritieB  rmlher  than 
with  the  commisMonen,  and  would  give 
his  vote  for  the  Amendment.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  if  the  guardians  in  Ire- 
land refused  to  divide  £e  tmions,  thoe 
was  a  remedy  in  the  hands  of  the  eommis- 
sioners,  who  had  the  power  to  dismiaa 
them. 

Question  put,  «  That  the  proviso  be 
there  added.  *^ 

The  Committee  divided:— Ayes  24; 
Noes  68:  Majority  44. 

LuiofikeKTa. 

Bwroa.  Sir  U.  W. 
Bnwke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bvrke.  Sir  T.  J. 
CWbcst^.  Locd  J.  U 
C^wTT,  n.  kM.  H.  L. 
Di(k4i«.S. 
Dttuie.  C<iL 

OrvvTimiN'.  Lor4  E. 
HuuIimlG.  A. 
HuI^LdcaE. 

Cla»»  agrwii  to; 

On  Cktt$e  5« 

Sir    H.    W.    BARROX 
AmeWmeM  «^  whick  W  kai 
namely^  in  Ime  ^ 
^*  annmiT/'  tW 
tifrwt  pevTihwe  ««  sMy 
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debt,  or  family  charge."  The  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  fix  mortgagees, 
judgment  creditors,  and  the  recipients  of 
family  charges  upon  land,  with  deductions 
on  account  of  rates,  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  their  receipts  from  the  estate. 
The  hon.  Member  argued  in  support  of  his 
Amendment,  that  all  money  invested  in 
land  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  charged,  and 
not  annuities  and  rent  charges  alone.  He 
said  that  in  England  money  invested  in 
land  would  not  produce  more  than  4  per 
cent,  while  in  Ireland  it  commonly  pro- 
duced 5  per  cent.  On  the  average,  at  all 
events,  money  laid  out  on  land  in  Ireland 
would  give  1  per  cent  more  than  iit  Eng- 
land. Suppose,  then,  2,000^  upon  a 
mortgage,  or  family  charge,  in  Ireland 
produced  5  per  cent,  or  100^.  a  year.  It 
would  be  difficult  to  get  80Z.  a  year  in 
England  for  the  same  sum  upon  land,  and 
if  it  were  put  into  Consols  it  would  yield  at 
the  present  price  only  about  65  ^  Thus 
the  sum  invested  in  Ireland  produced  20Z. 
a  year  more  than  in  England,  both  being 
in  land,  or  35?.  a  year  more  in  Ireland 
than  would  be  got  for  it  in  the  funds  in  Eng- 
land. If,  therefore,  that  sum  were  taxed 
in  Ireland  to  the  extent  of  10  per  cent,  or 
2s,  in  the  pound,  still  the  advantage  would 
remain  greater  in  investing  it  in  Ireland 
than  in  England.  These  charges  then 
ought  to  be  subject  to  the  deductions  for 
the  rates.  The  same  rfeason  that  impelled 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  charge  annui- 
ties with  poor-rates,  ought  to  impel  them  in 
justice  and  common  sense  to  fix  those  rates 
upon  all  other  charges  upon  the  land  in 
Ireland.  There  was  a  strong  additional 
reason  for  doing  this  in  the  fact,  that  in 
Ireland,  unfortunately  for  the  proprietors, 
large  sums  were  chargeable  in  various 
ways  upon  the  landed  estates,  and  which 
paid  nothing  at  present  towards  the  sup- 
port of  the  poor.  Why  should  not  a  mort- 
gage secured  upon  and  deriving  all  its 
value  from  Irish  landed  property,  be  sub- 
ject to  contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
poor,  as  well  as  the  fee-simple  ?  Why 
should  a  man,  nominally  of  10,000Z.  a 
year,  but  paying  5,000?.  for  these  charges, 
be  made  to  pay  in  full,  as  if  he  were  put- 
ting the  10,000?.  clear  into  his  pocket, 
while  those  who  received  the  other  5,000?., 
secured  upon  that  very  estate,  were  not  to 
pay  a  single  shilling  ?  He  denied  that  such 
a  procedure  could  stand  the  test  of  reason, 
justice,  honesty,  or  charity. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  4,  line  9, 
after  the  word  **  annuity,"  to  insert  the 
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words,  **  as  also  every  interest  payable  on 
any  mortgage,  judgment  debt,  or  family 
charge." 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  know  from  the  Government 
upon  what  principle  they  proposed  to  make 
the  deductions  from  jointures  and  annul* 
ties;  and,  secondly,  upon  what  principle, 
if  those  reductions  were  made — upon  what 
principle  they  stopped  at  that  point,  mak- 
ing no  deductions  from  mortgages  and 
other  charges  upon  the  land.  It  appeared 
to  him,  also,  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
clause  by  which  the  intention  could  be  car- 
ried out.  How  was  a  reduction  to  be 
made  from  jointures  or  annuities  when 
extending  over  various  properties  in  dif- 
ferent districts  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  understood  to  say  that  the 
clause  was  founded  upon  a  resolution  of 
the  Committee  upon  the  Irish  Poor  Law. 
The  clause  had  been  made  prospective  in 
its  application,  8n  the  ground  that  these 
annuities  had  been  granted  when  there  was 
no  poor-law,  and  that  an  entirely  new 
charge  upon  property  was  imposed.  He 
apprehended  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  carried,  would  lead  to  fore- 
closures, and  that  the  consequence  of  it 
would  be  that  the  money  lent  upon  land  in 
Ireland  would  be  called  in. 

Mu.  MONSELL  thought  the  clause 
equitable,  but  wished  to  know  how  the 
Attorney  General  proposed  to  carry  it  out 
— suppose  a  jointure  or  annuity  charged 
partly  upon  real  and  partly  upon  personal 
property,  or  partly  upon  property  some  of 
which  was  in  Ireland,  and  other  portions  in 
England  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  plain  that  an  annuity  or  rent-charge 
would  be  a  fixed  charge  issuing  out  of  the 
land.  Suppose  an  estate  worth  1,000?.  a 
year  situate  in  three  different  unions  or 
electoral  divisions,  and  that  one  of  them, 
called  A,  paid  6s,  in  the  pound,  while  B 
paid  35.  and  C  paid  2s,  ^  the  aggregate 
rateability  of  the  three  farms  would  be  3«, 
in  the  pound.  As  to  the  difficulty  supposed 
to  arise  in  the  event  of  a  charge  upon  pro- 
perty partly  in  England  and  partly  in  Ire- 
land, he  knew  of  no  case  in  his  profes- 
sional experience  of  a  man  charging  a 
jointure  upon  his  property  issuing  gene- 
rally upon  estates  in  England  and  Ireland. 
The  usual  course  was  to  charge  it  speci- 
fically upon  certain  lands.  He  (the  Attor- 
ney General)  could  not  consent  by  a  sido 
wind  to  make  personal  property  liable  tg 
2N 
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the  support  of  the  poor  in  the  way  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  denied  the  statement 
of  the  hop.  and  learned  Attorney  General. 
It  was  hy  no  means  uncommon  for  a  man, 
having  estates  in  different  pai*ts  of  the 
kingdom — England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland — 
to  vest  them  generally  in  trustees  charged 
with  the  payment  of  certain  annuities.  He 
considered  there  was  an  evident  distinction 
between  jointures  and  mortgages,  which 
made  it  improper  to  tax  mortgages  while 
the  rate,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  fall  upon 
jointures. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  was  opposed  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet;  but 
he  was  at  the  same  time  clearly  of  opinion, 
if  they  imposed  a  rate  upon  jointures,  they 
ought  to  lay  it  also  on  mortgages.  The 
principle,  if  good,  ought  to  be  fully  carried 
out,  as  any  poor-law,  to  work  well,  must 
be  placed  on  an  impartial  basis.  The 
clause  in  the  Bill,  therefore,  either  went 
too  far,  or  did  not  go  far  enough.  They 
said,  however,  they  would  except  mort- 
gages, lest  the  mortgagee  should  come 
down  upon  the  land.  In  all  probability, 
too,  the  mortgagee  was  English,  and  they 
said  they  would  protect  him.  But  in  the 
case  of  jointures,  because  the  holder  had 
no  such  power  over  the  land,  and  was  also 
of  the  weaker  sex,  therefore  they  said  they 
would  rate  jointures. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  thought  it  great 
injustice  to  impose  a  tax  on  jointures,  thus 
affecting  the  income  of  the  poor  widow, 
and  the  injustice  in  most  instances  would 
be  the  greater  that  the  settlements  were 
made  previous  to  the  change  in  the  cur- 
rency, which  alteration  reduced  the  income 
8  per  cent. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  the  essence 
of  a  mortgage  was,  that  it  was  a  contract, 
or,  to  speak  more  distinctly,  a  bargain, 
between  two  free  agents.  If  an  individual 
bought  a  property,  or  a  horse,  under  a  stipu- 
lation to  pay  for  it  by  certain  fixed  instal- 
ments, it  would  never  do  for  him  to  plead 
that  he  heard  of  a  tax  to  be  laid  on  land 
or  on  horses,  and  therefore  he  must  beg  to 
make  deductions  from  the  instalments 
When  an  Irish  proprietor  obtained  a  hun 
dred  thousand  pounds  and  spent  it,  under 
a  stipulation  to  make  payment  by  deliver- 
ing over  four  thousand  pounds  a  year,  the 
case  was  of  the  same  nature. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  maintained  that 
there  had  also  been  a  contract  in  the  case 
of  a  widow  when  she  was  married.  The 
contract  was  the   same  as  regarded  the 


annuitant,  and  yet  it  was  said  that  an  an> 
nuitant  and  widow  must  pay,  but  not  the 
mortgagee.  This  was  an  e«  post  focio 
law  as  regarded  Irish  proprietors.  It  was 
a  new  law  inflicting  a  grievous  tax  on 
Irish  proprietors ;  they  never  Bupposed, 
when  they  charged  their  estates,  that  they 
would  be  called  on  to  pay  this  grieTous 
tax  ;  if  they  had,  the  charges  would  never 
have  been  made.  When  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  danger  would  be  that 
the  mortgages  would  be  called  in,  he  said 
that  a  tenderness  for  the  landed  proprietors 
was  what  they  disclaimed ;  they  could 
make  their  own  arrangements  with  the 
mortgagees. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said,  that  a 
tax  upon  lenders  would  make  it  more  diffi- 
cult to  borrow  the  money.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  properties  had  been  dimi- 
nished by  the  amount  of  the  poor-rates. 
He  held  that  the  charges  arising  ^m 
borrowing  money  and  from  family  arrange- 
ments stood  upon  a  different  basis.  In- 
stead of  talking  of  unfortunate  jointures, 
they  might  talk  of  the  unfortunate  pos- 
sessors of  the  property,  who  were  obliged 
to  meet  these  charges  out  of  the  produce 
of  the  land.  It  was  most  unjust  upon  him 
that  he  shoidd  be  charged  on  bis  gross 
income,  and  not  be  allowed  to  make  any 
deduction  from  the  payments  he  had  to 
make.  In  many  cases  the  possessors  of 
property  were  in  a  worse  condition  than 
the  widows  who  had  a  charge  upon  the 
property. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  said,  that  a  person 
who  took  a  mortgage  followed  the  fortune 
of  the  land,  and  if  the  land  would  not 
produce  enough  to  cover  the  interest  of  his 
mortgage,  he  must  also  suffer.  The  mort- 
gagee, if  he  could  not  recover  the  interest, 
foreclosed,  and  became  the  possessor  of 
the  estate,  and  became  liable  to  the  poor- 
rate,  and  it  might  happen  that  there  was 
not  enough  to  pay  the  interest  of  a  former 
mortgage  and  the  poor-rate.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  proposition  of  Ministers 
was  a  very  fair  one ;  and,  therefore,  be 
would  give  it  his  suppoi*t ;  but  he  thought 
the  case  of  small  jointures  deserved  the 
consideration  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SH  ARMAN  CRAWFORD  thought 
the  principle  of  this  clause  was  perfectly 
just ;  and  if  they  retained  the  clause,  it 
must  be  carried  to  its  full  extent.  He 
thought  it  most  cruel  and  unjust  that  an 
owner  of  an  estate  should  be  charged  poor 
rate  on  his  own  property,  and  that  those 
various  persons  who  were  reoeinng  incomes 
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out  of  the  estate  should  receive  it  without 
charge.  That  was  evidently  unjust :  and 
therefore,  he  thought  that  every  person 
who  received  payment  out  of  an  estate  hy 
jointure,  rent  charge,  or  any  other  form, 
should  he  liahle  to  he  charged.  The  House 
ought  to  subject  every  one  receiving  in- 
come out  of  the  estate  to  a  fair  proportion 
of  rate. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  it  struck 
him  as  extraordinary,  from  the  commence- 
ment, that  the  mortgagees  were  exempt 
from  the  charge  for  the  support  of  the 
poor.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  only 
reason  they  were  exempt  was  lest  they 
should  foreclose  their  mortgages.  If  the 
landlords  were  to  work  out  their  own  sal- 
vation, let  the  mortgagees  do  it  also.  Ire- 
land would  never  be  brought  into  a  proper 
state  until  the  different  mortgagees  and 
landlords  were  in  their  proper  position. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  thought  that 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
more  effectually  carried  out  if  the  clause 
were  altogether  omitted.  A  Motion  with 
that  object  should  have  his  support.  One 
grave  difficulty  which  would  attend  the 
working  of  this  clause — and  there  were 
always  difficulties  in  the  way  of  an  injus- 
tice— was,  that  many  settlements,  such  as 
jointures,  were  made  chargeable  on  various 
denominations  of  land. 

Question  put,  '*  That  these  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  12  ; 
Noes  81  :  Majority  69. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dickson,  S. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Ker,  R. 
Moagher,  T. 
Naas,  Lord 
O'Brien,  J. 


St.  George,  C. 
Scully,  F. 
Teni8on,E.  K. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Barron,  Sir  W.  H. 
O'Connor,  F. 


Mr.  NAPIER  then  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  tithe  rent  charges 
should  be  liable  to  deduction  on  account 
of  the  poor-rate,  in  the  same  manner  as 
any  rent  paid  to  any  superior  landlord. 
He  considered  that  this  was  a  property 
question,  and  not  a  religious  question ; 
and  he  deprecated  religious  discussions 
upon  it.  It  was  right,  however,  that  the 
grievance  of  the  clergy  in  this  respect 
should  be  understood  by  the  House.  They 
were  the  only  parties  in  Ireland  rated 
upon  their  gross  income,  without  a  single 
deduction  of  any  kind.  The  principle 
upon  which  their  incomes  was  rated  was 


most  unjust.  Their  property  was  nothing 
else  than  a  rent  charge.  By  the  Act  of 
Parliament  they  gave  up  twenty-five  per 
cent  of  the  original  tithe  composition  for 
a  tithe  rent  charge  upon  the  land.  Pre- 
viously to  this,  the  number  of  small  occu- 
piers in  Ireland  made  it  very  inconvenient 
to  levy  the  charge  for  tithes.  The  Tithe 
Rent  Act  was  then  passed,  the  object  of 
which  was,  that  the  charge  should  be  paid 
by  the  superior  landlord ;  and  he,  having 
undertaken  the  payment,  was  allowed  an 
abatement  of  twenty-five  per  cent  upon 
the  tithe  rent  composition,  so  that  the 
clergyman  got  seventy-five  per  cent  paid 
by  the  superior  landlord  instead  of  the  full 
tithe  composition  paid  by  the  occupier. 
This  arrangement,  upon  the  whole,  had 
worked  beneficially  for  the  landlord,  the 
occupier,  and  the  clergy.  It  was  carried 
out  in  this  way — in  leases  granted  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  the  tithe  rent 
charge  was  included  in  the  rent,  so  that  the 
tenant  paid  his  rent  to  the  landlord  withqut 
reference  to  the  tithe  rent  charge ;  and  as 
to  leases  before  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
the  landlord  was  empowered  to  recover  the 
tithe  rent  charge  as  so  much  rent.  Any 
provision,  therefore,  which  went  to  sepa- 
rate the  rent  charge  from  the  rent,  would 
destroy  the  policy  of  the  Act  which  had 
worked  so  well.  Now,  the  tithe  rent 
charge  was  not  directly  rated  to  the  poor. 
The  principle  was,  that  the  occupier  and 
the  landlord  should  each  pay  half  the  rate, 
they  merely  taking  the  letting  value  of  the 
land.  The  tenant  paid  the  whole  of  the 
rate  in  the  first  instance,  and  he  deducted 
half  the  poundage  afterwards  from  the 
rent  as  the  landlord's  portion,  and  the 
landlord  was  obliged  to  allow  it.  The 
landlord  thus  received  his  rent  subject  to 
the  deduction,  and  so  did  all  the  other 
persons  who  had  claims  upon  it,  including 
the  owner  of  the  tithe  rent  charge.  His 
proposition  then  was  why,  after  the  land- 
lord had  been  obliged  to  allow  the  half- 
poundage  rate,  tithe  rent  charge  should, 
according  to  this  clause,  be  again  made 
liable  to  deduction  for  poor-rate?  This 
being  a  rent  charge,  not  exclusive  of  the 
valuation,  but  the  valuation  being  the  rent 
which  the  tenant  paid,  and  all  other  rent 
charges  being  subject  only  to  half  pound- 
age, upon  what  principle  was  it  proposed 
to  take  from  the  clergy  not  only  one  half- 
poundage  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  but 
another  which  would  not  go  to  the  poor  ? 
The  University  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent never  deducted  the  whole  poundagOj 
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nor  more  than  half.  The  clergy  were 
quite  willing  to  submit  to  half  the  pound- 
age on  the  gross  income,  but  they  objected 
to  the  present  system,  by  which  the  land- 
lord virtually  escaped  without  paying  any 
portion  of  the  rate  as  far  as  the  amount 
of  the  tithe  rent  charge  was  concerned. 
He  begged  to  move  that  after  the  word 
"  annuity,**  in  line  nine,  the  following 
words  be  inserted,  '*  including  tithe  rent 
charge.*' 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  considered  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  opened 
up  the  whole  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
by  his  Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  stated  that  the  Church  had 
given  up  twenty-five  per  cent  of  its  re- 
venue to  the  landlords;  but  he  had  over- 
looked the  fact  that,  in  return,  they  had 
got  the  remaining  seventy-five  per  cent 
secured  on  the  fee-simple  of  the  country, 
instead  of  their  former  unsafe  and  unat- 
tainable property.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thought  that  the  Church  ought 
not  to  pay  its  portion  of  the  poor-rate;  but 
he  seemed  to  forget  that  formerly  one- 
fourth  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  went 
to  the  support  of  the  poor,  and  that  it 
would  not  therefore  be  at  all  unreasonable 
if  the  entire  poor-rate  on  the  tithe  rent 
charge  were  deducted  from  it.  In  fact, 
he  believed  that  this  was  the  rule  in 
England,  and  that  the  entire  of  the  poor- 
rate  on  the  tithe  was  paid  by  the  clergy- 
man. If  the  Committee  assented  to  this 
Amendment,  they  would  be  altering  the 
whole  principle  of  the  poor-law  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
given  them  a  single  instance  where  the 
law  now  worked  unjustly.  Would  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  that,  tak- 
ing into  account  the  services  rendered  by 
the  Church,  that  it  paid  more  than  a  just 
share  of  the  burdens  of  the  poor  ?  That 
75  per  cent  was  the  only  income  regularly 
paid  in  Ireland  at  present,  because  though 
the  landlords  did  not  receive  their  rents, 
and  though  the  tenants  did  not  receive 
value  for  their  produce,  the  rent  charge 
was  always  paid  punctually  to  the  day, 
and,  in  fact,  the  facilities  for  enforcing 
payment  were  greater  than  in  the  collec- 
tion of  any  other  debt.  Again,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  entirely  overlooked 
the  fact  that  property  in  Ireland  had  very 
materially  fallen  in  value  since  the  tithe 
rent  charge  was  imposed.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  proper  occasion  for  moving 
the  exemption  of  Church  property  from 
poor-rates,  was  in  a  clause  which  went  to 


make  other  property  liable  that  before  bad 
been  exempted. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER objected  to  entering  upon  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  state  of  the  Irish  Church 
in  an  Amendment  to  a  clause  in  a  poor- 
law  Bill;  but  at  the  same  time  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  county  of  Cork  in  oppos- 
ing the  Amendment  that  had  been  pro- 
posed. Without  entering  into  any  of  the 
points  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
verted, he  would  say  that  he  did  not  think 
it  was  a  reasonable  proposition  to  attempt 
an  alteration  in  the  law  to  the  extent  pro- 
posed in  the  manner  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  proposed.  If  the 
clergy  in  Ireland  wished  to  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing  as  the  clergy  in  Eng- 
land, he  believed  there  would  be  no  ob- 
jection to  such  a  course;  but  for  the  pre- 
sent he  thought  that  they  had  a  right  to 
have  this  proposition  brought  before  them 
in  a  more  tangible  and  intelligible  form 
than  it  had  been  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  CONOLLY  said,  the  clergy  had 
given  up  25  per  cent  of  their  incomes,  on 
the  clear  understanding  that  the  remain- 
ing 75  per  cent  should  be  secured  to 
them.  lie  thought  it  was  manifestly  un- 
just, that  one-half  more  of  the  rates  should 
be  stopped  from  clergymen,  than  from  any 
other  persons. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  wish- 
ed  to  correct  a  mis-statement  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made. 
It  was  not  the  case,  as  he  had  stated, 
that  the  clauses  to  remedy  the  hardship 
complained  of,  were  struck  out  last  year 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  On  the  contrary, 
they  were  withdrawn  by  his  Colleague  and 
himself,  on  an  understanding  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  the  subject 
was  to  receive  consideration,  with  the  view 
of  applying  a  remedy;  and  he  felt  bound 
to  say,  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  of  State 
had,  on  that  occasion,  showed  an  earnest 
desire  to  meet  the  views  of  the  clergy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  objected  to  the 
form  of  the  Amendment  as  unintelligible ; 
but  if  he  had  listened  to  the  speech  of  his 
(Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton's)  Colleague,  he 
could  not  have  failed  to  understand  the 
nature  of  that  Amendment — which  was  to 
place  tithe  rent  charge  on  the  same  foot- 
ing with  all  other  rent  charges,  and  make 
it  subject  to  the  deduction  of  half  ponud- 
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age  only.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
had  stated,  that  the  question  went  to  the 
root  of  the  whole  Church  question  in  Ire- 
Jaud.  He  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton)  denied 
this.  It  was  a  question  of  property,  and 
applied  equally  to  lay  and  clerical  rent 
charge.  And  he  would  like  to  know 
whether  there  was  any  one  in  the  House, 
who  could  deny  that  it  was  not  unjust, 
that  while  every  other  species  of  property 
paid  upon  the  net  valuation,  the  deduction 
from  tithe  rent  charge  was  on  the  gross, 
and  that  while  all  properties  were  rated 
on  a  low  valuation,  the  deduction  from 
tithe  rent  charge  was  on  an  extreme  val- 
uation. Neither  could  it  be  denied,  that 
the  landlord  had  the  advantage  of  the 
half  poundage,  which  he  thus  unfairly  put 
into  his  own  pocket.  Moreover,  the 
whole  poundage  was  deducted  by  the  land- 
lord, whether  the  rate  was  paid  or  not. 
Last  year,  out  of  1,500,000^,  only 
798,000^  had  been  paid  when  the  report 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  was 
made.  But  the  landlords  had  deducted 
the  poundage  from  the  owner  of  rent 
charge  upon  the  whole  1,500,000^., 
though  a  considerable  portion  of  it  might 
never  be  collected.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  county  had  stated,  that  in  con- 
sideration of  the  25  per  cent,  the  clergy 
had  ensured  for  themselves  prompt  and 
certain  payment.  But  he  (Mr.  G.  A.  Ham- 
ilton) would  show  that  this  was  not  the 
case.  He  had  received  many  communica- 
tions on  the  subject,  but  would  only  trou- 
ble the  House  with  two  extracts,  which 
would  illustrate  what  he  had  been  stating. 
The  first  was  from  a  clergyman  in  the 
west  of  Ireland,  as  follows : — 

"  In  reply  to  your  question,  what  would  bo  the 
value  of  my  hving  annually  if  paid  ? — 368/.  17«.  Id. 
What  has  it  produced  annually  the  last  two  years  ? 
Up  to  last  week  I  had  received  little  more  of  the 
last  eighteen  months  than  60/.— of  the  previous 
half  year  more  than  half  was  due,  but  within  the 

last  week  the  agent  of has  most  kindly 

paid  me  28/.  18«.  9d.  Tlie  receiver  has  paid  me 
6/.  2t.  Id.,  out  of  10/.  Ss.  8(/.,  having  deducted 
the  large  remainder,  4/.  6«.  Id.,  for  poor-rates, 
although  not  one  shilling  of  poor-rates  has  been 
paid  on  the  property.  Of  course,  if  I  were  able 
to  contest  it,  thoy  could  not  stop  it,  not  having 
paid  it.  But  money,  even  at  this  rate  of  interest, 
is  most  acceptable.  On  one  or  two  other  proper- 
ties a  similar  rate,  never  paid,  has  been  deducted  ; 
for  instance,  a  receiver  paid  a  half-year,  due  No- 
vember, 1848,  6/.  28.  lOrf.,  deducting  1/.  16». 
poor-rate.  My  case  is,  I  believe,  the  case  of  very 
many.  I  perhaps  only  differ  in  having  a  large 
grown  and  growing  family,  and  by  having  become 
a  little  more  embarrassed,  by  foolishly,  though  I 
cannot  say  I  regret  it,  having  assisted,  beyond  my 
means,  my  perishing  parishioners  the  last  two 
years.    There  arc  sixteen  rent-charge  payers  on 


properties  in  my  parish  ;  seven  of  these  are  in  the 
hands  of  receivers.  I  was  obliged  to  dismiss  my 
governess,  my  housemaid,  my  man  servant; 
withdraw  one  son  from  college,  another  from 
school — sell  my  gig,  and  thereby  abandon  a  lec- 
ture I  had  carried  on  for  nearly  eight  years,  at 
a  distance  of  thirteen  miles  from  my  home." 

The  other  extract  was  as  follows : — 

"  In  this  electoral  division  the  people  have  suc- 
cessfully resisted  the  payment  of  poor-rates,  and 
yet  though  none  has  been  paid  by  the  tenantry — 
the  landlords,  all  absentees,  have  deducted  the 
full  amount  of  every  rate  ordered  from  my  rent 
charge,  and  are  now  about  to  deduct  6«.  in  the 
pound,  though  one  sixpence  has  not  been  collect- 
ed. They  are  thus  the  only  persons  benefited  by 
a  law  passed  ostensibly  for  relieving  distress.  I 
who  reside,  spendin|^  my  income  among  the  peo- 
ple, and  give  constant  employment  to  several  la- 
bourers, am  forced  to  send  out  of  the  country 
what  would  enable  me  to  do  some  good  to  those 
around  me,  and  this  out  of  a  limited  income  of 
170/.  a  year,  and  from  a  parish  in  which  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergyman  and  myself  are  the  only 
persons  above  the  rank  of  peasants." 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  having 
objected  to  the  form  in  which  his  (Mr.  G. 
A.  Hamilton's)  Colleague  had  brought  for- 
ward his  Amendment,  perhaps  it  would  be 
better  for  him  to  withdraw  it  now,  and 
bring  it  up  as  a  distinct  clause  on  the  re- 
port. 

Sir  D.  NORREYS  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  either  introdace 
a  separate  clause  or  a  new  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject. At  present  the  tithe  rent  charge  was 
rated  not  for  the  benefit  either  of  the  poor 
or  of  the  tenants,  but  exclusivelj  for  the 
landlords. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  was  quite  wil- 
ling to  introduce  a  separate  clause  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn ;  Clause 
agreed  to;  as  was  also 

Clause  6,  with  some  verbal  amendments. 

On  Clause  7,  which  provided  that  occu- 
piers should  not  deduct  from  rent  more  than 
one  half  the  amount  of  the  rate  paid, 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  force  them  to  a  division, 
by  insisting  upon  retaining  this  clause, 
which  would  make  the  occupier  of  the  land 
pay  more  than  he  was  at  present  called 
upon  to  do.  The  Government,  he  admit- 
ted, had  taken  a  very  discursive  view  of 
the  affairs  of  Ireland,  and  had  proposed  a 
great  variety  of  remedies  for  her  distress, 
which  made  it  probable  that  they  were  not 
infallible  in  the  whole  of  them.  He  op- 
posed the  clause  as  injurious  to  the  land- 
lords themselves,  for  many  tenants  who 
were  now  hesitating  whether  to  leave  the 
country  or  not  would  be  decided  in  favour 
of  emigration  by  learning  the  fact  that 
under  this  Bill  they  would  be  called  upon 
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to  pay  moro  poor-rates  tban  tbey  did  at  I  the  present  system  in  Ireland,  be  could 
prcAont.  I  state  as   a  fact   that  the  tenants  would 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE-  I  esteem  it  as  a  very  great  favour  if  tbey 
QUER  could  not  consent  to  withdraw  tho  ■  knew  precisely  the  amount  of  tbe  poor- 
clause,  which  was,  in  fact,  nothing  more  rate  which  they  had  to  deduct  from  their 
than  a  carrying  out  of  the  principle  of  the  |  landlords,  as  under  the  present  syatem 
present  law  that  divided  tho  poor-rate  '  they  never  knew  how  much  tbey  oogbt  to 
equally  between  the  landlord  and  tenant,    deduct. 

but  which  was  evaded  in  the  following  \  Mr.  W.  FAGAN  took  a  different  view, 
manner.  The  board  of  guardians,  being  '  and  he  believed  that  the  clause  would  give 
composoil  principally  of  tenants,  appointed   rise  to  considerable  opposition  to  tbe  coUee- 


valuators,  who  valued  farms  far  below  the 
real  value,  the  effect  being  that  the  lower 
tho  farm  was  valued  the  less  the  tenant 
bad  to  i^y.  To  illustrate  this,  he  would 
suppose  a  farm  for  which  the  tenant  paid 
a  rent  of  KXV.,  but  which  was  valued  to 
tho  |HH>r-rate  at  50/.  On  a  rating  of  a 
shilling  in  the  |>ound,  the  tenant  would  pay 
2/.  U\^.  on  the  50/.  valuation;  but  as  he 
was  entitled  to  deduct  6tl.  in  the  pound 
from  bis  landlord,  not  upon  bis  rate,  but 
u)HHi  bi.%  rent«  be  would  bo  entitled  to  re- 
Cf^ive  back  ./,  UV.  fr\>m  bis  landlonl,  so 
tbat«  in  fjMTt^  tbe  landlonl  paid  the  whole 
|K¥H^rate.  and  tbe  tenant  none.  He  be- 
lieved there  bad  been  instances  in  Ireland 
still  $trvHig>or  tban  this,  and  cases  whenoeven 
ibe  tenant  put  monx\v  into  bis  own  pocket 
fnom  tbe  deduotions  made  from  bis  land- 
lof^  for  ivwr-mte. 

Ha.  J.  0 VON  NELL  said,  tbe  r^^medy 
for  this  w;m^  that  tbe  landlords  should  re- 
duce their  n^uts«  and  that  there  should  be 
a  new  valuativKs.  But  be  protested  against 
this  clause*  which  would  pnctically  throw 
an  addhieoal  burden  upon  the  tenants,  and 
ry^aeve  the  c:MVur;M:w:.ient  given  by  the 
pcvtwat  svsteai  to  rwk-restiasr. 

yi.*.  sua^:man  ckawford  w^ 

s^rt^d  a;  the  speev'h  of  tho  rlirct  boa. 
Karvoot  the  v^hAac^lA^r  of  the  Eiche^juer. 
U  w^fcs  tr::v  :he  ::i;entl\>a  o:  the  L^ctslasunf 
wjk*  thjit  the  t^'^Azx:  jCskiaI  ^>ay  hal:  :ae 
rwe  wheri  the  rarta  wyts  rcntcvi  at  a  pcvwr 
ra:e;  bus  wh.rv  thte  nrct  was  :*.v  hi^h.  be 
afca:':s:a::ted  tea  J  th^*  ir.:<:iu:::i  ot  she  Le- 
^.^:.irc  w;jiit  ^,%  *Ax  A  hed»:er  chjkrpf  ca 

If  ^h-,*  ^  A. ,jt :*■,':::.*  w>rrv  :,v  V*  :*j:  Ir. liaJ. 
uc*w,*'-ucu:  hjti  tlv  recu^\;y  i::  :hiH.r  ^'"w:! 
bji?>is^  :\'r  *.:  w*s  iu  th<rtr  ycwer  to  in*;« 
r*x*a  JL  yr'.^tvr  arid  edk'ieti;  t:il*;a:;ca.  lie 
thcc^h:  '.hi:<  s'!A*jt<e  oi^ih:  :.»  S?  rrvcarei 

^♦f«;  :-v  h,'*v    V;.*tt*S:r  tVr  v'.vs.  cca-i:»  n 


tion  of  the  rate.  He  denied  that  tbe  Tftln- 
ation  was  so  low  aa  represented,  for  in 
most  instances  it  was  higher  tban  that  of 
the  Ordnance  survey.  He  denied  also  IhAi 
the  principle  of  the  present  poor-law  was 
an  equal  payment  of  the  rate  by  landlord 
and  tenant.  The  principle  of  it  was  to 
prevent  the  practice  of  rack-renta,  and  to 
make  the  tenant  pay  the  rate  only  in  pro- 
portion to  bis  rent. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  obtain  anything  like  an  equal 
and  uniform  standard  of  valuation  npon 
the  present  system.  He  should  support 
the  clause  as  it  stood,  because  it  gave  die 
occupiers  a  direct  interest  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  poor-law  and  the  prerentioB 
of  frauds. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Claose,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill.** 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  125; 
Xoes  19:  Majority  106. 

Litt  of  the  Axes. 

ArliocbT.  H.  A. 
AcA>e.  is-xi.  C*l. 
AwbiaC  C»j«.  M. 
ArT=L«rv^i.  K.  B. 
FdLiaw.  >L  T. 
EvIej:.  rs.  ioo.  Scr  F  T. 

F*ri*>T.  ioo.  Oak. 
?*rk**T,  C.  L-  G*. 

?:^?.  M. ,'. 


?;:jibttrr.  E. 


ViT-o^iiijja.  w.  ^;, 

v^jfowaWv  I'm.  0-  S 
v\*ii.».  i«;a.  iL  A. 

\\*rr^ .  rr:.  "wo    il.  I 
>i.4r   W   ,: 


I^ucvft,  J. 
DndM.  Ada. 
I>oDi*Uv  SirD. 

I^B2t»e»C«L 

EVrtacvMu  ^lacc 
FuzWonck.  n.ka.  J.W. 
F«nttr.  X. 
Fcmncati.  C. 
F«s.R.X. 
Fr«wJuF. 
Oiy*.  G.  C. 
Gr»M.  O.  DL  J. 
Gr««BA.I.G. 
Gnpv.  n«  kM.  ^B"  G. 
Gfvcaa^  C- 
Gnw-WM.  Ltrd  R. 
GwHt^^rir  J. 
ILx::?«a«nwLi*dJ.F. 
r'ltuf'Mn^  6.  A. 
A. 
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Howard,  Sir  R. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
JoUiflfe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  E. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Mahon,  The  0* Gorman 
Maitland,  T. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morgan,  H.  K.  G. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Naas,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 


Rawdon,  Col. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
St.  George,  C. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  H. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
ViUiers,  hon.  C. 
Waddmgton,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyld,  J. 
WyvUl,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Tufhell,  H. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Crawford.  W.  S. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Greene,  J. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 
Magan,  W.  U. 
Meagher,  T. 


Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  T. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Scully,  F. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  J. 
Roche,  E.  B. 


Clause  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Clause  8. 

On  Clause  9, 

Sir  D.  norreys  said,  ho  objected 
to  this  clause.  It  would  be  much  better  to 
make  the  arrangement  prospective  alto- 
gether, so  as  not  to  give  this  benefit  of  ex- 
emption from  valuation  to  any  improve- 
ments made  before  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
or  else  to  provide  that  valuations  should 
only  be  made  at  certain  fixed  intervals  of 
time. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ob- 
served  that  the  clause  was  analogous  to 
clauses  in  other  Bills.  It  was  well  known 
that  reclaimed  lands  did  not  until  after  the 
lapse  of  a  certain  period  become  liable  to 
tithes.  The  value  of  the  improvements 
might  be  ascertained  in  the  same  way  as 
that  of  improvements  which  had  to  be 
fixed  as  between  the  outgoing  tenant  and 
the  incoming  tenant. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  complained  that 


mills  were  not  included  in  the  exemption. 
It  was  of  great  importance  that  mills 
should  be  erected  as  near  as  possible  to 
the  farm. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  question  involved  was  substantially  de- 
cided when  the  Bill  for  making  advances 
for  the  improvement  of  lands  was  under 
consideration.  The  obvious  distinction  was, 
that  the  millowner  made  an  immediate 
profit. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  did  not  consider  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  observation  en- 
titled to  any  weight.  The  view  taken  by 
him  of  mills  was  formerly  taken  by  Par- 
liament of  agricultural  buildings ;  yet  the 
latter  were  now  included  in  the  proposed 
exemption. 

Sir  J.  YOUNG  said,  that  as  a  Member 
of  the  Committee,  he  was  in  a  position  to 
state  that  the  distinction  drawn  bjr  the 
Committee  was,  that  in  the  one  case  there 
was,  and  in  the  other  there  was  not,  ft 
prospect  of  immediate  profit.  That  dii- 
tinction  he  considered  a  valid  one. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  inoved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  substitute  '*  twenty-one 
years"  for  "  seven  yearfe,"  as  the  period 
of  exemption.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  th^t 
seven  years  would  not  be  sufficient  to  en- 
courage the  outlay  of  capital.  The  entire 
valuation  of  the  country  would  not  be  di- 
minished by  that,  or  be  encouraged  bjr  ft 
large  investment  of  capital. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  reason  Why  thd 
clause  had  been  framed  as  it  stood  was, 
that  a  period  of  seven  years  was  suppofied 
to  be  a  reasonable  time  for  the  tenant  td 
lay  out  his  capital  to  advantage,  and  secure 
a  return.  A  more  extended  period  would 
involve  injustice  to  other  parties. 

Mr.  GROGAN  had  also  giveti  notice  of 
an  Amendment,  his  object  being  to  substi- 
tute fourteen  years  for  seven  years.  His 
wish,  in  making  the  proposition,  Was  sim- 
ply to  do  equal  justice  to  all  parts  of  Ire- 
land. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment  would  accede  to  the  very  mode- 
rate proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  it  would  be  impossible  to 
prove  the  value  of  a  property  or  tenement 
fourteen  years  back.  The  Committee,  com- 
posed almost  eiltirely  of  Irish  Gentlemen, 
had  recommended  the  term  of  Sfevcn  yearft, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  adopt 
that  period. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Clause  11. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Clauso  12  postponed. 
House  resumed ;  report  progress. 
Committee  to  sit  again  on  Saturday. 
House    adjourned    at    half    after   One 
o'clock, 

.     HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  June  30, 1849. 
POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  then  went  again  into  Com- 
mittee on  this  Bill;  Mr.  Hayter  in  the 
chair. 

On  Clause  12, 

Mr.  HENLEY  objected  to  the  clause, 
because  it  would  tend  to  multiply  the  vast 
amount  of  small  judgments  in  Ireland. 
Great  difficulties  would  attend  the  working 
of  such  a  clause;  but  the  only  alternative 
they  could  wisely  adopt,  would  be  to  make 
a  compromise  of  these  difficulties  by  con- 
fining the  liability  of  the  land  to  the  parti- 
cular division  in  which  the  debt  existed. 
He  would  throw  it  out  as  a  suggestion  for 
the  Government,  that  the  Civil  Bill  Decree 
ought  to  be  handed  over  to  the  receiver,  so 
that  he  might  in  the  simplest  manner  pro- 
ceed to  see  that  the  arrears  of  poor-rate, 
which  was  to  be  the  first  charge,  were  pro- 
perly liquidated. 

Sir  G.  grey  considered  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire a  very  valuable  one,  but  supposed 
that  it  went  on  the  assumption  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  apply  to  the  Court 
of  Chancery  for  an  order.  But  an  applica- 
tion to  that  court  would  not  be  necessary, 
because  the  poor-rates  were  to  be  made  the 
first  charge. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  it  was  only  on 
a  judgment  that  the  rates  would  be  made 
the  first  charge,  and  consequently  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  same  troublesome  pro- 
cess to  be  gone  through  every  year. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  objected  to  a  power 
being  given  to  sell  the  lands  for  rates 
due  by  the  tenant.  It  was  unfair  that 
the  lands  of  the  landlord  should  be  sold  for 
a  debt  due  by  another  party. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  it  was  only  pro- 
posed to  sell  the  interest  of  the  party  by 
whom  the  debt  was  due. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  contended,  that  ex- 
cept power  was  given  to  the  landlord  to 
dismiss  the  tenant  when  a  certain  amount 
of  arrears  was  due,  the  tenant  might  go 
away  and  leave  the  landlord  liable  for  a 
debt  due  by  him. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  begged  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  effect  of  the  4:1,  rating  clause, 
for  he  felt  convinced  that  unless  it  was 


altered  the  country  would  be  reduced  to  a 
state  of  desolation.  Reference  had  been 
made  to  the  Kilrush  evictions,  and  he  felt 
that  the  4:1.  rating  clause  was  the  whole 
cause  of  these  evictions.  The  case  came 
home  to  himself.  Last  year,  500^.  was 
paid  on  his  property,  for  tenants  paying 
under  4L  rent.  In  one  village,  lOOl.  was 
charged  to  him  for  tenements  valued  under 
4:1.,  and  none  of  those  tenants  had  paid  him 
rent.  When  he  came  to  examine  his  rental 
in  the  next  year,  must  he  not  take  some 
steps  to  relieve  himself  from  this  charge? 
Could  he  go  on  paying  the  rates  for  their 
holdings,  year  after  year,  without  getting 
any  rent  from  them  ?  So  long,  therefore, 
as  they  had  this  clause,  they  would  have 
those  evictions  of  tenants.  He  would  men- 
tion another  case  to  show  the  evil  effects 
of  the  4:1..  rating  clause.  In  one  of  his  vil- 
lages a  very  solvent  man,  in  his  station  of 
life,  desired  to  build  a  house,  and  applied 
to  him  for  a  plot  of  ground  which  was  worth 
nothing  in  an  agricultural  point  of  view. 
Before  giving  him  the  plot  of  ground,  he 
had  to  consider  whether  the  house,  when 
built,  would  be  valued  under  4i.  or  not, 
and  finding  that  he  would  probably  have  to 
pay  more  rates  than  any  rent  he  could  get, 
he  was  obliged  to  decline  to  make  the 
lease,  so  that  the  village  lost  the  benefit 
that  would  arise  from  the  expenditure  of 
the  money  that  would  be  laid  out  in  build- 
ing that  house. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  considered 
it  would  be  a  most  flagitious  act  to  take 
advantage  of  a  period  of  famine,  to  give  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  a  more  summary  power 
of  eviction  than  they  at  present  possessed. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  thought  the  objec- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  had 
great  force  in  it;  but  on  the  other  hand, 
he  must  admit,  that  in  the  case  of  a  land- 
lord who  finds  that  his  tenants  pay  no  rent 
and  no  taxes,  while  he  finds  that  he  is  pre- 
vented by  process  of  law  for  a  considerable 
time  from  making  the  tenant  liable,  it  was 
objectionable  to  make  that  landlord  charge- 
able with  the  accumulation  of  rates.  How- 
ever desirable  it  might  be  to  remedy  this 
evil,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary could  not,  in  discussing  this  clause, 
make  any  pledge  with  respect  to  any  fu- 
ture clause. 

Mr.  NAPIER  thought  the  question  with 
regard  to  protecting  the  landlord  from  the 
arrears  of  the  tenant,  was  wholly  indepen- 
dent of  this  clause;  but  in  supporting  this 
clause,  let  it  not  be  thought  that  he  enter- 
tained an  opinion  hostile  to  that  of  his  hon. 
Friend  who  called  attention  to  the  subject. 
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On  the  contrary,  he  thought  the  matter 
should  he  taken  into  consideration  on  a 
future  occasion.  He  thought,  when  a 
tenancy  was  deserted,  the  landlord  should 
get  possession  of  the  land  hy  paying  the 
arrears  of  poor-rate  due  on  the  land.  That 
could  he  done  by  proceeding  hy  civil  hill  as 
against  a  deserted  tenancy. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  admitted  that  some 
clause,  such  as  that  suggested  hy  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  might  be  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  said,  the  difficulty 
they  were  in  was  this — they  were  all 
agreed  as  to  the  principle  of  the  clause, 
and  they  were  put  in  an  unfair  position  hy 
being  compelled  to  divide  against  it  for  the 
reason  he  had  stated. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  if  no 
clause  to  meet  the  objection  were  hereafter 
put  in,  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  move  on 
the  third  reading  the  omission  of  this 
clause. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  was  wiUing  to  leave 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  objection  would 
be  removed. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  13, 

Lord  NAAS  moved  as  an  Amendment, 
at  page  6,  line  43,  to  leave  out  the  word 
•*  union,"  and  to  insert  the  words  **  elec- 
toral division.'* 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  they  were  deal- 
ing with  men's  properties  in  a  violent  way 
by  an  ex  post  facto  law,  and  begged  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
to  consider  what  the  just  limits  of  the  poor- 
rates  should  be,  which,  being  recovered 
under  the  12th  clause,  would  take  priority 
ovei  all  other  charges  on  an  estate.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  the  holders  of  mortgages 
and  similar  incumbrances  on  the  land  did 
not  contribute  to  the  poor-rate.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  a  very  violent  proceeding  to 
make  arrears  chargeable  by  an  ex  post 
facto  law. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '*  union" 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  72; 
Noes  40  :  Majority  32. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that,  with  regard  to  the  observations  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  he 
need  hardly  remind  him  that  when  a  debt 
was  converted  into  a  judgment,  the  debt 
was  merged,  and  the  person  who  took  the 
land  would  not  pay  the  arrears  of  rates  un- 
less the  judgment  recovered  for  them  had 
a  priority. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  was  also  Clause  14. 


Mr.  H.  A.  HERBERT  then  moved  the 
addition  of  the  following  clause  : — 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  for  the  purpose  of 
charging  the  expense  of  relief  to  any  rating  dis- 
trict, every  person  making-  application  for  relief 
shall,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  be  deemed  to 
have  been  resident  in  such  rating  district  in  which, 
during  the  period  of  five  years  next  immediately 
before  his  application  for  relief,  he  shall  have  been 
longest  usually  resident,  whether  by  usually  occu- 
pying any  tenement  situate,  or  by  usually  sleeping 
within  such  district ;  provided  always,  that  where 
any  such  person  shall  not  have  occupied  a  tene- 
ment or  slept  within  any  such  rating  district  for 
at  least  six  months  in  the  whole  during  the  said 
period  of  five  years,  the  expense  of  the  relief  of 
such  person  shall,  in  such  case,  be  borne  by  and 
charged  against  the  whole  union  in  which  he  or 
she  is  relieved.** 

It  was  admitted  that  an  -electoral  division 
rating,  and  not  a  union  rating,  was  desir- 
able; but  the  effect  of  the  Bill  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood  would  be  to  create,  in  a  round- 
about manner,  a  union  rating.  That  was 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  poor-law 
in  England;  and  the  object  of  his  clauBe 
was  to  check  those  evictions  of  which  the 
House  had  heard  so  much,  by  placing  re- 
sponsibility on  the  party  from  whose  pro- 
perty the  pauper  originally  came.  He  had 
adopted  the  period  of  five  years  to  meet 
the  case  of  landlords  who  had  evicted  their 
tenants  since  the  unfortunate  panic.  He 
admitted  that  the  clause  would  not  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  case  as  between  union 
and  union;  hut  it  would  do  substantial  jus- 
tice between  electoral  division  and  electoral 
division. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  believed  that  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
would,  if  adopted,  act  very  injuriously 
upon  large  cities.  The  clause  would  cer- 
tainly not  meet  the  case  of  destitute  per- 
sons coming  from  a  distance,  and  they 
would  be  chargeable  on  the  city  electoral 
division,  and  not  on  the  union  at  large. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  was  understood 
to  consent  to  the  principle  of  the  clause 
proposed  hy  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry, 
but  subject  to  the  substitution  of  **  three" 
for  five  years*  residence,  and  **  eighteen" 
months  for  the  six  months  proposed. 

A  short  conversation  ensued,  during 
which  Mr.  Monsell  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers expressed  the  opinion  that  the  term 
of  eighteen  months  was  too  long.  Ulti- 
mately 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  consented  to  fix 
the  term  at  twelve  months. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  assented  to  the 
alterations  as  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 
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Clause,  as  amended,  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  then  moved  the 
next  clause,  of  which  he  had  given  notice; 
the  object  of  it  being  to  reduce  the  area  of 
taxation. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS,  however, 
suggested  that  the  simplest  course  would 
be  to  adopt  the  outline  of  the  clause 
standing  in  the  Bill  to  be  introduced  bj 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sion in  England,  giving  power  to  the  com- 
missioners, in  the  cases  of  small  parishes, 
to  bind  several  parishes  to  the  election  of 
a  single  guardian. 

Mr.  HENLEY  recommended  the  hon. 
Gentleman  not  to  rely  upon  the  clause 
being  passed  which  he  had  just  alluded  to, 
as  intended  to  be  introduced  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Poor  Law  Commission  in  Eng- 
land; for  that  clause  would  meet  with  the 
strongest  opposition.  He  protested  against 
the  principle,  and  would  meet  it  with  un- 
mitigated hostility.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, therefore,  were  to  rely  upon  the  suc- 
cess of  that  clause  as  a  foundation  for  the 
principle  as  regarded  Ireland,  he  would  be 
laying  his  foundation  upon  sand. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  next  proposed 
the  following  clause  : — 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  from  and  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  every  justice  of  the  peace  act- 
ing for  any  county  in  Ireland,  and  otherwise  quali- 
fied, under  the  laws  now  in  force,  to  be,  or  to  bo 
appointed,  an  ex-oficio  guardian  of  any  union 
within  such  county,  and  who  shall  be  seised,  pos- 
sessed, or  entitled  for  his  own  use  and  benefit  of 
or  to  any  lands,  tenements,  or  hereditaments  situ- 
ate within  such  union,  or  in  the  rents  and  profits 
thereof,  for  any  life  or  lives  in  being,  or  for  any 
term  of  twenty-one  years  at  the  least,  such  estate 
being  of  the  yearly  value  of  60^  at  the  least,  shall 
be  eligible  to  be,  or  to  be  appointed,  an  ex-offhio 
guardian  of  such  union,  notwithstanding  that  such 
justice  shall  not  be  resident  within  the  same." 

The  hon.  Member  contended  that  those 
most  highly  rated  were  not  the  most  eli- 
gible as  guardians. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  this  ques- 
tion had  been  discussed  in  the  Poor  Law 
Committee,  and  there  had  been  some  doubts 
as  to  the  course  which  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued. He  had,  however,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  his  duty  to  oppose  this 
proposition.  When  the  Irish  poor-law  was 
introduced,  the  number  of  ex-officio  guar- 
dians was  limited  to  one-third;  but  there 
was  afterwards  a  relaxation  of  that  rule, 
permitting,  under  certain  conditions,  a 
TQoiety  of  the  guardians  to  be  ex  officio,  so 
that  the  board  was  composed  of  one-half 


elective  and  one-half  ex  officio.  But  the 
limit  to  that  permission  was,  that  they 
should  be  resident  within  the  union,  and 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  clause  would  be 
to  do  away  with  the  limitation.  He  could 
not  consent  to  a  further  relaxation  of  the 
rule  for  limiting  the  number  of  ex-officio 
guardians. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  said,  that  the 
great  difficulty  in  many  districts  was  to 
form  boards  of  guardians  at  all,  and  great 
advantage  would  arise  by  the  admission  of 
gentlemen  who  were  willing  to  perform  the 
duties.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  withdraw  his  opposition  to  this 
clause,  which  would  be  a  boon  not  only  to 
the  possessors  but  the  occupiers  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  hoped  that  the 
principle  of  residence  would  not  be  giren 
up. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  op- 
posed  the  clause,  which,  he  said,  would  be 
greatly  objected  to  in  those  parts  of  Ire- 
land with  which  he  was  connected. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  that  if  the  numbers 
were  equal,  then  persons  residing  beyond 
the  union  would  be  ineligible  ;  but  if  the 
number  of  ex-officio  guardians  resident 
within  the  union  fell  short  of  the  half, 
then  he  would  have  no  objection  to  make 
up  that  half  from  magistrates  residing  be- 
yond the  union. 

Clause  postponed. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  then  proposed 
his  next  clause,  as  follows : — 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  no  distress  for  non- 
payment of  any  rate,  or  part  of  any  rate,  shall 
hereafter  be  levied  or  taken  upon  ahj  rate- 
able property  being  of  the  descriptions  following, 
that  is  to  say.  Implements  of  Husbandry,  Gar- 
dening, or  Farming  Utensils,  Horses,  Carts,  and 
Ilorso  Furniture,  provided  that  the  same  respec- 
tively shall  be  in  the  actual  or  habitual  use  or 
employment  of  the  person  or  persons  possessing 
the  same." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said^ 
that  this  kind  of  property  was  distrain- 
able  in  England  for  poor-rate,  and  the 
Committee  must  decide  whether  they  would 
draw  a  distinction  in  this  matter  between 
the  law  in  England  and  Ireland.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  consider  well  the  nature 
of  the  clause  before  consenting  to  adopt  it. 
He  believed  it  would  amount  to  an  enaet- 
ment  for  postponing  the  rates  from  har- 
vest to  harvest,  and  there  would  be  no- 
thing left  to  pay  them  with. 

Mr.  MONSELL  thought  the  argument 
of  the  Attorney  General  would  be  a  good 
argument  for  the  thumb-sorew. 
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Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  this  was  a  more 
serious  proposition  than,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, it  appeared  to  he.  A  maximum 
rate  had  heen  fixed,  whilst  a  proposition 
had  heen  rejected  that  the  maximum 
should  he  absolutely  levied.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  had  declared  that  he  voted  for 
the  maximum  hecause  he  felt  satisfied,  if 
it  were  not  collected,  that  the  Consolidated 
Fund  would  he  liahle  to  the  charge.  But 
if  this  clause  were  passed,  not  one  farthing 
of  rate  would  he  collected.  Of  that  he 
was  persuaded.  The  Attorney  General 
knew  how  the  screw  was  to  he  applied ; 
and,  coinciding  in  the  views  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  he  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  voting  against  the  clause. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  recommended  the 
withdrawal  of  the  clause,  being  satisfied 
that  it  would  not  pass.  Besides,  he  for 
one  had  no  wish  to  come  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  sooner  than  might  be  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  then  moved  a  clause, 
the  object  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  to  be,  to  enable  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  make  such  arrangements 
that  new  unions  formed  out  of  present 
unions  should  have  power  to  send  their 
paupers  to  the  existing  workhouses. 

Mr.  M on  SELL  contended  that  such  a 
provision  would  be  most  injurious,  because 
its  operation  would  give  rise  to  contentions 
between  different  hoards  of  guardians.  He 
could  see  no  practical  benefit  that  would 
follow  from  it ;  and  he  further  objected  to 
it  because  it  placed  a  monstrous  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  commissioners. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  observed,  that  the  clause  only  gave 
a  discretionary  power  to  the  commis- 
sioners. There  were  some  cases  in  which 
the  power  must  be  exercised  most  advan- 
tageously for  the  poor,  particularly  where 
they  had  long  distances  to  walk  before 
they  could  get  to  the  union  workhouse. 
It  was  also  desirable  that  workhouse  ac- 
commodation should  be  provided,  as  far  as 
possible,  in  each  division,  so  as  to  with- 
draw the  system  of  outdoor  relief — an  ob- 
ject which  could  only  be  accomplished  by 
such  means.  He  thought  those  Gentle- 
men who  advocated  smaller  areas  of  tax- 
ation wished  to  legislate  rather  for  pro- 
perty than  for  the  poor. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  warmly  contended 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  met 
the  objection  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Limerick.     He  had. 


however,  attributed  unworthy  mdtives  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  advocated  smaller 
areas  of  taxation,  of  which  they  were  not 
deserving;  and  he  called  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  wished  to  act  fairly, 
to  substantiate  his  allegations  against 
them.  It  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
allocation  of  paupers  as  it  was  at  present. 
Any  change  must  depend  upon  the  speed 
with  which  new  workhouses  could  be  built. 
Under  present  circumstances  he  saw  no 
advantage  in  the  clause,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  rejected. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER explained.  He  had  attributed  no 
unworthy  motives  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
proposed  the  clause. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  defended  the 
advocates  of  a  smaller  area  of  taxation, 
upon  the  ground  that  such  a  principle 
would  tend  to  promote  the  welfare  and 
develop  the  industry  of  the  people.  He 
regretted  that  imputations  should  have 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
which  were  certainly  not  deserved. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  could  not  ap- 
prove of  the  clause  as  it  was  proposed, 
though  he  admitted  that  the  size  of  the 
unions  ought  to  he  reduced.  What,  how- 
ever, would  be  the  value  of  any  reduction 
in  their  size,  if  the  paupers  had  to  go  to 
the  existing  workhouses  ?  Still,  the  proper 
time  to  discuss  this  question  was,  when  the 
whole  subject  of  workhouse  accommoda- 
tion was  brought  before  the  House. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
one  object  of  dividing  unions  was  to  make 
them  more  accessible  to  the  poor,  and  that 
the  present  was  only  an  enabling  not  a 
compulsory  clause,  upon  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  to  provide  for  those  cases 
where  unions  had  no  accommodation,  but 
which  were  under  the  necessity  of  pro- 
viding it. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  expressed  surprise 
to  find  the  advocates  for  a  reduced  area 
of  taxation  opponents  of  a  plan  which,  of 
all  others,  was  essential  to  carry  their 
views  into  execution.  It  would  tend  to 
take  away  the  necessity  for  paid  guar- 
dians, whilst,  without  it,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  revise  the  size  either  of  unions 
or  electoral  divisions.  Besides,  the  circum- 
stances of  the  west  of  Ireland  were  such 
as  to  make  it  necessary  that  some  such 
arrangement  should  be  carried  out  imme- 
diately. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  thought  that  the 
clause  should  be  limited  to  three  years  at 
farthest.     As   it   at  present    stood,    the 
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building  of  the  new  workhouses  might  not 
take  place  these  ten  years. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  he  was  decided- 
ly of  opinion  that  in  the  west  and  south- 
west there  ought  to  be  smaller  sized  unions 
than  there  were  at  present,  and  that  each 
new  union  should  be  provided  with  a  work- 
liouse  in  a  central  and  accessible  part  of  it. 
To  meet  the  temporary  difficulty,  some 
such  clause  as  this  was,  he  admitted,  ne- 
cessary; but  he  objected  altogether  to  the 
arrangement  forming  a  part  of  the  perma- 
nent law  of  Ireland.  He  wished  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  an  assurance  that  they 
meant  this  only  as  a  temporary  expedient, 
or,  what  would  be  much  better,  that  they 
would  consent  to  limit  the  operation  of  the 
clause.  The  limitation  might  be  fixed  on 
bringing  up  the  report. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tiie  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  no  difficulty  in  giving 
the  assurance  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
required.  Nothing  could  bo  more  prepos- 
terous than  making  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment permanent;  but  as  some  time  must 
elapse  before  fifty  additional  workhouses 
could  be  built,  and  fifty  new  unions  formed, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  expedient  to 
fix  on  any  limited  period  within  which  the 
alterations  must  be  completed. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  repeated  his  opinion 
that  a  limited  period  ought  to  be  fixed 
upon.  As  the  proposed  arrangement, 
though  objectionable  in  every  other  re- 
spect, woidd  be  a  cheap  one,  it  was  not 
likely  that  much  haste  would  otherwise  be 
used  in  building  the  new  workhouses. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  could  have  no  objection 
to  limit  the  time  for  the  building  of  the 
workhouse  to  a  certain  period  after  the 
formation  of  the  union. 

Clause  agreed  to,  with  the  substitution 
of  six  calendar  months  instead  of  one  ca- 
lendar month  in  the  last  paragraph. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  then  moved  the  next 
clause,  empowering  the  commissioners  to 
ensure  payment  of  the  charges  for  the 
paupers  so  provided  for. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mu.  MONSELL  moved  the  adoption  of 
clauses  empowering  the  commissioners  to 
authorise  boards  of  guardians  to  borrow 
money  in  order  to  promote  emigration,  in 
the  same  manner  as  money  was  now  bor- 
rowed for  the  building  of  workhouses. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  complained 
of  such  important  clauses  being  brought 
forward  at  so  late  an  hour. 

Mr.   HENLEY    inquired   whether  the 


money  so  borrowed  was  to  be  in  ad^tion  to 
the  maximum  rate  ? 

Mr.  MONSELL  replied  in  the  affirma- 
tive, and  said  the  Attomej  General  had 
kindly  consented  to  frame  a  proviso  to 
carry  out  that  object. 

Mr.  KERR  did  not  see  any  good  in  en- 
couraging emigration,  if  the  rates  were 
still  to  be  left  at  the  maximum  amonnt. 

Clauses  agreed  to. 

Colonel  DUNNE  moved  a  clause,  pro- 
viding that  in  future  any  rate  for  the  able- 
bodied  poor  should  be  a  separate  rate  from 
the  rate  for  the  support  of  the  sick,  aged, 
and  impotent,  and  for  union  and  establish- 
ment charges,  but  that  both  rates  might  be 
collected  together. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  the 
object  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  in  view  was  already  attained  by  dis- 
tinct accounts  being  kept  in  the  books  of 
the  union.  If  two  rates  were  struck,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  two  sets  of 
rate-books,  which  would  be  attended  with 
great  inconvenience  and  expense. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

House  resumed.  Committee  report  pro- 
gress; to  sit  again  on  Monday. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  July  2,  1849. 

MiiruTis.]    Pu&Lic  Bills.— 1*  Militia  Ballots  Suspensiop ; 
General  and  Quarter  Sessions  Courts  Procedure ;  Iiido> 
sure  Act  (Extension  of  Powers) ;  Drunage  of  Lands. 
2*  Audit  of  Railway  Accounts. 
Reported. — Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver^  IslandV 

Pktitions  Prbsbntbo.  By  Lord  Stanley,  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  and  tlie  Earl  of  Exeter*  ttatn  Derby,  Crow- 
land,  and  other  Places,  for  Protection  to  British  Agrieul* 
tural  Produce.— By  Lord  Colbome,  from  Cbestertoo, 
that  Superannuation  Allowances  may  be  Granted  to  re- 
tiring Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Earl  Nelaon,  from  Liver- 
pool, Wigan,  and  Rochdale,  that  no  Restriotion  may  be 
placed  upon  Educational  Grants. — By  Lord  Monteagle, 
nrom  New  South  Wales,  for  a  Reduction  of  the  BlectiTe 
Qualification. 


AUSTRIAN  INTERVENTION  IN  ITALY. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  laid 
on  the  table  a  copy  of  the  communication 
from  the  Austrian  Government  as  to  the 
advance  of  Austrian  troops  into  Tuscany 
and  the  Legations;  and  begged  leave  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact, 
that  the  communication  was  made  sabse- 
quently  to  the  first  conversation  which 
took  place  in  the  House  on  that  subject  on 
the  5th  of  May;  namely,  on  the  16ih  of 
May. 

the  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  presomed 
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that  the  document  now  produced  bj  the 
noble  Marquess  had  been  sent  in  conse- 
quence of  its  having  been  denied  that  any 
communication  was  previously  received; 
whereas  the  communication  had  been  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  before  the 
subject  was  talked  of  in  their  Lordships* 
presence. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
not  aware  that  anything  had  passed  be- 
tween Austria  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  the  time  the  first  conversation 
took  place.  He  was  perfectly  prepared  to 
say  that  no  formal  communication  had 
been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
at  that  time. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that  the 
difference  betwixt  him  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  this,  that  the  noble  Marquess  said 
that  no  **  formal"  communication  had  been 
made,  whereas  if  he  had  said  no  •*  written" 
communication,  he  would  have  been  per- 
fectly correct;  but  it  was  perfectly  **  for- 
mal." The  noble  Marquess  must  know  as 
well  as  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  did,  that 
there  were  various  modes  of  making  •*  for- 
mal" communications  between  different 
Powers;  and  one  as  common  as  any  other 
was  for  the  Minister  of  one  Power  to  be 
directed  to  read  a  despatch  to  the  Minister 
of  another  Power.  That  was  a  most  formal 
communication,  but  it  was  not  a  written 
communication.  The  Minister  was  some- 
times required  to  give  a  copy  of  as  well  as 
read  a  communication;  but  he  apprehended 
that  it  was  the  case  that  whenever  a  Min- 
ister was  ordered  to  read  a  despatch  to  a 
foreign  Government,  he  was  always  ready 
to  give  a  copy  of  it  if  he  was  asked  for  it. 
That  he  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  took  to  be 
the  usual  custom. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  main- 
tained that  a  communication  was  not  made 
in  a  shape  binding  on  the  parties  until  it 
was  made  a  matter  of  record. 

ENTAILED  ESTATES— DRAINAGE  OF 
LANDS  BILL. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  presented 
the  report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
charging  Entailed  Estates  for  Drainage, 
and  in  so  doing  briefly  stated  the  substance 
of  it.  The  Committee  had  met  and  con- 
sidered the  subject  referred  to  it,  and  were 
of  opinion  that  no  time  ought  to  be  lost  in 
enabling  individual  landowners  to  borrow 
money  from  individuals  or  from  public 
companies  on  the  same  grounds  on  which 
parties  in  Ireland  had  been  allowed  to  bor- 
row 2,000,000Z.  of  the  Government  for  the 
drainage  of  their  lands  in  that  country. 


He  would  in  pursuance  of  that  recommen- 
dation now  lay  on  the  table  a  Bill  which  he 
had  prepared  to  carry  out  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee.  The  object  of 
it  was  to  authorise  the  owners  of  landed 
property  to  borrow  money  on  their  estates 
for  the  purposes  of  drainage.  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  Bill  should  also  contain 
provisions  enabling  them  to  raise  money 
for  the  improvement  of  farm  buildings  and 
labourers'  cottages,  and  enabling  persons, 
on  removing  from  their  farms,  to  dispose 
of  any  buildings  which  they  might  have 
erected  upon  them;  but  to  those  proposi- 
tions the  Committee  had  not  as  yet  ac- 
ceded. He  thought  that  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  would  be  eminently  useful.  There 
were,  at  present,  a  large  number  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  out  of  employment;  and, 
in  the  next  autumn  and  spring,  he  feared 
that  many  of  them  would  have  to  take  re- 
fuge in  the  union  workhouses.  It  was, 
therefore,  of  great  importance  that  this 
Bill  should  pass  during  the  present  Session, 
so  as  to  bring  the  capital  of  individuals 
forward  to  the  support  of  agriculture.  He 
should  not  be  able  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  next  week,  because  he 
should  be  compelled  to  attend  his  duties  at 
quarter-sessions;  but  he  hoped  that  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests  would  take  charge  of  it,  and  give 
it  the  sanction  of  Government.  If  it  should 
go  to  the  other  House  with  that  sanction, 
it  would,  in  all  probability,  pass  into  law 
this  Session.  It  could  do  no  harm,  and  it 
might  do  much  good,  as  many  gentfemen 
would  be  inclined  to  borrow  money,  to  be 
repaid  at  the  end  of  twenty-two  years,  to 
enable  them  to  employ  the  honest  agricul- 
tural labourers  of  the  country. 

The  Earl  of  HADDINGTON:  Does 
the  Bill  extend  to  Scotland? 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND :    Yes. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  thought  that 
it  ought  to  be  extended  to  Ireland  also. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  would  not 
object  to  the  extension  of  it  to  Ireland. 
He  was  anxious,  however,  to  have  this  Bill 
pass  into  law  with  as  little  discussion  as 
possible,  and  he  knew  well,  from  long  ex- 
perience, that  it  was  not  possible  to  get  any 
law  passed  for  Ireland  without  a  great  deal 
of  discussion. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
also  pressed  the  claims  of  Ireland  on  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Duke. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  cordially  ap- 
proved  of  the  object  of  the  Bill;  and,  al- 
though some  alteration  of  its  provisions 
might  perhaps  be  found  necessary,  should 
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be  happy  to  give  it  every  support  in  his 
power. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  also  supported  the 
Bill;  but  was  afraid  that  it  would  be  of  no 
use  unless  it  was  accompanied  by  another 
for  regulating  the  outlets  of  drainage.  In 
many  of  the  districts  of  Yorkshire  and  Lin- 
colnshire, the  outlets  of  the  drains  were 
lower  than  the  beds  of  the  rivers;  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  Government  would 
introduce  a  measure  authorising  two-thirds 
of  the  landowners  of  a  district  to  erect 
engines  for  drainage,  and  to  levy  rates  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  the  cost  of  such 
engines. 

BiUreadl*. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES. 
Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  petition,  of  the  presentation  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  and  which, 
from  the  number  of  signatures  attached  to 
it,  and  the  interests  it  involved,  he  thought 
of  sufficient  importance  to  claim  the  at- 
tention and  consideration  of  their  Lord- 
ships. No  petitions  deserved  greater  at- 
tention than  those  which  proceeded  from 
distant  colonial  possessions  of  the  Crown; 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
colonists  should  be  convinced  that  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country  paid  attention  to 
their  affairs.  The  petition  which  he  held 
in  his  hand  came  from  the  town  of  Syd- 
ney, New  South  Wales,  and  had  been 
transmitted  to  him,  as  various  other  peti- 
tions from  the  same  colonies  and  the  neigh- 
bourfng  States  had  been.  The  petitioners 
stated  that  the  present  state  of  the  elective 
franchise  in  the  colony  was  not  of  a  cha- 
racter suited  to  the  just  representation  of 
the  people  of  the  colony;  and  it  prayed 
that  a  measure  might  bo  introduced  for 
effecting  a  revision  of  such  franchise  with 
a  view  to  its  extension.  lie  was  not  about 
to  recommend  any  unreflecting  adoption  of 
the  prayer  of  that  petition,  as  he  thought 
the  whole  measure  should  be  duly  consid- 
ered before  any  measure  so  important  as 
the  constitution  of  a  colony  was  proposed. 
But  the  petition  was  signed  by  the  mayor 
and  members  of  the  corporate  body  of  the 
town  of  Sydney,  and  by  magistrates  and 
other  settlers.  It  was  signed  also  by  a  gen- 
tleman who  miicht  bo  known  to  a  number 
of  their  Lordships,  and  whose  position  and 
exertions  in  the  Legislative  Council  in 
Sydney,  and  whoso  reputation  in  this 
country,  entitled  him  to  the  utmost  respect 
— he  meant  Mr.  Lowe,  the  author  of  some 
of  the  ablest  reports  he  had  met  with,  and 
which  eminently  desencd  the  attention  of 


their  Lordships  and  of  the  British  public. 
Such  was  the  object  of  the  petition;  bat  in 
presenting  it  he  would  take  an  opportunity 
of  putting  a  question  to  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department, 
which  ho  believed  to  be  one  of  no  ordinary 
importance.  The  question,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  related  to  a  Bill  now  pending 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  the 
object  of  which  was  practically  to  create 
an  entirely  new  constitution  in  the  Austra- 
lian colonies.  Early  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion he  had  asked  his  noble  Friend  not 
only  whether,  when  that  Bill  was  brought 
up  to  their  Lordships'  House,  it  would  be 
accompanied  by  sufficient  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  it,  but  also  whether  it  could  be 
shown  that  a  due  opportunity  had  been 
afforded  for  its  consideration  in  the  colo- 
nies. In  colonial  legislation,  and  more 
especially  in  constitutional  legislation  for 
the  colonies,  it  behoved  their  Lordahips  to 
act  with  caution,  to  avoid  the  contingenoy, 
which  in  colonial  affairs  had  more  than 
once  happened,  of  being  obliged  to  suspend 
Acts  of  Parliament  after  they  had  been 
transmitted  and  had  been  introduced  into 
the  colonies.  For  example,  what  had  hap- 
pened with  respect  to  a  Bill  for  estab- 
lishing what  were  called  municipal  and 
district  councils  in  New  South  Wales — 
a  measure  passed  without  sufficient  dis- 
cussion or  inquiry  ?  Why,  when  it  got 
out  to  the  colony,  it  was  found  so  en- 
tirely unsuited  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
time  or  place,  that  the  Legislative  Conneil 
were  obliged  to  apply  to  the  Governor,  Sir 
George  Gipps,  to  sanction  them  in  sus- 
pending the  Imperial  Act,  and  in  proceed- 
ing as  if  no  such  Act  had  been  passed. 
No  governor  could  have  been  more  cau- 
tious than  Sir  George  Gipps;  but  he  was, 
nevertheless,  compelled,  from  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case,  to  give  the  Legislative 
Council  the  power  to  suspend  the  action  of 
the  Act  of  the  Imperial  Legislature.  That 
colony  was  allowed  to  remain  in  a  state  of 
confusion  for  another  year,  without  any 
eviilencc  that  adequate  orders  or  instruc- 
tions had  been  received  from  the  Colonial 
Office.  A  second  year  came  round,  when, 
the  same  state  of  things  existing.  Sir 
George  Gipps  said,  that  although  there 
miglit  exist  a  necessity  for  a  second  sos- 
peusion  of  the  Imperial  Statute,  he  could 
not,  as  the  Queen's  representative,  again 
share  in  the  responsibility  of  repeating 
his  previous  act.  The  act  was,  however, 
done  by  the  Legislative  Council.  So  that 
in  this  case,  by  our  ill-ccmsidered  and  in- 
advertent legislation,  the  L^giaklife  Couii* 
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cil  had  twice  been  allowed  publicly  and 
avowedly  to  set  aside  the  authority  of  the 
State.  Now,  if  anything  was  likely  to 
prejudice  the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Le- 
gislature, it  was  such  a  precedent  as  this. 
The  papers  which  he  held  in  his  hand 
showed  that  it  had  been  by  mere  accident 
that  Australia  had  been  saved  from  having 
this  constitution  imposed  on  them  last  year 
by  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
alone.  A  draft  constitution  had  been  pre- 
pared for  the  colony;  but  when  it  got  out, 
its  only  effect  was  to  throw  the  colony  into 
confusion.  Terms  of  condemnation  had 
been  applied  to  it  so  harsh  and  contemptu- 
ous that  he  was  unwilling  to  repeat  them. 
It  was  sufHcient  for  his  purpose  to  say 
that  it  was  stigmatised  as  impolitic,  and 
as  certain  to  create  great  opposition  and 
discontent  in  the  colony.  The  measure 
had  beon  withdrawn  after  great  discussion; 
but  in  the  papers  which  he  held  in  his 
hand  there  were  terms  applied  to  the  Co- 
lonial Office  and  to  the  Home  Administra- 
tion which  he  should  be  again  still  more 
unwilling  to  repeat,  as  conveying  a  cen- 
sure which  might  be  considered  too  severe 
and  too  vituperative.  He  would  earnestly 
advise,  therefore,  the  greatest  caution  for 
the  future  in  framing  measures  for  the 
colonies.  Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  would 
say  that  such  caution  had  been  exhibited 
in  the  present  case,  and  that  the  Bill  would 
not  meet  with  any  colonial  opposition.  He 
hoped  it  might  be  so,  as  such  a  fact  would 
go  far  to  diminish  his  alarm  and  opposi- 
tion. But  he  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  principle  adopted 
in  proceeding  with  this  Bill.  The  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  after 
introducing  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
a  new  constitution  to  the  colonies,  referred 
that  Bill  for  the  advice  and  opinion  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  Plantations.  Now, 
he  objected  to  that  course  on  constitutional 
grounds.  He  thought  it  open  to  the  most 
serious  objections.  He  objected  to  it  as 
tending  to  a  division  of  responsibility.  The 
constitution  recognised  the  noble  Earl  him- 
self as  the  head  of  the  department,  and  as 
a  responsible  Minister  bound  to  give  advice 
on  the  subject.  But  if  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
posed to  shift  that  responsibility,  or,  at  all 
events,  to  divide  that  responsibility  with 
others,  by  referring  questions  of  this  cha- 
racter to  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  (Lord 
Monteagle)  was  prepared  to  show,  on  the 
evidence  of  the  papers  before  their  Lord- 
ahips,  that  he  was  introducing  a  practice 
which  in  this  instance  he  could  not  but 
consider  to  be  most  inconyenient  and  un- 


constitutional, and  which  it  behoved  their 
Lordships  to  censure  on  the  first  oc- 
casion of  its  being  brought  under  their 
notice.  For  what  were  the  circumstances 
of  the  present  Bill  ?  The  Bill  contem- 
plated  a  no  less  important  principle  than 
that  of  committing  the  duty  of  general  co- 
lonial legislation  to  a  single  House  of  Par- 
liament. The  proposed  permanent  Legis- 
lature, like  the  present  one,  was  proposed 
to  consist  of  a  single  chamber.  This,  he 
contended,  was  a  great  principle,  and  an 
objectionable  one  to  adopt,  unless  an  abso- 
lute necessity  could  be  shown  for  it.  And 
yet  the  consideration  of  that  principle  had 
been  referred  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  Had 
it  been  referred  to  the  colony  itself,  he 
could  have  understood  the  course  taken; 
but  why  a  constitutional  principle  of  this 
magnitude  was  referred  from  the  proper 
constitutional  authority  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  could  not  understand.  To  take 
this  question  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Co«> 
lonial  Secretary,  who  ought  to  be  respon-  ^ 
sible  to  Parliament,  and  to  refer  it  to  an 
irresponsible  board,  was  a  course  open,  he 
thought,  to  the  most  serious  objections.  On 
looking  through  the  papers  which  he  held 
in  his  hand,  he  found  that,  however  en^ 
lightened  the  Gentlemen  composing  this 
Board  might  be,  they  had  made  a  great 
mistake  with  respect  to  the  feelings  of  the 
colonists  on  the  subject  of  a  double  cham- 
ber. By  the  papers  it  would  appear  that 
many  of  the  colonial  authorities  actually 
preferred  a  double  chamber  to  a  single  one. 
Two  of  the  petitions  which  he  held  in  his 
hand — one  from  Sydney  and  the  other 
from  Windsor  (one  of  the  most  important 
places  in  the  colony),  stated  that  the  peti- 
tioners desired  a  constitution  assimilated, 
as  nearly  as  could  be,  to  that  of  England; 
and  the  constitution  of  England  certainly 
offered  no  example  of  a  single  chamber. 
They  certainly  objected  that  the  second 
chamber  should  consist  altogether  of  mere 
dependents  and  nominees  of  the  Crown. 
They  objected  to  a  second  chamber  com- 
posed in  a  particular  manner ;  but  they 
were  favourable  to  the  principle  of  a  se- 
cond chamber.  This  was  a  question  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  Ho  trusted  that  in 
the  month  of  July  or  August  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  be  called  upon  to  legislate 
on  a  subject  of  such  importance;  and  he 
also  trusted  that  Parliament  would  not 
incur  the  same  risk  which  had  attended 
our  legislation  with  respect  to  New  Zealand 
— that  of  beipg  compelled  to  suspend  a 
constitution  after  it  had  actually  passed. 
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There  was  one  request,  however,  which 
the  colonists  made  which  he  trusted  would 
not  he  lost  sight  of,  namely,  that  Port 
Phillip  might  be  divided  4voick  the  Sydney 
portion  of  the  colony.  To  this  his  objec- 
tion did  not  apply,  as  on  this  all  colonial 
authorities  seemed  to  bo  agreed.  He  asked 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, who  had  been,  as  the  House  would 
hear  with  surprise,  returned  as  Member  for 
Melbourne,  in  Port  Phillip — he  asked  him, 
in  his  capacity  of  representative  of  that 
place,  what  his  views  were  on  this  ques- 
tion ?  The  circumstances  of  the  noble 
Earl's  election  were  these :  The  parties  on 
the  spot  were  so  dissatisfied  with  the  pre- 
sent system  of  representation,  that,  appa- 
rently  to  reduce  that  system  to  an  absur- 
dity, refusing  to  elect  five  of  the  represen- 
tatives, they  chose  the  noble  Earl  as  their 
sole  representative.  This  strange  election 
was  seriously  discussed  in  the  Legislative 
Council;  it  appeared  that  a  question  was 
submitted  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
to  advise  whether  the  return  was  a  valid 
one.  It  was  decided  affinnatively.  So 
the  noble  Earl  not  only  filled  his  office  at 
home,  but  was  called  to  legislative  func- 
tions in  the  Australian  Legislature,  for 
which  he  was  especially  unsuited,  for  the 
very  conelusive  reason  that  he  could  not  be 
present  in  the  place  for  which  he  had  been 
elected.  The  occupant  of  Downing-street 
could  not  also  act  as  Member  for  Mel- 
l>oume.  He  gave  this  fact  of  the  noble 
Earfs  election  for  Melbourne  as  a  proof  of 
the  state  of  colonial  affairs,  and  the  con- 
fusion into  which  our  legislation  threw 
them.  If  more  consideration  had  been 
shown  to  the  colonies,  this  country  would 
not  have  seen  two  successive  colonial  go- 
vernors obliged  to  sanction  a  violation  of 
the  imperial  law  in  the  case  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Courts  Act — this  country  would  not 
have  seen  the  susjwnsion  of  the  New  Zea- 
land constitution.  IIo  trusted  that  the 
noble  Earl,  if  he  intended  to  persevere  in 
proposing  this  l^ill  for  altering  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Australian  colonies,  would 
give  an  assurance  that  it  should  only  be 
submitted  to  Parliament,  and  would  not  be 
att4?mpted  to  be  carried  during  the  present 
Session.  It  might  advantageously  be  sent 
out  to  the  colony,  for  consideration  there. 
He  thought  that  such  a  course  would  be  a 
wise  one,  and  he  trusted  that  in  the  legis- 
lation of  the  next  year  there  would  be  no 
more  sacrifices  made  of  the  imperial  cha- 
racter by  careless  or  ill-considered  proceed- 
ings in  the  framing  of  laws  for  our  great 
lund  improving  colonial  possessions. 


Earl  GREY  said,  he  regretted  that  a 
discussion  upon  the  merits  and  details  of  a 
measure  not  then  before  their  Lordships, 
should  have  been  introduced  upon  the  pre- 
sentation of  a  petition.  The  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down,  no  doubt  believed 
that  he  had  good  reasons  for  the  observa- 
tions he  had  addressed  to  their  Lordships. 
Personall}',  he  (Earl  Grey)  had  no  other 
reason  for  regretting  that  those  observa- 
tions had  been  made,  than  that  they  would 
compel  him,  instead  of  simply  answering 
the  question  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  a  short  explanation  of 
the  grounds  of  the  determination  to  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government. had  come  with 
respect  to  this  measure.  But  before  he 
proceeded  to  do  that,  he  must  refer  to  one 
point  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  ad- 
verted, and  with  respect  to  which  he  must 
confess  he  had  heard  his  remarks  with  a 
j^reat  deal  of  surprise.  The  noble  Lord 
had  found  great  fault  with  the  reference 
which  had  been  made  of  this  question  to 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  noble  Lord  had 
described  that  course  as  unconstitutional, 
although  he  understood  him  to  admit  it 
was  not  unprecedented.  With  respect  to 
its  being  an  unconstitutional  course,  he 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that  from 
the  earliest  time  it  had  been  the  practice 
of  this  country  that  questions  relating  to 
colonial  government  should  be  inquired 
into  by  the  Committees  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil; and,  more  than  that,  by  this  particular 
Committee  of  Privy  Council.  Thej  would 
Aid  that  from  the  first  time  wo  possessed 
colonies,  all  the  mote  important  decisions 
of  the  Crown  upon  colonial  questions  had 
been  always  adopted  on  the  report  of  this 
Committee.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
many  years  ago  it  was  found  that  to  con- 
duct the  colonial  correspondence  bj  means 
of  the  Board  was  inconvenient — that  the 
Board  was  too  cumbrous  an  instrument  for 
details  and  mass  of  such  correspondence; 
and  for  that  reason  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  was  especially  charged 
with  the  correspondence  of  the  colonies. 
But  although  this  change  had  taken  place, 
it  still  continued  an  inrariable  practice 
with  respect  to  important  questions  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  Plantations  to  advise 
the  Crown  in  the  form  of  a  report.  The 
greatest  question  of  policy  the  Crown  had 
to  decide  was,  whether  colonial  acts  should 
be  allowed  or  disallowed.  Those  questions 
were  invariably  decided  on  in  a  repot  of 
the  Committee  of  Coimcil  and  a  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  Plantations. 
The  Secretary  of  State  giTe  bis  < 
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as  a  member  of  the  Board,  in  the  form  of 
a  Minute;  but  ipany  other  departments 
were  concerned;  but  if  the  question  was 
purely  a  colonial  one,  the  Secretary  of 
State  gave  his  decision  as  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  Plantations.  Such 
still  remained  the  form  with  respect  to  the 
roost  important  questions;  and  the  Board 
had  been  called  upon  to  advise  on  various 
questions  of  colonial  policy  which,  con- 
sidering the  multiplicity  of  business  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  to  transact,  it 
might  be  difficult  for  him  to  decide  upon. 
When  Secretary  at  War,  he  remembered 
to  have  sat  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Monteagle)  as  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  A  question  with  respect  to  the 
currency  of  Jamaica  was  referred  to  that 
Committee,  on  which  Mr.  P.  Thomson 
took  an  active  part,  and  the  course  adopted 
was  at  the  suggestion  of  that  Committee. 
Considering  the  extent  of  public  business  in 
this  country,  he  thought  it  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  upon  certain  questions  of 
great  moment,  which  required  considera- 
tion and  examination,  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  have  the  advantage  of  assist- 
ance further  than  he  might  bo  able  to  ob- 
tain from  the  Cabinet.  At  the  same  time, 
he  need  not  tell  their  Lordships  that  all 
the  Members  of  the  Government  were  re- 
sponsible for  whatever  act  might  be  done 
in  any  one  department;  however,  it  might 
tend  greatly  to  facilitate  the  business  of 
Government,  if  on  matters  which  requir- 
ed the  examination  of  voluminous  papers 
and  mature  consideration,  the  Secretary 
of  State  obtained  any  great  assistance 
from  the  Council  at  large.  This,  then, 
appeared  to  him  no  innovation,  but  a  mere 
return  to  an  old  practice,  and  that,  too, 
with  the  great  advantage,  if  the  Secretary 
of  State  obtained  any  great  assistance  on 
an  important  question  like  the  present. 
But  he  did  not  see  that  ultimately  there 
was  any  shifting  of  the  responsibility; 
Government,  as  Government,  was  still  re- 
sponsible for  adopting  or  not  the  advice 
which  might  be  tendered  by  that  Com- 
mittee of  Council.  In  fact,  every  member 
of  that  Committee,  with  one  or  two  excep- 
tions, was  a  member  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment; and  he  need  not  point  out  to 
them  that  any  report  presented  by  that 
Committee  would  not  be  acted  upon  unless 
previously  receiving  the  concurrence  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  On  different  occa- 
sions there  was  a  somewhat  more  formal 
proceeding  adopted  by  the  Committee; 
they  might  call  in  witnesses,  as  they  did 
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in  the  case  of  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade,  when  they  called  and  examined  wit- 
nesses  at  considerable   length    as  to  the 
probable  effects  and  consequences  of  the 
proposed  measure,  before  the  decision  of 
the   Government   was  'finally   taken   and 
adopted.     In  that  way  it  was  that  difficult 
questions  were  dealt  with.     Having  thus 
far    adverted   to   the   merely   preliminary 
points  introduced  by  his  noble  Friend,  he 
came  now  to  the  question  which  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  putting.     His  noble  Friend 
had  stated  that  it  was  of  importance  that 
no  Act  should  ever  pass  through  Parliament 
affecting  the  constitution  of  any  of  the  colo- 
nies without  great  dehbcration,  and  it  was 
important  to  ascertain  whether  the  colonies 
concurred  or  not  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
He  referred  to  a  single  instance;  but  he 
(Earl    Grey)  would    not  now  go  into  the 
case  of  New  Zealand,  as  it  was  not  before 
their  Lordships  ;    and  as  for  the  case  of 
New  South  Wales,  he  would  leave  that  to 
his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stanley); 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could  not  con- 
cur in  the.  opinion  enounced  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  cross  benches   (Lord   Mont- 
eagle)   as     to     that     arrangement.       He 
thought,  upon  the  whole,  without  entering 
minutely  into  details,  and  considering  the 
circumstances    when    it    was    ialroduced, 
that  the  constitution  of  New  South  Wales, 
conferred  about  the   year  1842  or  1843, 
hdd  worked  well.     He  entirely  concurred 
in    the    opinion   expressed    by  the    noble 
Lord,  that  in  matters  of  this  kind  it  was 
of  importance  to  have  the  opinions  of  the 
colonists  before  introducing  the  Bill;  but 
he  would  find,  upon  looking  to  the  papers 
laid  upon  the  table,  that  it  was  never  in- 
tended to  bring  in  the  Bill  until  an    an- 
swer were  received  to  the  despatch  which 
was  sent  out  calling  for  the  opinions    of 
the  colonists.     The  noble  Lord,  however, 
said  it  was  by  accident  only,  that  the  Bill 
before  Parliament  had  not  been  something 
quite  opposed  to  the  wishes  and  opinions 
entertained  in  the  colonies.       It  was  no 
accident.      He  transmitted  a  despatch  to 
Sir  Charles  Fitzroy,  with  orders  to  obtain 
the   opinions   existing   in  the  colonies  on 
the  measure  then    in    contemplation,  the 
heads  of  which  were  transmitted    in    the 
despatch.      He  did  obtain  those  opinions 
— they  were  adverse  to  the  measure  that 
was  in  contemplation,  and  it  was  not  per- 
severed in.     With  regard  to  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  other  House  of   Parliament,  his 
noble  Friend  said  they  ought  not  to  adopt 
it  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session,  au4 
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especially  without  knowing  what  was  the 
opinion  of  the  colonists;  hut  if  the  nohle 
Lord  would  carefully  consider  the  papers 
on  the  tahle  in  connexion  with  the  Bill 
itself,  he  would  perceive  that  the  Bill  pro- 
ceeded upon  this  principle.  In  the  Bill 
ihey  proposed  to  leave  the  constitution  of 
New  South  Wales  as  much  as  possible  as 
they  found  it,  giving  the  Legislature  there 
—80  constituted  —  the  power  of  altering 
the  constitution  of  the  colony  and  of 
adapting  it  to  their  own  wants,  with  this 
eendition,  that  any  such  Bill  altering  the 
oonstitution  must  first  he  confirmed  hy 
Her  Majesty,  after  having  heen  laid  for 
•ome  time  before  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  principle  was  this.  That 
haying  already  introduced  a  constitution 
into  the  colonies,  any  further  alterations 
ID  the  constitution  should  be  made  by  the 
Colonial  Legislature,  it  being  the  belief  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  no  other 
interference  could  so  effectually  adapt  the 
necessary  alterations  to  the  wants  of  the 
oolony.     There  was  merely  this  restrictive 

! proviso,  that  any  such  Bill  must  first  be 
aid  before  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  a 
•ufficient  time  to  give  them  opportunity  to 
advise  Her  Majesty,  if  necessary,  before 
giving  Her  Royal  Assent.  That  principle 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  great  and  pro- 
per principle  on  which  to  proceed ;  and, 
adopting  that  principle  as  the  ground  of 
the  measure,  there  was  not  that  objection 
which  there  would  be,  to  proceeding  with 
an  Act  of  a  different  kind,  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session.  His  noble  Friend 
•aid,  the  Committee  of  Council,  in  their 
report,  had  made  a  mistake  as  to  a  mat- 
ter of  fact.  He  said,  they  stated  that  the 
colonies  objected  to  two  chambers,  when 
that  was  not  the  case.  If  the  noble  Lord 
would  carefully  road  the  report,  which  he 
had  referred  to,  he  would  perceive  that, 
so  far  from  that  being  the  ground  of  ob- 
jection taken  by  the  colonists,  they  ob- 
jected only  to  any  alteration  being  made 
by  other  than  the  colonial  logii^lature. 
In  fact,  throughout  all  their  discussion,  al- 
though the  great  preponderance  of  opinion 
was  in  favour  of  two  chambers,  they  yet 
all  concurred  in  this,  throughout  the  de- 
bate, that  no  alteration  in  their  constitu- 
tion ought  to  be  made  except  by  their  own 
legislature.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
refer  to  the  despatches  of  Sir  William 
Denison,  he  would  find  him  expres^ng,  in 
the  strongest  manner,  opinions  favourable 
to  two  chambers  instead  of  one,  but  de- 
precating  that  alteration  being  made  by 


the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  stating  that, 
if  made  by  them,  such  an  act  would  be 
viewed  with  the  deepest  jealousy  by  the 
colonists.  He  (Earl  Grey)  had  looked 
through  the  papers,  and  had  gone  through 
the  debates;  and  he  found  the  opinion  of 
the  colonists  to  be,  that  it  might  be  ad- 
visable to  change  the  constitution,  and 
also  for  those  elected  by  the  Crown  to  lit 
in  a  separate  chamber,  but  that  that 
change  ought  not  to  take  place,  except  by 
the  concurrence  of  their  own  legislature. 
Such,  then,  was  the  Bill  that  had  been 
laid  upon  the  table  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  It  merely  continued  the  ex- 
isting legislature,  giving  them  power  to 
make  the  changes  necessary  for  sepa- 
rating Port  Phillip  from  the  colony;  it  ren- 
dered applicable  to  the  other  Australian 
colonies  the  clauses  of  the  already  existing 
Act  of  Parliament  to  create  in  those  c(^o- 
nies,  if  they  desired  it,  a  similar  legisla- 
ture to  that  existing  in  the  colony  of  New 
South  Wales;  it  gave  to  the  legislatures 
thus  created  that  power,  which  he  had  al- 
ready mentioned,  of  changing  their  own 
constitution;  and  it  also  gave  the  colonies 
having  adopted  such  constitutions  autho- 
rity, if  they  desired  it,  to  create  a  central 
power,  composed  of  deputies  from  all  the 
different  legislatures,  to  control  and  regu- 
late the  interests  common  to  all  the  colo- 
nies. He  said  he  should  be  reluctant  to 
have  this  Bill  postponed  for  another  year. 
He  was  desirous  that  it  should  be  passed 
this  year.  But  he  said  he  must  add,  that 
it  was  proposed  to  make  a  material  altera- 
tion in  the  Bill  which  was  now  before  the 
other  House  of  Parliament. 

Lord  STANLEY  remarked  that  that 
was  No.  2  Bill. 

Earl  GREY  said,  it  was  so  called  as  a 
matter  of  form;  but  the  Bill  was  really  a 
mere  rcintroduction  of  the  former.  The 
alteration  which  he  referred  to,  was  the 
omission  of  certain  clauses  which  would 
have  occasioned  much  obstruction  to  its 
course  in  the  House  of  Commons;  the 
clauses,  namely,  that  created  a  common 
tariff  among  the  colonies.  He  still  thought 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  common  tariff,  and 
that  it  would  much  facilitate  trade  among 
the  colonies;  but  he  found  that  it  conld  not 
be  created  here  without  creating  also  the 
detailed  machinery  necessary  to  carry  it 
out ;  and  as  details  could  with  greater  ad- 
vantage be  left  to  the  colonists  themselrea, 
and  as  it  was  never  intended  that  that  por- 
tion of  the  Act  should  come  into  operation 
till  one  year  af^er,  there  waa  ample 
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for  the  colonies  to  agree  on  that  suhject, 
and  to  introduce  a  measure,  if  they  thought 
proper,  giving  it  effect.  Having  left  that 
portion  out,  it  was  intended,  with  that  al- 
teration, to  pass  the  Bill  this  year,  and  for 
the  reason  that  it  was  of  great  importance 
to  the  colonies  that  it  should  pass.  He 
had  shown  their  Lordships  that  the  Bill 
was  what  they  asked  for,  that  it  authorised 
the  division  of  Port  Phillip  from  New  South 
Wales,  and  that  it  empowered  the  colonial 
legislature  to  revive  the  constitution  of  the 
colonies.  The  importance  of  it  to  Port 
Phillip  was  pointed  out  by  his  noble  Friend 
when  he  reminded  their  Lordships  that  an 
Act  requiring  the  colonists  to  choose  mem- 
bers of  the  legislature  600  miles  off  from 
the  seat  of  the  government,  was  nothing 
but  a  mockery.  And,  indeed,  to  show  that 
the  colonists  so  viewed  it,  they  had  elected 
himself  (Earl  Grey)  as  one  of  their  mem- 
bers; but  he  was  happy  to  say  he  had  lost 
his  seat. 

The  DtJKE  of  RICHMOND  :  Will  you 
stand  again  ? 

Earl  GREY  said,  as  he  had  taken  his 
seat  in  their  Lordships'  House,  he  certainly 
should  not.  The  colonists  desired  to  have 
a  local  government  of  their  own.  If  they 
postponed  the  Bill  for  this  Session,  he 
Knew,  from  the  way  in  which  Bills  were 
dealt  with  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  their  Lordships  would  have  no 
better  opportunity  of  discussing  it  next 
year.  The  Bill,  he  was  assured,  was  ready 
to  have  been  introduced  as  early  as  the  1st 
of  May;  but  there  being  no  opportunity  of 
introducing  it  with  the  probability  of  its 
making  progress,  he  had  delayed  till  such 
an  opportunity  occurred.  Moreover,  there 
Was  little  likelihood  of  things  being  much 
better,  until  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, yielding  so  much  in  the  privileges 
which  they  especially  claimed,  allowed  cer- 
tain Bills  to  be  originated  in  their  Lord- 
ships* House.  The  objection,  however,  to 
this  particular  measure  was  insuperable, 
notwithstanding  that  this  was  just  such  a 
measure  as  might  most  beneficially  be  ori- 
ginated and  debated  in  that  House.  But 
their  objection  to  it  was  this,  that  as  the 
Bill  was  to  create  a  legislative  body,  it 
was  to  create  a  taxing  power,  and  they 
would  not  submit  to  have  their  privileges 
invaded.  If  it  was  deferred  till  next  year, 
he  could  not  see  that  its  progress  in  their 
Lordships*  House,  amid  the  great  pressure 
of  domestic  legislation,  would  be  much 
earlier.  He  believed  the  true  principle  on 
which  they  ought  to  proceed,  and  on  which 


the  Bill  proceeded,  was  to  leave  to  the  co- 
lonies themselves  every  matter  which  could 
fairly  be  left  to  them.  Such  was  the  course 
\hey  proposed  to  take;  and  he  found,  from 
interviews  which  he  had  had  with  parties 
connected  with  the  colonies,  that  it  would 
be  a  source  of  great  disappointment  to 
them  if  the  Bill  did  not  pass  this  year. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  a  Bill  of  that  importance  should 
have  been  introduced  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session;  but  he  confessed  he  did  not 
expect  that  it  would  reach  their  Lordships' 
House  during  the  present  Session.  Not- 
withstanding this,  he  could  not  but  remark 
the  position  assumed  by  the  noble  Earl, 
who  thought  that  he  had  received  from  the 
colonies  sufficient  expression  of  this  opin- 
ion to  enable  him  to  bring  in  this  Bill. 
As  to  that,  he  must  say  he  thought  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  received  a 
strong  negative  against  parts  of  the  for- 
mer Bill ;  but  he  was  not  aware  that  thej 
possessed  any  amount  of  opinions  affirma^ 
tive  of  the  present  Bill.  He  believed  that 
part  of  the  scheme  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
must  necessarily  pass  this  year  which  au- 
thorised the  separation  of  Port  Phillip  from 
New  South  Wales,  and  also  such  permis<* 
sive  parts  of  the  Bill  as  regarded  the  cre- 
ation of  legislatures  in  the  different  colo" 
nics.  As  he  did  not  think  those  parts  of 
the  Bill  with  respect  to  New  South  Wales, 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  and  West  Australia 
were  so  urgent,  he  was  inclined  to  post- 
pone them ;  but  if  the  noble  Earl  still 
pressed  them  to  take  the  whole  Bill,  he 
did  not  believe  they  were  prepared  to  pass 
it  this  Session.  The  noble  Earl  had  told 
them  that  the  Bill  for  the  Australian  co- 
lonies proposed  to  create  a  central  power  ; 
but  he  found  that  that  was  a  consequence 
not  dependent  on  the  consent  of  all  the 
colonies,  but  only  of  two.  There  was  an- 
other point,  on  which  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  enter  now  further  than  point  it 
out  to  the  noble  Earl  as  one  in  which  he 
did  not  find  any  provision  in  the  Bill.  He 
referred  to  the  amount  of  money  to  be  al-^ 
located  by  the  colonies  for  the  support  of 
religion  amongst  themselves.  For  these 
reasons,  and  others  that  he  might  name, 
he  concurred  in  the  opinion  expressed  by 
his  noble  Friend  on  the  cross  benches 
(Lord  Monteagle)  with  regard  to  the  Bill. 
He  said,  whatever  merits  there  might  be 
in  the  scheme  now  proposed  to  their  notice 
— and  he  was  not  prepared  to  deny  that 
it  had  merits — he  must  yet  say  it  fell  8hoi*t 
of  the  one  essential  merit  that  ought  to  b« 
2  02 
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chief  ill  any  scheme — the  merit  of  giving 
to  the  colonics  statutory  security  for  the 
oheervance  of  that  one  principle  that  all 
t]^eir  own  affairs  would  he  lefc  to  the  colo- 
nies untouched  hy  the  Parliament  at  home. 
He  admitted  that  no  one  had  oftener  an- 
nounced that  principle  as  his  own  than  the 
nohle  Earl  (Earl  Grey),  and  there  might 
he  reasons  which  prevented  him  from  giv- 
ing effect  to  that  principle  in  the  fullest 
manner ;  hut  still,  allowing  him  all  sin- 
cerity in  holding  such  a  principle,  he  was 
yet  but  a  Secretary  of  State,  who  might 
be,  ere  long,  replaced  by  another  who 
utterly  repudiated  the  principle.  It  was 
necessary,  therefore,  that  the  colonies 
should  have  some  security  that  this  prin- 
ciple would  he  acted  upon.  He  admitted 
that  in  case  such  a  principle  were  fully  de- 
veloped in  the  constitution  of  the  colonies, 
there  was  a  possibility  of  a  collision  be- 
tween them  and  the  Crown  on  matters  of 
disputed  jurisdiction  ;  and  some  judicial 
authority  might  be  necessary  in  that  case 
to  he  constitutional.  But  still  the  Parlia- 
ment would  remain  possessed  of  its  judi- 
cial powers,  and  to  it  might  be  referred 
such  cases  of  difficulty.  He  felt  that  this 
was  the  grand  principle  which  ought  to  he 
carried  out  in  their  legislation  for  the  co- 
lonies, and  without  which  every  scheme 
must  fail. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  his  nohle  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  adverted  to 
one  point  of  consideriible  importance — to 
the  inconveniences,  namely,  and  the  dis- 
advantages occasioned  to  the  colonies  by 
the  extensive  control  exercised  over  them 
by  the  Colonial  Secretary,  and  also  the  in- 
conveniences effected  by  succeeding  Se- 
cretaries taking  different  views  on  the 
same  question.  And  no  doubt  that  cir- 
cumstance subjected  them  to  great  incon- 
veniences; but  so  far  from  these  inconve- 
niences, occasioned  hy  the  colonial  autho- 
rities and  the  Secretary  of  State,  being 
now  in  debate,  it  was  a  question  whether 
they  would  not  aggravate  these  inconve- 
niences, and  whether,  in  all  their  legisla- 
tion, Parliament  did  not  exercise  an  ad- 
ministrative control  over  the  affairs  of  the 
colonies.  Yet  the  Bill  affecting  this  ques- 
tion had  been  brought  forward  for  their 
consideration  for  the  first  time  in  the 
month  of  July.  This  Session  was  not 
likely  to  be  of  so  long  duration  as  some 
that  they  had  seen,  and  it  was  desirable 
that  they  should  not  protract  it  unnecessa- 
rily. He  believed  that  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships would  leave  London,  so  as  not  to  be 


present  at  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  about 
the  end  of  the  present  month,  when  it 
came  up  to  be  discussed  in  an  exceedingly 
thin  House,  a  Bill  involving  principles  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  details  of  the 
gravest  and  most  complex  character.  But 
it  was  not  so  much  the  importance  of  the 
principles  as  the  complexity  of  the  details 
necessary  in  regard  to  one  point  —  he 
meant  the  introduction,  for  the  first  time, 
of  a  federative  government  by  the  union  of 
all  the  governments  of  the  colonies,  to  take 
into  consideration  their  common  interests. 
The  adoption  of  any  such  principle  at  all 
was  one  that  required  serious  considera- 
tion. Let  him  say  that  the  House  sank 
unduly  in  the  estimation  of  the  country 
and  the  colonies,  when  from  year  to  year 
they  rather  passed  than  discussed  mea- 
sures, or  at  least  passed  them  with  little 
discussion,  because  measures,  although  pre> 
pared,  were  not  introduced  till  a  period  of 
the  year  when  consideration  of  their  pro- 
visions and  discussion  was  impossible.  Let 
him  point  out  to  their  Lordships  that  by 
the  Bill  this  was  a  union  sanctioned  not 
by  all  the  colonies,  hut  such  that,  if  it 
were  agreed  to  by  only  two  of  them,  it 
was  binding  on  the  rest,  thereby  intro- 
ducing a  novelty  in  legislation.  He  was 
told  that  if  any  two  of  them  agreed — if 
New  South  Wales,  suppose,  being  wealthy 
and  populous,  was  desirous  of  absorbing 
the  other  governments,  that  colony  had 
only  to  persuade  Van  Dicmcn's  Land  into 
agreement  with  them;  and  the  two  thus 
uniting  had  the  power  to  compel  the  ac- 
cession of  the  other  three.  But  what  were 
the  details  which  were  necessary  not  only 
for  the  well-working  of  the  local  legislature, 
but  of  this  new  federative  power,  created, 
if  desired,  by  the  Bill  ?  The  noble  Earl 
opposite,  in  a  despatch  which  be  wrote 
about  a  year  and  a  half  since,  detailed 
many  of  those  particulai-s  at  full  length 
which  necessarily  entered  into  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill;  and  he  did  not 
mean  to  detract  from  the  ability  of  the 
noble  Earl,  but  he  must  say,  that  if  Par- 
liament abandoned  their  privilege  of  deli- 
berating on  the  measures  which  required 
their  sanction,  and  blindly  submitted  to 
the  dictation  of  the  nohle  Earl,  or  of  any 
other  Secretory  of  State,  thej  debarred 
themselves  from  giving  them  that  atten- 
tion and  that  consideration  which  such 
measures  required.  The  Bill  which  would 
be  before  them  was  one  especially  inTolviDg 
details  of  the  greatest  complexity,  and  hb 
felt  it  the  more  necessary » therefore,  that 
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time  should  be  given  for  its  consideration. 
He  knew  it  was  difficult  to  gain  the  con- 
currence of  Parliament  on  colonial  mea- 
sures at  an  early  period  of  the  Session; 
and  for  his  part  he  had  no  wish  to  throw 
up  impediments  in  the  way  of  the  noble 
Earl;  but  he  must  say,  that  unless  the 
noble  Earl  consented  to  withdraw  certain 
portions  of  the  Bill,  he  must  calculate  on 
failing  to  carry  it  this  Session,  both  on  ac- 
count of  the  opposition  it  would  meet  with 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  and  in 
that.  He  would  advise  the  noble  Earl  to 
confine  the  Bill  to  the  separation  of  Port 
Phillip  from  New  South  Wales,  and  to  per- 
mitting the  institution  of  legislatures  in 
the  other  colonies  where  they  did  not  now 
exist.  He  would  not  enter  now  upon  the 
question  of  a  double  or  a  single  legislative 
body.  If  the  colony  was  sufficiently  large 
and  wealthy,  he  believed  it  was  desirable 
that  there  should  be  a  second  chamber  as 
a  check  upon  their  legislation.  But  in  the 
transition  state  from  obedience  to  Orders 
in  Council  to  a  legislative  constitution,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  an  unreasonable  or 
even  an  injurious  practice  to  take  the 
course  which  was  the  foundation  of  our 
own  institutions,  both  bodies  meeting  in 
the  same  legislative  chamber,  and  to  leave 
the  division  of  the  one  legislature  into  two 
bodies  to  be  made  at  a  future  period.  He 
said  this  because  the  examples  which  they 
had,  in  some  instances,  where  no  more 
than  twenty-two  gentlemen  formed  the 
whole  colonial  legislature,  and  where  they 
were  divided,  fifteen  in  one  House,  and 
seven  in  another,  had  only  served  to  cast 
an  air  of  ridicule  over  their  own  institu- 
tions at  home,  without  conferring  much 
benefit,  if  any,  upon  the  colony.  For  the 
consequence  had  usually  been  a  collision 
between  the  two  bodies,  thus  divided,  as 
to  questions  of  privilege,  which  would  not 
have  occurred  in  a  state  of  society  more 
advanced  in  political  education.  He 
thought  that  at  present  a  single  chamber 
might  be  advantageously  introduced;  but 
when  society  extended,  it  might  be  desir- 
able to  have  a  double  chamber.  He  was 
of  opinion,  with  respect  to  the  colony  of 
South  Australia,  whether  one  or  two  cham- 
bers were  to  be  given,  that  it  was  not  ad- 
visable to  complex  the  question  by  intro- 
ducing such  extensive  and  difficult  ques- 
tions into  the  Bill.  He  thought  that  with- 
out doing  so  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Grey)  to  sepa- 
rate Port  Phillip  from  New  South  Wales; 
and  if  he  would  but  confine  his  measure  to 


that  object,  he  would  accomplish  that 
which  was  most  urgent,  without  encoun- 
tering any  factious  opposition  or  delay  ; 
but  if  he  did  not  so  confine  the  object 
of  the  Bill,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  would  not 
think  it  either  factious  or  vexatious,  that 
in  the  month  of  July,  when  the  Session 
was  near  its  close,  every  possible  opposi- 
tion should  be  given  to  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  consider  that 
point,  and  endeavour  to  avoid  the  com- 
plexity to  which  he  had  alluded.  He 
did  not  then  ask  for  an  answer  from  the 
noble  Earl  upon  the  point,  but  he  wished 
the  noble  Earl  to  take  the  matter  into  his 
consideration;  and  he  was  quite  sure  that 
when  he  (Earl  Grey)  had  made  up  his  mind, 
he  would  give  early  information  to  the 
House  as  to  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  pursue,  and  not  leave 
their  Lordships  in  doubt  to  the  last  mo- 
ment as  to  the  course  which  was  to  be 
adopted.  In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  as- 
sure the  noble  Earl  that  if  the  Bill  were 
fairly  considered,  and  its  objects  limited  as 
he  had  suggested,  there  would  be  little  dif- 
ference upon  it. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  would  certainly 
take  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  into 
his  consideration,  but  he  would  not  then 
express  any  opinion  upon  it.  He  saw  great 
difficulties,  however,  in  separating  the  mea- 
sure as  proposed.  There  were  one  or  two 
points  on  which  there  appeared  to  exist 
some  misapprehension;  and  he  wished  to 
correct  that  misapprehension  lest  it  might 
produce  erroneous  opinions  abroad.  He 
had  said  that  nothing  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill  which  had  not  already  been 
before  the  colonists.  The  noble  Lord  on 
the  cross  benches  (Lord  Monteagle)  had 
said  that,  with  respect  to  religious  matters, 
the  Bill  proposed  certain  alterations;  but 
he  could  assure  that  noble  Lord  that  the 
Bill  only  continued  and  re-enacted  the  pre- 
sent law,  giving,  however,  greater  powers 
of  alteration  to  the  local  legislature  than 
was  at  present  possessed  in  New  South 
Wales.  They  took  the  existing  mode  of 
appropriation,  only  extending  the  power  of 
alteration.  In  the  same  manner  with  re« 
spect  to  Van  Diemen's  Land,  they  took 
the  existing  system  of  appropriation,  and 
they  continued  to  the  colonists  the  same 
security  with  regard  to  religious  purposes 
and  giving  efix^ct  to  the  existing  law  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Crown.  The  great- 
est difficulty  and  inconvenience  had  been 
experienced  in  those  distant  colonies  from 
the  want  of  some  means  of  combining  their 
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general  intorcHtH;  and  the  IIouso  would 
perceive  from  tlic  sixth  resolution,  which 
was  contained  in  the  papers  which  had 
hoen  laid  u|)on  the  tahlc  of  the  House,  that 
that  inconvenience  had  heen  greatly  felt. 
It  liad  heen  said  that  there  was  no  statu- 
tory certainty  ffWon  as  to  the  course  to  ho 
pursued  hy  the  Homo  Government.  He 
was  decidedly  of  opinion — and  lie  was  sure 
that  his  nohlo  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stan- 
ley), who  had  held  the  same  situation 
which  he  now  filled,  would  coincide  with 
him  in  that  opinion — that  there  ought  not 
to  be  any  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Home  (Jovornment  in  the  local  affairs  of 
the  colony.  But  it  would  be  in  the  highest 
doffree  injurious  to  attempt  to  define  by 
Act  of  Parliamont  to  what  extent  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  should  bo  exercised ; 
and  it  had  been  the  invariable  practice  of 
the  Home  Government  to  disallow  all  laws 
which  were  made  by  the  colonists  which 
were  considered  injudicious.  The  Crown 
had  always  reserved  that  right;  and  ho 
thought  that  no  Act  of  l*arliament  should 
he  passed  which  should  limit  that  right. 
He  was  convinced  that  in  all  those  colonies 
in  which  questions  respecting  the  slave 
trade  had  not  arisen,  that  in  matters  of 
local  ooncem  it  had  not  been  the  practice 
to  disallow  any  of  the  acts  of  the  local  le- 
gislature: but  if  they  were  to  postpone  the 
measure  until  such  a  statutory  provision 
with  ro8pei»t  to  the  power  of  the  Home 
Govommont  was  introduced,  they  would 
postpone  the  measure  indefinitely.  He 
thought  their  Lonlships  would  find  that 
the  objiH^t  of  the  measun>,  as  it  stood,  was 
to  give  to  the  colonists  a  power  over  their 
own  atfairs. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

AVPIT  OF  RAILWAY  ACCOUNTS  BHX. 

Loud  MONTKAGLE  moveil  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Hill,  and  stated  that  the 
Inll  was  prvvisoly  the  one  which  had  been 
rtvonnuondod  by  the  Oommitioo  which  had 
si,^t  o:i  the  subjivt,  and  all  that  he  t:iought 
ii  -uvossAry  to  do  thoreforo  was  to  move 
tV.v^  SvV.^r.d  ivadiuiT. 

ThoTM;;  ot  l.ONSDALK  difored  on- 
tir<"\v  >*::*.■.  ;h-.»  noMe  Lord  as  to  the  prinoi- 
p\*  ^'t*  iV.i*  P:'.!.  and  obiix*ti\l  to  the  power 
whioh  ::  vW.tVrrtvl  upon  the  Government 
^•;*  v;;  r:Vr::ij:  wi:.:  ^»riv;\te  commercial  sj>e- 
I'l^.iv.ti  a:.  I  c*i:tTyr-i>e — for  a  r.iilway 
i\ ' r  :»,i '.  \  y^  ,\  >  t\  s  ::: ;: oh  a  r r i  v »; : o  t ra  J :  n  ^ 
iV  v,>v.^  ..^  .-,,Y  ^^Vor  v\vv:\i!iy — and  he 
M  XV  r-  .^  ro .".  s .'  V.  '«»  •  y  \.> .  v  c  r*.: :: :  -. : :  t  s*:  .^'U .  li  bo 
o/,>\*tv  :.*  '.:':cr:Vro  »:;h  <uob  con^pair.cs 


more  than  any  other.  They  might  juat 
as  well  interfere  with  the  affairs  of  gas  or 
steamboat  companies,  or  any  other  pri- 
vate company,  as  with  railway  companies. 
It  had  been  taken  for  granted  that  the 
shareholders  in  these  undertakings  were  in 
favour  of  the  measure;  but  their  Lordsliips 
had  no  proof  of  that  fact.  He  thought 
the  afiairs  of  the  railway  companies  should 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  proprietors,  and 
he  objected  to  giving  the  Government  un- 
limited power  to  send  as  many  account- 
ants, auditors,  and  other  officials  as  they 
pleased,  weekly  or  monthly,  to  examine 
the  affairs  of  railway  companies;  and  the 
shareholders  in  those  undertakings  had  not 
asked  for  such  interference.  From  the 
communications  he  had  received,  he  un- 
derstood that  the  railway  proprietors  were 
against  the  measure;  and  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  take  the  advice  which 
he  had  given  with  respect  to  the  Colonial 
Bill,  and  defer  the  measure  until  next  Ses- 
sion. All  the  railways  in  the  kingdom 
had  their  half-yearly  meetings  in  August; 
and  he  thought  the  Bill  shoald  be  post* 
ponod,  that  the  opinions  of  the  shareholdf" 
ers  might  be  taken  upon  it  at  that  period, 
for  at  present  they  were  legislating  in  the 
dark.  He  thought  they  were  wrong  in  in- 
terfering with  railway  companies  at  all,  for 
they  might  just  as  well  interfere  with  the 
East  India  Company  or  the  Bank  of  £ng* 
land;  and  he  protested  against  the  apeeies 
of  interference  proposed  bj  the  measure, 
and  he  would  therefore  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  it  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  their  Lordships  thai 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  unani- 
mously agreed  to  without  a  division  in  the 
course  of  the  last  Session.  It  had  been 
repeatedly  discussed  in  that  House,  and  he 
had  been  pressed  to  introduce  it.  He  pro- 
posoil  to  submit  the  Bill  to  a  Committee, 
that  the  parties  interested  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  it  in  an  intelligible 
shape,  so  that  they  might  understand  it. 
If  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  were 
carried,  the  House  would  be  negativing 
tho  proceedings  of  their  own  Committee, 
and  disappointing  the  expectations  of  the 
country.  If  any  alarm  was  felt  as  to  tiie 
operation  of  the  measure,  it  was  the  most 
unfounded  alarm  of  which  he  had  ever 
hoanl:  for  not  a  single  petition  kad  been 
prosontoxl  ajrainst  it.  although  manj  op- 
por;i!r.i:*.os  had  been  afforded  of  doing  so, 
a*-.d  I  hoy  bad  had  n-any  petitions  in  fisvov 
of  ::.    Under  these  c:7rnmstaneea  ha  trust* 
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ed  there  would  he  no  objection  to  the  Bill 
being  read  a  second  tiLne,  and  tho  noble 
Earl  could  raifio  hia  objocttons  in  Commit- 
tee. 

The  EAiit  of  YARBOROUGH  said, 
that  with  respect  to  there  being  no  peti- 
tion against  the  Bill,  that  was  accounted 
for  hj  the  faot  that  the  Bill  was  only  print- 
ed on  8atiu  day  histi  and  the  second  read* 
ing  was  movL-d  that  daj»  so  that  the  coun- 
try had  no  opportunity  of  expressing  any 
opinion  upon  it.  Whether  the  sharehold- 
ers agreed  to  it  or  not,  he  did  not  know, 
but  he  saw  that  an  auditor  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government,  who  was  tube 
paid  by  tho  company,  and  who  would  have 
tho  power  of  going  to  examine  the  oom* 
pany*»  aeeount,  whether  it  would  bo  con* 
venient  or  not ;  and  hi»  (the  Earl  of  Yar- 
borough  *s)  experience  told  him  that  a  great 
deal  of  difficulty  and  Jnconveuience  would 
he  the  eonsequenoe  of  such  a  proceeding. 
He  dill  not  mean  to  say  that  a  more  perfect 
system  of  auditing  railway  accounts  might 
not  bo  adopted;  but  he  was  by  no  means 
satisfied  that  the  system  proposed  by  tho 
Bill  was  the  most  perfect  system  that  could 
ho  devised,  and  he  therefore  thought,  with 
the  nohle  Earl  opposite,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  postponed  until  next  Session,  to  give 
the  shareholders  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  opinion  upon  it;  and  he  did  not 
see  why  the  operation  of  the  Bill  shotdd  be 
eonEncd  to  railway  companies  alone. 

On  i^uostion  that  tho  word  *'now** 
stand  part  of  the  Motion, 

House  divided: — Contents  10;  Non- 
Contents  5 :  Mojority  5. 

Resolved  in  the  a^rmaUme.  Bill  read 
3*»  and  committed. 

House  adjourned  till  To-raorrow* 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS. 
Monday,  July  2,  1841>. 

mifOfiti]  PoBuc  Buj.fv— t'  Title*  of  neli«1mi*  Con- 
0t0ttlamM  tS(Batimad}t  Turnpike  AtxtM  Canttniunce,  ha 
HlfHiniy  flalcti  Foot  ReUef  (CiUf*  and  BomughiK 

irotent  Fund  Society ;  Oaiiktuprey  (Irclanil). 
.1*  Ttimptkc  Rofldi  (IrclAm!)  j  MarrbifM  Iti  Foreiun  C«Hin- 

trlct  FMCiUEaUng ;  Scwert  Acts  Amendment  jNot  t), 
PiTiTiowB  PB«»ewT«D.  By  Mr,  Urywood,  (mm  Btimlry, 
tmd  oihei  Plaecf  in  Lantuhire,  for  Lfniversal  SuflVjige. — 
By  Mr.  Wllliuns,  finom  Cwro^^  Fliotthire,  re*p«ctinB  the 
WeUh  UmgUMge  in  Ui«  Eitabliilud  Church  (Wnles).— By 
Colonel  Mure»  trotn  Glaigow«  agalnct,  «nd  by  Mr,  Stuart 
WorUey,  from  fb^  < -."-  i^,^  of  the  Bajitlii  Uuion»  in 
fovmir  of.  arm  '  !.— H)r  Kr.  H.  BaUUe,  frtnn 

Kingntrm,  Jamai  iLion*  in  tlie  Conaltulioii  of 

Jai»* it'll.— By  Mr.  Gung^^t,  frtmi  Durham,  for  Repeal  of 
the  Duty  on  Attorneyik'  OrtiflcatM* — By  Mr.  Lawrmoe 
Hty worth,  from  Lutit  atid  Thornton,  roi peeling  the  Lan- 
Oiihire  County  Eapendltuicw  By  LarA  Brooke,  ffum 
Warwick «  and  by  tevetal  other  boo^  Metuber»i  from  a 


Number  of  PUce*,  for  AgrlcuUurt]  ft«}itf.fvEy  CtAtmtA 
Linduy,  for  on  Alteration  of  the  Law  r«»p«i!ting  tht  Coi^ 
ditionii  on  which  Grants  in  Aid  of  education  an  dii- 
|iemeil« — By  Mr.  C.  Anstey,  f^om  Samuel  Doubleday»  of 
Notlingham,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Nottingham  C^ii- 
imtic  Aiylum .  and  for  Mcwure*  for  the  better  Proteotlon 
of  Lunatics.— By  Mr.  Duncuft,  from  Oldfiam,  agalnit 
the  Minei  and  CoVIierict  BilU^By  Mr.  Seully,  from  Bally, 
theehan*  for  the  Protection  of  Women  BilL— By  Coloiial 
Rawdon.  from  Armagh,  for  Banlcary  Meaauret.^ — By  Sir 
J.  M'Toggartf  from  StranmcT.  againit  the  Public  Health 
(Scotland)  and  the  Police  of  Towni  (S(^otUnd|  Dilli.^By 
Mr.  Brotbertflit«  fhwa  Great  Orim*by.  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Htle  of  Beer  Act. — By  Mr*  Alderman  Sidney,  from 
StafTord,  for  the  .Sdentiflc  Societiei  Bill  <IRi&)*^By  Sir 
EL  Buatonj  f^om  Watti»ficld,  for  the  Supprtaaion  of  th* 
Slave  Tra<le.~By  Mr.  B.  Hildyard.  froni  Whitahavm* 
for  an  Alteratlou  of  Uic  Small  Debti  Act 


CHINA. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  wished  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary 
with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  China.  By 
tho  last  accounts  from  that  country,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  Emperor  !md  ordered  an 
official  communication  to  be  made  to  Her 
Majesty's  Plenipotentiary,  Mr  Bonham, 
to  the  effocl  that  he  did  not  intend  to  ob* 
BCTXO  tho  first  article  of  the  treaty  signed 
by  the  Imperial  Commissioner,  Keying, 
with  Sir  J.  Davlff,  by  which,  at  two  years 
from  the  6th  of  April,  1847,  Canton  waa 
t(j  be  open  to  British  Bubiecta,  No  ground 
was  atated  for  the  objection,  except  that  it 
was  t)ie  wish  of  the  people;  and  by  the 
same  account  it  also  appeared  that  the 
Chineso  authorities  had  aanctiuned  the 
violation  of  one  of  the  chief  articles  of 
tho  treaty  of  Nankin,  which  was  as  fol- 
io vvs  ; — that  the  Goveruraent  of  China, 
having  compelled  the  British  merchants  of 
China  to  deol  excln«ively  with  the  Hong 
merchants,  licensed  by  the  Chinese  Go* 
Yornment  for  that  purpose,  the  Emperor 
ogreed  to  aholish  that  practice  in  future  in 
all  parts  where  British  merchants  resided. 
It  appenred  that  the  guilds,  or  mercantile 
corporations  of  Canton,  had  lately  assumed 
the  right  of  issuing  a  proclamation  pro- 
hibiting dealing  with  foreigners,  and  that 
a  higlily  respectable  man,  named  Shing- 
Lee,  who  was  in  the  habit  of  dealing  with 
foreigners,  had  been  seized  by  the  Chinese 
authorities,  thrown  into  prison,  tortured, 
and  uUimately  put  to  death  ;  and  that 
several  other  persons  who  were  in  the 
habit  of  dealing  with  foreigners  were 
obliged  to  make  their  escape  in  order  to 
avoid  a  similar  fate.  Ho  wished,  there- 
fore, to  ask  tho  noblo  Lord  whether  it  was 
tho  intention  of  Her  Majesty'*  Govern- 
ment to  compel  the  due  performance  of 
the  stipulations  of  tho  treaties  entered  into 
with  the  Chineeo  Government,  or  whether 
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they  thought  it  more  advisahle  to  humour 
the  prejudices  of  the  Chinese  people  hj 
allowing  them  to  violate  the  rights  which 
the  people  of  this  country  had  acquired 
under  the  treaties  he  had  referred  to  ;  and 
also  whether  the  noble  Lord  had  any  ob- 
jections to  lay  on  the  table  of  the  House 
the  instructions  upon  which  Her  Majesty's 
Plenipotentiary  had  hitherto  acted  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTOX  said :  I  know 
that  this  subject  is  one  which  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  excites  considerable  anxiety 
amongst  those  persons  in  this  country  who 
are  connected  with  the  trade  to  China;  but 
1  am  inclined  to  think  that  that  anxiety 
does  not  rest  upon  any  solid  foundation. 
It  is  quite  true,  that  by  the  existing  treaty 
engagements  between  this  Government  and 
the  Chinese  Government,  British  subjects 
were  to  have  been  allowed  to  enter  the  city 
of  Canton  upon  the  6th  of  April;  and  it  is 
also  true  that  the  Chinese  Government 
have  demurred  to  giving  British  subjects 
the  enjoyment  of  that  privilege,  alleging, 
as  a  ground  for  so  doing,  that  there  is  such 
an  amount  of  irritation  and  jealousy  pre- 
vailing among  the  population  of  Canton  of 
the  lower  classes,  that  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  able,  by  the  means  at 
their  disposal,  to  prevent  outrage  and  in- 
sult being  offered  to  British  subjects,  which 
might  tend  to  disturb  the  friendly  relations 
existing  between  the  two  Governments. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not  yield- 
ed the  rights  which  the  treaty  conferred 
upon  British  subjects.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  claimed  and  declared  that 
they  continued  to  possess  the  right  on  the 
part  of  British  subjects  at  Canton  of  enter- 
ing Canton  from  the  6th  of  April.  But, 
nevertheless,  the  alternative  being  either 
to  enforce  that  right  immediately  by  force 
of  anus,  or  to  consent  to  a  temporary  sus- 
pension of  their  right,  we  have  thought  it 
more  wise  and  more  beneficial  to  the  inte- 
rests of  this  country  to  abstain  for  the  mo- 
ment from  using  compulsion  to  enforce  our 
rights,  believing  that  there  was  some 
ground  for  the  supposition  of  the  Chinese 
Government,  and  being  satisfied  that  there 
was  a  disposition  among  the  lower  classes 
of  the  city  of  Canton  to  insult  and  attack 
British  subjects.  And  even  if,  by  the  em- 
ployment of  force,  the  concession  we  sought 
was  granted,  we  were  of  opinion  that  alter 
it  was  obtained  the  privilege  was  not  one 
at  present  that  it  was  of  much  importance 
for  British  subjects  to  enjoy,  and  tliat  after 
it  was  obtained  it  might  lead,  by  it3  prac- 
tical enjoyment,  to  consequences  which  Her 


Majesty's  Government  and  this  House 
would  not  wish  to  take  place;  we,  there- 
fore, claiming  the  right,  claim  to  ourselves 
to  exercise  the  right  whenever  we  think  it 
can  be  done  without  inconvenience;  and  the 
Chinese  Government  do  not  dispute  the 
right,  hut  simply  ground  the  postponement 
upon  facts,  the  value  of  which  we  are  fully 
prepared  to  admit.  As  to  the  second 
question  of  the  hon.  Member,  it  is  connect- 
ed with  an  agitation  which,  partly  arising 
spontaneously,  and  partly  very  likely  cre- 
ated by  interested  parties  connected  with 
that  agitation,  and  which  arose  in  the 
question  pending,  whether  force  should  be 
employed  on  the  6th  of  April — there  is  a 
combination,  I  believe,  to  the  effect  which 
the  hon.  Member  mentions.  I  do  not  hear 
in  mind  all  the  circumstances;  but,  as  far 
as  I  am  informed,  these  were  the  acts  of 
individuals,  and  not  the  acts  of  the  Chi- 
nese Government.  But  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  exact 
from  the  Chinese  Government  a  full  and 
faithful  peformance  of  such  of  their  treaty 
engagements  as  it  may  be  useful  for  this 
country  to  enjoy,  and  among  them  is  the 
engagement  that  British  subjects  should 
not  be  restrained  by  corporations  in  their 
dealings  with  the  Chinese.  I  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  going  to  advert  to  ano- 
ther case,  where  a  sort  of  modified  Hong 
had  been  sanctioned  for  the  purchase  of 
Chinese  produce.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  made  representations  against 
this;  and  I  believe  that  their  representa- 
tions have  been  successful,  and  that  this 
modified  Hong  will  shortly  cease  to  be  in 
operation. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  wished  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  have  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  table  the  instructions 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  representative  in 
China  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  s^d,  he 
must  decline  to  do  that.  It  was  evident 
that,  at  present,  when  representations  were 
being  made  to  the  Chinese  Government,  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  make  those  in- 
structions public. 

Subject  dropped. 

STATE  AND  PROGRESS  OF  PUBUC 
BUSINESS. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  it  will  be 
convenient  that  1  should  make  now  a 
statement  of  the  progress  of  public  busi- 
ness, before  moving  the  orders  of  the  day. 
I  will  first  notice  the  Poor  Relief  (Irdand) 
Bill.    That  Bill  having  gone  through  Com- 
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mittee,  and  several  additional  clauses  hav- 
ing been  proposed  and  added  to  it,  I  pro- 
pose that  the  House  should  sit  at  twelve 
To-morrow  for  the  purpose  of  continuing 
and  concluding  the  progress  of  that  Bill 
through  Committee.  I  shall  propose,  when 
it  goes  through  Committee  and  is  reported, 
that  the  third  reading  should  be  taken  on 
Monday,  as  I  am  very  desirous  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  of  Lords  should  be 
speedily  called  to  this  Bill.  On  Friday 
next,  as  I  have  already  stated  in  a  former 
discussion,  we  propose  to  take  the  Scotch 
Marriages  and  the  Scotch  Registration 
Bills  before  any  other  business.  After  the 
consideration  of  these  Bills,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  propose  advances  of 
money  upon  railways  in  the  west  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  advances  necessary  for  the 
immediate  relief  of  the  distressed  unions 
in  the  south  and  west  of  Ireland.  On 
Monday  we  propose,  as  I  said,  to  take  the 
third  reading  of  the  Poor  Relief  Bill,  and 
on  Thursday  and  Friday  in  next  week  we 
propose  to  proceed  with  the  Ordnance  esti- 
mates and  the  remaining  estimates  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  I  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  that  it  was  possible  we  might  have 
to  postpone  the  opening  of  the  Irish  col- 
leges which  have  been  sanctioned  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  until  next  year.  But  I  have 
received  communications  from  various  quar- 
ters in  Ireland  which  induce  me  to  think 
that  it  would  be  a  very  great  disappoint- 
ment to  many  persons  who  are  anxious  to 
send  their  sons  to  these  colleges,  if  they 
were  not  opened  this  year  ;  and  it  will  be 
necessary  to  ask  for  a  sum  of  money  in 
Committee  of  Supply  for  the  outfit  and 
expenses  necessary  for  opening  these  col- 
leges. There  is  another  Bill  in  respect  to 
which  many  inquiries  have  been  made  as 
to  when  it  will  be  proceeded  with — I  mean 
the  Bill  introduced  for  the  better  govern- 
ment of  the  Australian  colonies.  We  pro- 
pose to  take  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill  on  Monday,  the  16th,  and  I  will  take 
this  opportunity  of  stating,  that  we  mean 
to  propose  some  very  important  changes  in 
the  Bill  with  regard  to  two  points  of  the 
greatest  importance.  One  of  these  alter- 
ations is  with  regard  to  the  tariff  which  it 
was  proposed  to  enact  in  this  Bill.  We 
propose  to  omit  that  tariff,  giving  to  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Australian  colo- 
nies the  power  of  makiug  a  general  tariff 
for  the  whole  of  those  colonies.  And  with  re- 
gard to  the  second  point,  the  price  of  lands, 
which  we  had  proposed  should  be  fixed 
finally  by  Parliament,  we  now  propose  that 


the  General  Assembly  shall  have  the  power 
of  altering  the  price  of  lands  when  it  shall 
think  necessary.  The  particulars  of  the 
Bill  will  be  stated  on  the  second  reading; 
and  I  trust  we  shall  obtain  the  general 
assent  of  the  House  to  that  Bill,  which  1 
regard  as  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
the  government  of  our  Australian  colo- 
nies, and  which  has  been  for  a  long 
time  desired  by  those  colonies.  With 
respect  to  some  other  Bills  of  less  im- 
portance, I  do  not  propose  to  give  any 
of  them  up  to-night,  or  to  discharge  the 
orders;  but  I  will  put  them  for  a  near  day, 
and  then  I  will  propose  to  discharge  the 
orders  of  the  day  on  those  Bills  which  it 
shall  appear  cannot  be  proceeded  with  this 
Session.  I  now  come  to  another  Bill  of 
much  importance,  the  Bill  relating  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission.  That  Bill  is 
founded  on  the  Bill  introduced  into  this 
House  I  think  three  centuries  ago.  Great 
objection  was  made  to  that  Bill  on  the  part 
of  the  late  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and 
the  bishops  composing  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  and  on  their  representations 
I  gave  up  that  Bill,  and  consented  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  which 
made  a  report  favourable  generally  to  the 
Bill,  and  I  have  every  reason  to  anticipate 
the  consent  and  approval  of  the  House  to 
that  Bill.  But  it  is  represented  to  me 
from  many  quarters,  that  while  the  Com- 
mission is  pending  with  regard  to  the 
leaseholds  of  the  Church,  and  while  there 
is  the  Commission  of  Inquiry  still  sitting 
which  was  recently  moved  for  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath,  it  would  not 
be  desirable  to  proceed  with  that  Bill.  I 
have  reason  also  to  expect  considerable 
opposition  to  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords 
in  the  shape  in  which  it  now  appears,  and 
I  have  therefore  come  to  the  conclusioa 
that  there  will  be  a  better  chance  of  pass- 
ing it  to  a  final  and  satisfactory  conclusioa 
by  postponing  the  Bill  to  another  Session. 
I  do  not,  therefore,  intend  to  go  on  with 
that  Bill.  Then  with  regard  to  another 
important  Bill,  the  Charitable  Trusts  Bill, 
we  propose  to  take  a  similar  course.  The 
illness  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  the  importance  of  the  subject, 
have  rendered  it  undesirable  that  we  should 
proceed  with  it  this  Session.  There  are, 
however,  one  or  two  subjects  of  very  great 
importance,  on  which  it  is  necessary  we 
should  bring  measures  before  the  House, 
and  explain  the  grounds  on  which  they 
stand,  and  what  part  of  them  it  is  desir- 
able should  be  passed  in  the  present  Ses* 
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fiioQ  of  Parliament.  The  most  important 
of  these  Bills  relates  to  the  question  of 
lights  and  pilotage  dues.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
is  anxious  that  there  should  he  a  morning 
sitting,  in  which  he  can  explain  to  the 
House  his  general  views  and  those  of  the 
Government  on  these  points,  without  pro- 
ceeding to  legislate  this  year  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law  respecting  the  mercantile 
marine.  My  right  hon.  Friend  proposes 
that  there  should  he  a  morning  sitting  at 
twelve  o'clock  on  Tuesday  the  10th  in- 
stant, to  enable  him  to  introduce  this  sub- 
ject to  the  House.  On  Monday  in  next 
week,  the  9th  instant,  I  propose  that  we 
should  take  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments to  the  Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland) 
Bill.  This  is  a  Bill  to  faciHtate  the  sale 
and  transfer  of  incumbered  estates  in  Ire- 
land. The  substance  of  this  Bill  has  been 
printed  with  the  Lords*  Amendments,  the 
greater  part  of  which  we  consider  improve- 
ments. But  there  is  one  amendment  of 
the  very  highest  importance,  which  it  is 
desirable  should  receive  the  deliberate  con- 
sideration of  this  House.  I  propose  that 
this  proposition  and  the  Lords*  Amend- 
ments should  be  taken  into  consideration 
on  Monday  next.  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  are  any  other  measures  on  which  it 
is  necessary  to  state  the  intentions  of  the 
Government.  There  are  Bills  of  less  con- 
sequence than  those  I  have  mentioned,  but 
which  will  depend  upon  the  disposition  of 
the  House  to  forward  them,  and  respecting 
which  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  make 
a  further  statement  at  this  period.  I  trust 
that  at  present  there  will  be  no  objection 
to  the  third  reading  of  such  Bills  as  are 
upon  the  Paper  for  that  stage. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  there  was  one 
Bill  omitted  from  the  catalogue  of  the 
noble  Lord,  with  respect  to  which  great 
anxiety  was  felt  among  his  constituents — 
namely,  the  Bankruptcy  Bill.  He  wished 
to  know  what  course  the  noble  Lord  in- 
tended to  adopt  with  respect  to  that  mea- 
sure? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  he  had 
unintentionally  omitted  to  refer  to  that 
Bill.  He  had  intended  to  have  stated  that 
it  was  at  present  under  the  consideration 
of  a  Select  Committee.  He  believed  that 
there  was  a  very  general  assent,  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee,  with  respect  to  the 
objects  of  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  there 
would  be  no  great  diihciilty  in  goinfir  on 
with  it  in  the  present  Session.  There 
might,  probably,  be  several   Amendments 


to  propose,  but  the  greatest  importance 
was  to  be  attached  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure. 

Mr.  F.  MACKENZIE  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  press  forward  the  Marriages 
(Scotland)  and  the  Registering  Births 
(Scotland)  Bills.  There  were  also  two 
other  Bills  of  great  importance  to  which 
no  reference  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord — namely,  the  Public  Health  and  the 
Police  of  Towns  Bills.  He  wished  to  know 
what  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  those  measures. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  he  should 
wish  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  House 
as  to  whether  it  would  be  desirable  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  two  last-mentioned  Bills 
during  the  present  Session.  They  were 
Bills  of  considerable  importance,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  press 
them  if  they  found  the  general  opinion  of 
the  House  to  be  against  their  doing  so. 

Mr.  roebuck  wished  to  ask  the  At- 
torney General  a  question  with  respect  to 
a  Bill  which  had  not  excited  very  great 
attention,  although  one  of  the  highest  im- 
portance— he  referred  to  the  Jurenile  Of- 
fenders Bill.  What  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  intend  to  do  with  that 
measure  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Bill  would  contain  only  a  single 
clause,  which  he  admitted  was  one  invdv- 
ing  a  principle  of  considerable  iraportanee. 
He  proposed  to  proceed  with  it  this  Ses- 
sion, but  should  certainly  not  press  it  for- 
ward during  this  week. 

Mr.  HUME  objected  to  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  meet  on  Tuesday  at 
twelve  o'clock.  Several  Committees  were 
appointed  for  that  day,  and  if  the  Hoase 
met  at  twelve,  it  would  probably  adjonm 
at  four,  or  half-past  four,  and  it  would  be 
six  o'clock  before  it  would  be  possiUe  to 
get  to  public  business.  How  could  it  be 
possible,  in  such  cases  as  that,  to  discuss 
such  questions  as  that  of  the  Irish  Cbnreb, 
or  any  other  important  question  f  He 
thought  it  too  bad  that  all  the  indulgence 
which  the  Government  had  rooeived  fttmi 
hon.  Members  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  in  consenting  to  give  up  Thurs- 
days, should  bo  thus  repaid.  Her  Ma^ 
jcsty's  Government  appeared  to  him  either 
to  have  no  conscience,  or  that  they  wished 
to  prevent  any  independent  Members  from 
bringing  any  subject  before  the  Hoase. 
He  most  strongly  protested  against  such  a 
course. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  ask  a 
question  with  respect  to  a  subject  which 
he  had  hoped  would  have  been  included  in 
that  portion  of  the  enumeration  of  the 
noble  Lord  which  referred  to  the  intention 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
with  respect  to  the  questions  of  pilotage 
and  light-dues.  lie  had  hoped  that  it  would 
have  been  in  the  power  of  the  Government 
to  have  introduced,  in  the  present  Session, 
some  measure  with  respect  to  the  Mer- 
chant Seamen's  Fund.  No  doubt  it  was 
now  too  late  to  have  any  Bill  passed  upon 
that  subject  during  the  present  Session, 
as  it  would  require  some  time  for  consider- 
ation ;  but  if  such  a  measure  were  laid 
upon  the  table  of  tho  House  before  the 
close  of  the  present  Session,  the  subject 
could  be  gone  into  in  the  interval  of  the 
two  Sessions.  If  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
were  introduced  in  the  present  Session,  it 
might  be  reasonably  supposed  to  pass 
during  the  ensuing  Session  ;  but  if  not 
introduced  until  the  next  Session,  he  was 
afraid  that  it  would  not  be  passed  until  the 
year  after  that.  The  longer  this  question 
was  delayed,  the  gi*eater  would  be  the  diffi- 
culties of  its  final  settlement. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  could  not  at  pre- 
sent say  what  course  would  be  adopted 
with  respect  to  tho  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund. 

Subject  dropped. 

STATE  OF  THE  NATION. 
Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  propose 
that  this  House  should  form  itself  into  a 
Committee  to  consider  the  state  of  the 
nation.  I  do  so.  Sir,  because,  in  my  opin- 
ion, great  and  general  distress  prevails  in 
this  country  ;  and  because  I  believe  that 
that  great  and  general  distress  has  been 
progressive  since  tho  formation  of  the  pre- 
sent Government.  The  noble  Lord  and 
his  Colleagues  have  possessed  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  for  three  years — have 
possessed  it  uncontrolled  —  uncriticised. 
They  have  passed  all  their  measures — they 
have  not  had  to  encounter  an  organised 
opposition.  No  body  of  men  has  undertaken 
the  Government  of  this  country  heretofore 
under  circumstances  so  favourable  as  those 
enjoyed  by  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Col- 
leagues. Such  being  the  case,  one  is  in- 
clined to  contrast  the  situation  of  England 
at  the  present  moment  with  what  it  was  at 
the  period  when  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Colleagues  assumed  the  reins  of  power.  I 
need  scarcely  recall  to  the  recollection  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  condition  of  England  at 


the  commencement  of  and  during  the  year 
1846 — of  England  in  all  her  relations.  A 
profound  tranquillity  prevailed  throughout 
Europe  ;  and  if  one  of  those  critical  con- 
junctures which  will  occasionally  occur  in 
the  complicated  transactions  of  great 
States  did  arise — so  great,  and  so  justly 
great,  was  the  influence  of  England,  that 
the  friendly  mediation  of  this  country  uni- 
formly resulted  in  an  amicable  settlement 
of  the  question  at  issue.  At  that  moment 
also,  our  colonies,  after  suffering  great  vie 
cissitudes — I  will  not  stop  here  to  charac<- 
terise  them  as  vicissitudes  arising  from  our 
own  inconsistent  legislation — but  after  en- 
during great  vicissitudes,  our  colonies  had 
reconciled  themselves  to  the  new  position 
in  which  they  were  placed,  and  to  the  great 
and  almost  insuperable  difficulties  with 
which  they  had  to  contend,  so  that  there 
then  existed  in  those  colonies  a  quality 
which,  I  fear,  no  one  can  pretend  to  dis- 
cern there  now — I  mean — hope.  At  thai 
period,  the  commencement  of  1846,  our 
export  trade  had  reached  an  amount  whiqh 
never  before  was  attained  by  that  branch 
of  our  commerce.  At  that  period  those 
various  classes  which  formed  what  is  popu- 
larly called  the  agricultural  interest,  were 
prospering,  not  so  much  from  the  enjoy- 
ment of  what  is  called  high  prices,  but 
from  being  able  to  raise  from  the  soil  a 
greater  quantity  of  produce  than  had  been 
gathered  from  it  for  many  years,  and  also 
because  they  were  sure  of  a  market  wherein 
to  dispose  of  that  produce.  At  that  pe- 
riod the  state  of  Ireland,  if  not  entirely 
satisfactory  to  those  who  are  its  real 
friends — if  it  were  still  the  victim  of  po- 
litical empiricism,  and  if  the  only  cure  for 
its  evils  was  still  considered  to  be  the 
sending  to  it  of  messages  of  peace — still 
was,  as  compared  with  its  present  state, 
in  a  condition  of  comparative  happi- 
ness. Finally,  in  the  Exchequer  there 
existed  a  surplus  revenue  of  between 
3,000,000?.  and  4,000,000^  sterling. 
Now  I  apprehend  that  no  Gentleman  in 
this  House,  on  whatever  side  he  may  sit, 
will  rise  and  assert  that  the  characteris- 
tics of  the  present  period  are  of  a  similar 
nature  to  those  of  the  time  to  which  I 
have  adverted.  European  tranquillity  and 
English  influence  seem  to  have  disappear^ 
ed  together.  Our  colonies  are,  many  of 
them,  ruined — all  of  them  discontented-— 
some  of  them  are,  or  have  been,  in  insur- 
rection. Our  foreign  trade  has  fallen  off, 
from  the  commercial  year  ending  with  the 
commencement  of  1846,  to  that  tennina^ 
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ting  at  the  beginning  of  the  present 
year,  by  the  declared  ralue  of  seven  mil- 
lions of  money.  Our  once  prosperous 
agriculture  is  prostrate.  Ireland  is  in  a 
state  of  social  decomposition.  And  as  for 
our  revenue,  the  surplus  of  3,000,000^. 
has  been  succeeded  by  a  deficiency  to 
the  same  amount  —  a  deficiency  which 
has  only  been  terminated,  not  by  the 
act  of  the  Cabinet,  but  by  the  inter- 
ference of  this  House — an  interference 
which  I  am  now  calling  for  upon  a  much 
greater  scale — while  all  this  time  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  the  great  prophets 
of  increased  prosperity  and  enlarged  na- 
tional wealth,  have  absolutely — with  a  rea- 
diness which,  however,  the  exigencies  of 
the  occasion  certainly  justified — forced 
the  Government,  although  they  are  its 
supporters,  to  reduce  their  expenditure 
amid  h^-steric  shrieks  of  financial  reform. 
Now,  there  have  been  times  before  this 
when  a  Member  of  this  House,  at  a  mo- 
ment of  distress  and  depression,  might 
easily,  in  comparing  the  troubles  then 
experienced  with  the  prosperity  which  had 
passed — might  easily  have  formed  a  strik- 
mg  contrast ;  but  there  is  one  remarkable 
feature  of  our  present  condition  which 
never  had  an  existence  before,  and  which 
no  Member  of  this  House  could  before 
have  availed  himself  of.  This  remarkable 
circumstance  is,  that  this  prosperity,  the 
absence  of  which  we  now  so  much  lament, 
and  upon  which  we  gaze  back  with  such 
longing  eyes,  was,  while  we  were  in  pos- 
session of  it,  a  source  of  the  greatest  dis- 
content. While  we  were  enjoying  all  these 
advantages  we  were  thoroughly  dissatisfied. 
We  were  not  satisfied  with  driving  the 
largest  foreign  trade  ever  enjoyed,  and  at- 
taining at  the  same  time  a  profit :  nothing 
would  satisfy  them  but  becoming  the  work- 
shop of  the  world.  Instead  of  being  content 
with  the  English  fai-mor  because  he  pro- 
duced a  greater  quantity  from  the  soil  than 
any  farmer  in  Europe  or  America,  we  de- 
nounced him  as  an  unskilful  sluggard.  Not- 
withstanding all  the  sacrifices  which  had 
been  made  by  our  colonists  —  sacrifices 
which  no  body  of  men  ever  yet  bore  up  un- 
der with  greater  spirit — they  were  told  that 
they  must  make  still  greater  exertions.  Not 
satisfied  with  possessing  an  ample  surplus 
revenue,  and  discreetly  administering  it, 
we  insisted  that  the  tea  duty  should  be 
taken  off  immeiliately.  Notwiihstanding 
wo  possosseii  the  greatest  influence  in 
oar  external  relations,  and  mninly  secured 
the  tranquillity  of  Europe;  even  that  did 


not  satisfy  us;  and  we  insisted  on  hav- 
ing perpetual  peace  an'd  cosmopolitan 
philanthropy.  What,  Sir,  have  been  the 
consequences  of  these  aspirations?  Three 
years  and  more  have  elapsed,  and  we 
have  upon  this  table  a  most  elaborate 
— a  most  authentic  evidence  of  thd  con- 
dition of  the  people.  I  apprehend  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  agree  with  me  that 
the  best  test  of  national  prosperity  is  the 
employment  of  the  great  mass  of  the  work- 
ing population  at  a  fair  rate  of  profitable 
wages — wages  which  leave  a  profit  to  the 
employer;  otherwise  the  wages  enjoyed  by 
the  employed  would  not  have  much  chance 
of  lasting.  The  rise  or  fall  of  pauperism, 
then,  especially  when  great  fluctuations 
take  place,  is  the  best  test  of  the  state  of 
the  body  politic,  especially  if  we  consider 
the  condition  of  the  ablebodied  pauper. 
Now,  in  this  House,  where  there  are  so 
many  political  systems  advocated  with  such 
ability  and  such  a  redundancy  of  economic 
theories,  few  of  us  have  time  to  pause  and 
think  and  take  a  general  view  of  aflairs. 
We  are  apt  to  forget,  or  rather  not  to 
be  conscious  of,  the  changes  which  are 
continually  occurring  beyond  and  about  us; 
and  our  attention  is  not  drawn  to  results 
until  they  become  realised.  If  we  look  to 
the  condition  of  the  ablebodied  poor  in 
England  at  the  commencement  of  1846^ 
and  to  their  condition,  as  detailed  in  the 
last  authentic  information  upon  the  sub- 
ject, the  result  will,  indeed,  be  startling. 
And  here,  let  me  remind  the  House,  that, 
in  the  observations  which  I  shall  make,  I 
intend  to  appeal  to  none  but  authentie  and 
official  documents;  and  I  hope  that  none 
but  such  will  in  turn  be  used  against  me. 
What,  then,  is  the  account  given  by  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  in  the  report 
which  they  have  last  laid  upon  the  table, 
as  contrasted  with  the  state  of  things  in 
1 846  ^  The  increase  in  the  ablebodied 
poor  alone  amounts  to  74  per  cent.  The 
increase  of  pauperism  generally,  taking^  in 
all  classes  who  receive  public  relief,  is  41 
per  cent.  The  increase  of  expenditure  for 
the  purpose  of  supporting  pauperism  is 
near  25  per  cent.  On  I^y-daj,  1846, 
there  was  of  ablebodied  poor  being  relieved 
-—indoor  85,671 :  outdoor  296.746:  making 
a  total  of  382,417  persons.  On  Ladj-daj, 
1848,  that  number  had  increased  to — in- 
door poor  155,879;  outdoor  poor  510,459 : 
making  a  total  of  666,338  persona.  On 
Ladv-dav,  1846.  the  poor  of  all  elaases 
amounted  to  1,332,089.  On  LadT-daj, 
1848,  the  number  had  risen  to  1,876^1. 
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On  Lady-day,  1846,  the  expenditure  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  amounted  to  4,954,204?. 
The  last  report  has  shown  the  amount  to 
he  swollen  to  6,180,764?.  Now,  Sir,  I  say 
that  that  statement  alone  justifies  the  Mo- 
tion which  I  am  ahout  to  make.  When  it 
is  rememhered  that  in  three  years  the  pau- 
perism of  this  country,  as  regards  the 
ahlebodied,  has  increased  74  per  cent; 
that.  Sir,  is,  I  say,  a  fact  which  demands 
immediate  attention  and  inquiry  at  the 
hands  of  the  House  of  Commons.  1  know 
that  there  are  ready  reasons  to  account  for 
these  deplorable  results.  The  commis- 
sioners themselves  have  given  reasons,  and 
I  refer  to  them  in  preference  to  any  which 
I  may  hear  from  hon.  Gentlemen.  But 
reasons  to  account  for  the  result  do  not 
alter  the  result.  The  stern  fact  of  great 
depression  remains.  It  was  said  in  the 
last  report  of  the  commissioners,  in  respect 
to  pauperism,  that  the  sad  increase,  which 
they  deplore,  may  he  accounted  for  by 
manufacturing  depression,  and  by  immi- 
gration from  Ireland  into  England.  I 
shall  consider,  in  their  proper  places,  both 
of  these  important  subjects;  but  the  House 
will  be  labouring  under  a  very  great  mis- 
take if  they  suppose  that  these  results  to 
which  I  have  referred  can  be  explained 
merely  by  degression  in  the  manufacturing 
districts.  Here  is  a  table  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  which  contrasts  the  state  of 
twelve  purely  agricultural  counties,  and  that 
of  twelve  purely  manufactuiiug  counties,  at 
the  commencement  of  1846,  with  their  con- 
dition at  the  corresponding  period  of  1848. 
True  it  is  that  the  increase  of  pauperism 
in  the  manufacturing  counties  is  greatest. 
True  it  is  that  that  increase  was,  of  course, 
occasioned  by  that  manufacturing  depres- 
sion to  which  the  commissioners  have  re- 
ferred, and  in  one  great  instance,  also,  by 
the  immigration  from  Ireland ;  but,  alas ! 
if  we  examine  the  returns  from  the  agri- 
cultural districts  omitted  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  commissioners,  we  shall 
find  the  result,  if  not  quite  so  mournful  as 
that  relating  to  the  manufacturing  coun- 
ties, still  full  of  alarming  import.  The 
average  increase  of  rates  from  the  standard 
of  1846  to  that  of  1848  has  been  in  manu- 
facturing districts  39^  per  cent;  and  if  I 
omit  from  the  twelve  counties  in  question 
that  of  Lancashire,  the  chief  seat  of  Irish 
immigration,  the  average  increase  of  rates 
in  the  manufacturing  districts  is  something 
under  25  per  cent.  But  the  average  in- 
crease in  the  agricultural  districts  during 
the  same  period  is  about  16J  per  cent.    In 


some  counties  purely  agricultui*al — in  Here- 
fordshire, for  instance,  a  district  naturally 
free  from  those  agencies  and  influences 
which  the  manufacturing  system  is  sup- 
posed to  exercise  —  the  increase  is  no 
less  than  21  per  cent;  and  in  the  county 
of  Buckingham  it  amounts,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  to  23f  per  cent.  Now,  Sir,  a  year  has 
elapsed  since  that  period  of  which  we  have 
the  last  official  and  authentic  information. 
To  form  an  estimate  of  the  present  state  of 
pauperism,  hon.  Gentlemen  must  in  this 
debate  consult  their  own  experience  ;  but 
I  think  that  he  would  be  a  sanguine  mau 
who  would,  on  the  whole,  draw  a  more 
favourable  result  than  that  which  the 
commissioners  have  last  laid  before  us. 
For  if  there  be,  as  I  hope  there  may  be, 
some  modification  of  the  amount  of  suffer- 
ing in  the  manufacturing  districts,  what  is 
to  be  said  as  regards  the  pauperism  of 
the  agricultural  districts  since  Lady-day, 
1848  ?  Such  being  then  the  state  of  the 
country — such  being  the  condition  of  the 
people,  as  proved  by  documents  of  the 
most  unquestionable  character,  I  conceive, 
I  repeat  it,  I  conceive  it  to  be  our  par- 
amount duty  not  to  disperse  and  go  to  our 
respective  counties  without  inquiring  into 
the  cause  of  this  unprecedented — this  pro- 
gressive— decay  of  the  country.  I  conceive 
that  that  is  not  only  a  legitimate  subject 
of  discussion,  but  that  it  is  our  first  duty 
to  come  to  its  consideration.  I  am  of 
opinion,  further,  that  the  form  in  which  I 
have  brought  on  the  subject  is  a  right  and 
proper  form.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  has,  indeed,  given  notice 
of  an  Amendment  on  my  Motion.  Sir, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  very  fond  of  giving 
notice  of  Amendments — a  fondness  which 
the  more  surprises  me,  as  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  the  hon.  Gentleman  having  ever 
succeeded  in  carrying  one.  But  as  Mr.  Fox 
used  to  say,  that  in  play  there  were  two 
sources  of  pleasure,  that  of  losing  and 
that  of  gaining  ;  I  have  no  doubt  but  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has,  during  his  po- 
litical career,  enjoyed  in  its  perfection 
the  former  source  of  gratification.  But, 
indeed,  my  hon.  Friend  announced,  be- 
fore he  heard  what  my  Motion  was  to 
be,  that  he  intended  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment ;  and  from  the  observations  which 
then  and  at  other  times  fell  from  him,  I 
rather  imagine  that  his  objection  to  my 
proposition  is  that  it  is  not  more  definite 
as  to  results — that  I  have  not  laid  resolu- 
tions on  the  table  of  the  House,  informing 
the  House  of  the  course  which  I  recom- 
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mond,  and  of  tbo  policy  which  I  approve. 
Sunily  th(!  hou.  (Jontlcman  must  know 
that  tho  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
DoticOt  iH  a  regular  and  constitutional  Mo- 
tion, tho  conMiquencos  of  which  cannot  bo 
lUiMundiTHtood,  and  the  import  of  which  is 
perfectly  intclligiblo.  My  hon.  Friend 
wan  in  Parliament  when  a  Motion  similar 
to  thin  wan  brought  forward.  I  rather 
think,  indoed,  that  he  voted  upon  it — I 
rofor  to   Mr.   Tierncy's  Motion   in   1813. 
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and  more  experienced  than  myself  have  a 
right  to  indulge.  I  say  now  in  public,  what 
I  have  always  said  in  private,  that  if  the 
country  is  to  be  governed  upon  Whig 
principles,  I  prefer  that  it  should  be 
governed  by  the  Whigs.  But  as  I  believe 
their  whole  system  to  be  a  pomieiouB 
system,  as  they  have  identified  themselves 
with  a  course  of  policy  which  is  aggravat- 
ing the  distress  of  the  country,  and,  as  I 
believe  it,  moreover,  to  be  in  my  power  to 


Th«»roforo  tho  hon.   Gentleman  ought   to   prove  that  these  things  are  so  —  I  give 


havo  known  that  it  was  quite  unusual  to  lay 
roHoluliouH  on  tho  tahh»  of  tho  House.  Sir, 
wo  ini|)Ugn  the  policy  of  tho  Oovernmcnt — 
wo  couHider  tho  stnto  of  tho  nation  to  be  !  tunity, 
alarming,  and  wo  consider  that  state  to  ~ 
have  hiHMi  mainly  occasioned  by  the  policy 
of  which  Her  Majesty's  Oovernmcnt  are 
the  roj>roscntativos.  Wishing,  therefore, 
to  chailoni^o  that  policy  in  every  respect, 
wo  havo  had  recourse  to  a  Motion  which 
tho  noble  honl  will  not  protend  to  say  is 
irregular.  1  am  well  aware  that  had  our 
objocl— our  solo  object — been  the  embar- 
rassment of  liovornment.  that  we  might 
have  framed  a  Motion  of  a  very  diiferent 
kind — ono  which  would  havo  rallied  round 
it  a  gn»ator  number  of  supporters  than  at 


them — 1  must  give  them — a  frank,  I  hope 
not  an  ungenerous,  but  stiU  an  nncompro- 
mising,  opposition;  and  I  take  this  oppor- 
on  the  pait  of  myself  and  ray 
friends,  of  laying  before  the  House  and 
the  country  the  reasons  why  we  are  thus 
in  opposition.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  placed 
before  the  House  the  state  of  the  workbg 
classes  of  the  country  at  this  present  mo* 
ment.  1  appeal  to  that  state  not  only  as 
a  justification  of  my  Motion,  but  as  an 
urgent  cause  why  that  investigation  should 
take  place  which  I  have  now  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  entertain.  I  want  to  know  nhj 
there  is  such  a  depreciation  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  England.  I  want 
to  know  whv  there  is  such  an  increase  in 


pro*ont  we  can  hope  for.     We  might  have  '.  the  number  of  ablebodied  panpers  in  Eng- 

tishotl  for  hon.  Monjbors  here,  and  caught 

hon,  Momboni  thon\     Rut   that  was  not 

our  objoot.     Wo  wished  to  put  before  the 

etumtry  our  opinion  on  tho   present  con- 

duion  of  atTairs.     If  our  facts  can  bo  con- 

tix»vortiHl — if  our  arguments  can  bo  Kif- 

fltnl,   50  much  tho  bettor    for   tho   party 

who  o,^n  sv^  oonir\»von  and  so  batHo.     But 

wo  boliovo  this  to  bo  a  question  totally  in- 

dopondont    of  a   ohanoo    majority   of  the 

House.     Wo  Wiiovo  it  to  bo  a  quostion  oii 

whioh  iiltiii;nto'jv 
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land,  an  increase  in  three  yealFs  of  not  less 
than  74  per  cent.  Let  that  he  ezphuned. 
I  want  to  know,  too,  why  there  is  such  a 
relative  increase  in  the  general  mass  of 
pauperism,  and  in  our  expenditure  for  the 
relief  of  that  pauperism.  Now,  I  must  make 
one  observation  before  I  enter  into  that  in- 
vestigation, that  the  nohle  Lord  opposite 
may  n  >t  accuse  me  of  anything  like  disin- 
p^nuousnoss.  I  shall  draw  my  fiicts  and 
arguments  from  the  eincumstances  which 
marked  tho  oommeneement  of  1S46.  Now, 
v;:':i  rocaril  to  the  measures  which  were 
passvd  ia  ihe  early  part  of  that  year,  the 
iioblo  L>rd  is  not  font^ally  responsihie — 
for.  :\mo:*^  oil.er?,  the  very  important 
a'.:or,::*;:'.s  in  xhe  taridP.  For  those  he  is 
•0. -:  rosp:Vis:l'Io.  Kvause  he  was  not  ia 
p,^r  cr  wlior.  iboy  werv  c-ocwd:  bat  I  take 
:;  I*:,  a 4  ibo  pnsoc:  Gcrerament  do  not 
shrr.k  fr.r.i  tha:  r^t^spcD*ibxfilT — that,  in 
fiOT.  :l.:v  iovvpi  ib^>se  n^e^scres:  and.  ia- 
i.:.-.  :h:  :::"::o  Lvru.  ia  a!::?din^  to  cer- 
:«■..  :  -::..::',  a:;:  r.s  with  oar  sracioas  So- 
T*.rc  ..T..  :  r:vvl  :jk  i2:?  H«ssie  and  the 
vvv:.:.y  :.-:  ::  «^as  :»-:y  ia  accidciit  wUdi 
T-^-  -::■.:•:■.:  ':..-.  :r:T.  heinr  Mbuster  ia 
1  !^  --  .  i.-  ,:  : -:-:  jr.  Jv-sl-i:  ^^iiaa^vs 
;.  ::..*.  »:.:-  ■-  ::i:  y^^ar  w>k>p 
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discuss  the  cause  of  this  deterioration  of 
the  people — of  this  decay  of  the  coun- 
try. I  repeat  that  I  want  to  know  why 
there  is  such  an  increase  of  pauperism  ? 
I  wfint  to  know  why,  when  we  had  a 
right  to  expect  —  according  to  the  pre- 
dictions of  persons  in  authority  —  not 
only  the  maintenance,  hut  a  vast  in- 
erease  of  our  prosperity — I  want  to  know 
why  the  result,  instead  of  this,  should 
have  heen  the  lamentahle  picture  which  1 
attempted  to  draw — taking  my  materials 
from  the  records  of  official  authorities? 
Sir,  the  first  reason  I  would  allege  for 
the  distress  of  the  country  is  —  the 
decline  in  our  foreign  commerce.  A 
reduction  in  three  years  to  the  extent  of 
7,000,000^  sterling  in  our  exports,  hon. 
Gentlemen  must  understand  to  he  likely  to 
he  the  means  of  producing  great  distress, 
and  seriously  diminishing  the  employment 
of  the  people.  I  see  hy  official  documents 
laid  upon  the  tahle,  that  in  the  year  1845 
our  exports  amounted  to  60,000,000/,, 
while  in  the  year  1848  they  fell  to,  in 
round  numbers,  53,000,000Z.  Now,  I  re- 
cognise in  that  diminution  of  our  exports 
one  of  the  causes  of  our  national  distress. 
I  can  easily  understand  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men, who  may  follow  me  in  debate,  may 
be  quite  ready  with  various  reasons  to  ac- 
count for  this  decline  in  our  exports.  We 
know  pretty  well,  indeed,  the  sort  of  argu- 
ments which  will  be  brought  forward  for 
the  purpose.  There  will  be  Irish  famine 
— of  course.  There  will  be  railway  invest- 
ment— naturally.  There  will  also  be  com- 
mercial speculation  —  at  least  we  have 
heard  of  that  two  or  three  times;  and  as 
for  continental  convulsions — that  plea  is 
always  kept  for  the  climax  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  Before  I  proceed  then 
with  my  analysis  of  the  causes  of  distress, 
let  me  notice  these  usual  representations  of 
those  who  do  not  believe  in  the  permanency 
of  that  distress.  Sir,  there  is  no  doubt  but 
that  the  partial  famine  in  Ireland  was  a 
great  calamity ;  but  the  direct  conse- 
quences of  that  calamity,  however  great, 
nave  a  limit.  I  do  not  suppose  that  any- 
body will  rise  and  say,  **  It  was  impossible, 
in  consequence  of  the  famine,  that  the 
peace  of  Europe  should  not  have  been 
maintained — that  the  colonies  should  not 
have  been  let  alone  as  they  were  in  1846 
-—that  we  should  not  have  driven  a  flour- 
ishing foreign  trade — that  our  agriculture 
should  not  have  been  as  prosperous,  or  our 
finances  as  buoyant,  as  they  were  pre- 
riously."     I   admit  the   disaster,   but   I 


deny  that  the  evils  which  we  are  now  expe<^ 
riencing  can  be  traced  to  it.  I  enter  my  pro- 
test against  any  one  maintaining  the  impos*- 
sible  theory  that  these  various  disasters 
are  the  necessary  consequences  of  famino 
in  that  country.  I  have  not  heard  much 
of  late  of  commercial  speculation — of  the 
over-speculation  of  1847 — and  recollect- 
ing what  great  changes  took  place  in 
1846 — because,  forsooth,  the  enterpriso 
of  British  merchants  was  so  restricted  that 
they  had  no  opening  for  it — recollecting  all 
that — I  am  not  surprised  that  the  com- 
plaint of  there  being  too  much  enterprise  in 
the  character  of  British  merchants  should 
have  disappeared.  But  then  great  stress 
has  been  laid  upon  railway  investment.  I 
need  not  remind  the  House  that  during  all 
that  period,  when  we  were  called  on  frond 
time  to  time  to  make  great  changes  in  our 
tariff — that  during  1845  and  1846,  when 
the  country  was  agitated  in  favour  of  A 
reconstruction  of  our  commercial  system 
— railway  investment  had  been  been  going 
on  and  for  a  long  time — and  nobody,  out 
of  all  those  who  predicted  a  time  of  great 
commercial  prosperity,  as  certain  to  arise 
from  the  changes  in  our  commeraial  sys^ 
tern,  ever  told  us  at  the  same  time  that  we 
were  actually  pursuing  a  course  which, 
inevitable  as  these  advantages  were,  would, 
in  fact,  imhappily  prevent  them  from  ever 
occurring.  On  the  contrary,  our  greatest 
authorities,  the  Ministers  of  the  day — the 
authors  of  the  change  in  the  tariff  of  1846 
— were  the  prime  stimulators  of  the  rail- 
way movement.  Did  they  not  tell  us  that 
these  investments  would  operate  to  the  in- 
crease of  our  commerce  ?  They  did,  and 
I  am  now  of  exactly  the  same  opinion 
which  those  great  authorities  held  then. 
I  do  not  believe  that  these  investments 
have  acted  injuriously.  I  believe  it  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  railway  investments, 
as  it  often  does  happen  when  comrades  get 
into  a  scrape — they  get  panic-struck,  and 
turn  round  and  abuse  each  other.  Yes, 
and  the  middle  class  of  which  so  much  is 
said — that  middle  class,  who  tell  us  they 
are  the  only  people  to  govern  the  country 
— why,  were  they  not  the  authors  and 
originators  of  the  very  investment  in  ques- 
tion ?  And  yet  when  results  occur  which 
they  had  not  foreseen — they  turn  round 
and  visit  upon  railway  investments  the 
evils  which  flow  from  other  causes  ?  Sir, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  railway  investment 
did  not  interfere  with  the  course  of  com- 
merce ;  and  the  result  justifies  that  opin- 
ion, because  no  one  can  possibly  pretend 
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that  it  is  want  of  capital  from  which  com- 
merce is  now  suffering.  Money  was  never 
more  easy.  Anyhody,  with  good  security, 
can  have  what  money  he  pleases.  Mer- 
cantile hills  are  discounted  with  perfect 
freedom.  No,  Sir,  it  is  not  want  of  capi- 
tal of  which  we  complain.  I  now  come  to 
the  fourth  alleged  cause  of  depression — 
the  cause  so  much  favoured  hy  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer — that  of  conti- 
nental convulsions.  Now,  I  should  like  to 
see  somehody  get  up  with  data,  with  facta 
to  substantiate  that  plea ;  for  there  is 
more  than  one  reason  why  we  should  look 
with  great  suspicion  on  any  statement  of 
the  kind.  Before  we  allow  that  the  dimi- 
nution of  our  exports  in  1848  was  occa- 
sioned by  continental  convulsions,  we  ought 
to  have  a  statement  of  these  exports  in 
detail  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House. 
It  is  indeed  really  lamentable  that  the 
tables  of  exports  in  detail,  should  only 
come  down  to  the  year  1846,  knowing,  as 
the  Crovemment  must  know,  that  in  this 
great  commercial  country,  and  in  these 
days  of  rapid  change,  hon.  Gentlemen 
can  scarcely  presume  to  address  the  House 
upon  such  subjects  without  minute  ac- 
qoaintanco  with  details.  1  am  persuaded 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
giving  us  these  details  at  a  much  earlier 
period  :  and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who,  I  am  bound  to  say.  is  always  ready 
to  attend  to  any  suggestion  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  public  business,  will  give  his 
attention  to  this  subject.  But  we  have 
a  return  of  the  total  exports  of  cotton 
goods  in  the  year  IS-tS — tlie  year  of 
•"  continental  cvnvulsiuns."  which  caused 
such  a  diminution  in  our  exports.  And 
it  appears  tha;  in  the  year  IS-tS,  uot- 
witlis:ar.dicg  tlie  '*  continental  convid- 
sions«"  there  w;is  a  very  large  increase  in 
the  export  of  cottva  g\.KKU.  Kemember 
that  ec'ttvn  gv>jds  zj'Tzu  one-hilt"  the  en- 
tirety o:  our  expv^r:.-.  Yet,  ia  the  ex{K>rt 
of  eotioa  j:!X>ds  ibore  wa5  an  increase,  in 
round  nuaibers,  of  ^S.'v\'J.-">\vards  over 
the  preeeJiai:  year. 

Ms.  J.  WILSON  made  an  ubservati. a, 
inaudible  in  the  gallery,  havio^  retVrecee 
to  the  exports  et  i  S47. 

Mr.  mSKAKLI  :  I  will  moo:  you  on 
that  ^Huut  ii'  veu  like.  You  tuus:  aiiuit 
that  the  year  1547  v.\»s  no:  a  year  of 
•*  coutiuental  convulsions/'  You  tajiy  ao- 
couu«  for  the  ex^v^ris  of  tl:o  yeir  1547 
aa  you  like — by  raiUwy  siKVu!;it:o:i,  nliioh 
jou  younjeW^  suppi>rte\l.  or  by  the  s:;- 


mulation  of  commercial  enterprifle ;  bat 
you  cannot  alter  the  fact,  thai  in  the 
year  1848,  when  yon  maintain  that  oar 
exports  diminished  upon  account  of  *'  con- 
tinental convulsions,  '  as  far  as  we  can 
form  an  opinion,  there  was  a  very  con- 
siderable increase  in  them  over  those  of 
the  year  1847.  There  is  another  reason 
why  I  doubt  whether  there  has  been  a  di- 
minution in  our  exports  on  that  account. 
I  am  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
the  completion  of  the  retnms  which  were 
moved  for  in  1847  by  a  Member  of  the 
House.  I  am  indebted  to  his  conrtesy 
for  the  account  of  the  entire  exports  d 
the  years  1817  and  1848,  the  last  re- 
turns only  going  down  to  the  year  1846. 
From  these  returns  1  find  this  important 
fact,  that  the  quantities  of  goods  exported 
from  England  have  not  diminished.  I  am 
now  speaking  of  the  total  exports.  We 
have  not  yet  got  a  retnm  of  the  exports 
in  detail  to  ditferent  countries ;  but  hen 
1  hold  the  official  return  of  the  total  ex- 
ports of  the  united  kingdom,  and  I  find 
that,  in  contrasting  this  much  maligned 
year  1848,  of  "  continental  convrilsions," 
with  the  great  years  1845  and  1846,  there 
has  been  no  diminution  in  the  quantities  of 
goods  exported.  The  official  value  of  the 
goods  exported  denotes  their  quantities. 
Mark,  the  average  official  valne  of  the  ex- 
ports of  1845  and  1846  was  133,000.000/. 
The  total  official  value  of  the  export  in  the 
vear  1848,  **  in  consequence  of  the  conti- 
nental convulsions."  was  132,904,000/.— 
nearly  the  same  amount.  Bat  mark  the 
signineant  fact — that  the  average  declared 
value  of  the  exports  of  1845  and  1846 
was  5l».5«>0,CW/.,  whilst  in  1848  the  de- 
clared value  of  the  exports  was  only 
53,»X»0.(hX»?.  That,  Sir,  is  a  most  im- 
portant consequence — a  conseqnence  full 
of  iastruetion :  and  1  recommend  the 
House,  and  especially  the  advocates  of 
free  trade  in  it.  career  to  consider  this 
result.  What  is  more,  I  recommend  them, 
if  tliey  can,  satisfactorily  to  explain  it. 
Here  stands  the  fact,  upon  the  records  of 
the  Government,  that  the  people — the 
working-classes  of  this  country — for  the 
same  quantity  of  goods  they  exported  in 
1 54  r»  and  I  S4o,  have  received,  in  1848,  six 
*ji:I!;vns  and  a  half  sterling  less.  Perhaps 
i:  n^ay  l^  said  that  in  fixing  upon  the  eom- 
uiereial  year  ecncludlng  at  the  beginning 
of  IStO.  and  contrasting  it  with  the  com- 
iiivir',*:^!  year  eoneludtag  at  the  h^pnning 
of  1^V^  I  am  :aki:ig  an  advanfeikge  of  the 
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Government,  because  we  have  later  infor- 
mation upon  the  subject.  We  have,  it 
may  be  said,  tlie  tables  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  giving  us  the  commerce  of  the 
country  for  the  first  four  months  of  1849, 
and  they  exhibit  a  considerable  increase  in 
our  exports,  or  wliat  is  called  **  a  revival  of 
trade.'*  I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  that  is  not  my  intention.  I  merely 
took  the  two  periods  because  they  completed 
the  year  ;  and  I  was  far  from  wishing  him 
to  lose  the  advantage  of  those  subsequent 
tables.  But  1  am  bound  to  say,  that  in  this 
evidence  that  has  been  offered  to  us  of  the 
revival  of  trade,  and  of  the  consequent  sa- 
tisfactory condition  of  our  workmen,  I  find 
consequences  exactly  the  reverse,  and  rea- 
sons to  make  me  view  the  future  condition 
of  the  working  classes  of  this  country  with 
increased  gloom.  There  are,  I  think,  sixty- 
five  articles  of  export  enumerated  in  the 
tables  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  have  re- 
cently been  laid  before  the  House.  Of  these 
articles  I  find  that  forty-one  exhibit  a  great 
depreciation  in  price.  I  find  that  a  larger 
quantity  of  goods  was  exported  from  this 
country  in  the  first  four  months  of  1849, 
than  in  the  first  four  months  of  1848, 
but  that  those  goods  have  been  exported  at 
a  much  diminished  price.  1  find  that  in 
several  articles  enumerated  in  these  papers, 
there  has  been  a  slight  appreciation.  There 
are  also  fifteen  articles  of  which  the  gross 
value  alone  is  given,  and  not  the  quanti- 
ties, and  therefore,  as  to  them,  it  is  not 
calculable  what  may  be  the  appreciation  or 
the  depreciation.  The  forty-one  articles 
depreciated  were  sold  to  foreigners  in 
the  four  first  months  of  this  year, 
for  13,040,26U.  sterling;  last  year 
there  would  have  been  received  for  them 
14,685,080^.  sterling.  In  the  nine  ar- 
ticles appreciated,  there  is  an  increase 
in  price  to  the  amount  of  44,629/. ; 
and  if  you  take  the  fifteen  articles  of 
which  the  quantities  are  not  enumerated, 
and  distribute  the  appreciation  and  the 
depreciation  according  to  the  relative 
quantities  of  the  other  articles,  viz.,  six- 
sevenths  depreciated,  and  one-seventh  ap- 
preciated, there  would  be  a  further  depre- 
ciation this  year  of  175,118/.,  and  an  ap- 
preciation of  36,715^.  The  summary, 
after  allowing  for  that  operation,  is,  that 
the  exports  of  the  first  four  months  of 
1849,  which  we  were  told  exhibited  such 
satisfactory  evidence,  and  such  complete 
demonstration  of  a  revival  of  trade,  to  the 
amount  I  believe  of  a  million  and  a  half 
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sterling,  exhibits  a  positive  net  depreci- 
ation of  price  to  the  amount  of  1,738,593/. 
I  will  mention  two  or  three  of  th^  great 
items  in  which  this  depreciation  has  taken 
place.  There  has  been  a  depreciation 
upon  the  cotton  goods  exported  this  year, 
compared  with  the  prices  of  the  same 
goods  exported  in  1848,  of  646,709/.; 
upon  the  exports  of  woollen  goods,  com- 
paring 1849  with  the  exports  of  1848,  of 
295,217/.  ;  upon  linens,  upwards  of 
103,067/.;  and  upon  met.als,  upwards  of 
426,014/.  How  are  you  to  explain  these 
facts  ?  And  what  is  the  result  upon  your 
own  labourers  ?  The  result,  Sir,  is,  that 
the  English  labourer  is  now  giving  more 
labour  to  your  foreign  exports  than  he 
gave  last  year,  at  the  rate  of  ten  per  cent 
upon  those  exports.  How  do  you  account 
for  this  depreciation?  Will  you  account 
for  it  by  natural  causes,  as  you  do  some- 
times  in  debate  ?  There  are  those  who 
will  tell  me  that  the  raw  material  is  much 
cheaper  this  year  than  it  was  last  year. 
[Mr.  Bright  :  Hear,  hear!]  Why,  the 
raw  material  is  dearer !  I  will  take  the 
great  item  upon  which  the  most  extensive 
depreciation  has  taken  place — cotton — in 
the  years  1848  and  1849.  If  I  compare 
the  average  price  of  cotton  in  1849,  in  the 
first  four  months  of  the  year,  with  the 
average  price  of  cotton  in  the  year  1848,  the 
result  will  tell  immensely  in  my  favour.  I 
will  not,  however,  take  advantage  of  that 
mode  of  comparison.  I  will  take  the  average 
price  of  the  first  four  months  in  1849,  and 
compare  it  with  the  price  of  the  first  four 
months  in  1 848.  I  find,  then,  that  in  the 
first  four  months  of  1848  the  average 
price  of  cotton  of  fair  quality  was  ^\d,  per 
lb.,  and  that  in  the  first  four  months  of 
1849  it  was  nearly  4Jc/.  One  farthing  a 
pound  difference  in  the  price  of  cotton  is 
no  light  appreciation  of  value.  Yet,  even 
with  this  increase,  the  English  workmen 
have  been  obliged  to  receive  for  their  la- 
bour 646,709/.  less,  in  money,  than  they 
did  for  the  same  labour  last  year.  This  is 
a  further  detail,  which  I  think  only  con- 
firms the  melancholy  result  which  the 
whole  exportation  of  the  united  kingdom 
in  1848  exhibits.  Sir,  it  proves  that 
which  I  have  frequently  taken  occasion  in 
this  House,  with  their  indulgence,  to 
press  upon  their  consideration,  namely* 
that  you  have  made  a  mistake  as  to  the 
principle  of  profitable  interchange  between 
nations.  I  do  not  believe  the  depreciation 
is  owing  to  **  continental  convulsions."  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  attributable  to  railway 
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investments.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  in  con- 
sequence of  commercial  speculation.  I  do 
not  believe  it  is  tlie  Irisb  famine  that  has 
caused  this  declension  in  the  exchangeable 
value  of  the  Enprlish  workman's  labour.  It 
is  the  hostile  tariifs  of  foreign  nations 
which  you  liave  to  encounter,  which  no 
policy  of  yours  has  yet  modified,  and  which 
the  system  you  are  pursuing  aggravates  in 
their  consequences.  I  have  often,  Sir, 
taken  occasion  to  endeavour  to  explain  the 
principles  up<m  which  1  think,  as  a  philo- 
sophic truth,  the  theory  of  reciprocity  in 
commerce  depends:  but  hitherto  I  have 
done  that  under  all  the  disadvantages 
vrhich  any  one,  in  an  assembly  like  the 
present,  must  endure,  who  appeals  only  to 
abstract  reasoning.  But  now  I  have  prac- 
tical results  before  nie,  unfortunately  in 
the  sutferings  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  in  the  decline  of  our  wealth,  which  il- 
lustrate that  theory,  and  prove  that  those 
abstract  principles  are  borne  out  by  prac- 
tical experience  of  the  most  unquestionable 
character.  It  has,  indeed,  been  said  of 
late  that  the  principles  upon  which  the 
rciMprwity  system  is  based,  are  incon- 
tnn-ortible  as  far  as  they  go:  but  they 
only  apply  to  a  direct  trade  between  na- 
tions: and  that,  inasmuch  as  the  transac- 
tions of  the  world  are  very  little  carried  on 
by  a  direct  trade,  they  are  of  no  influence 
in  the  conduct  of  atfairs.  But,  Sir,  in  mv 
opinion  the  critics  who  are  so  prompt  to 
make  this  obsenation  are  little  acquainted 
with  the  theory  of  commercial  reciprocity. 
It  is  said,  that  if  we  meet  with  a  coun- 
tervailing duty  the  prohibitory  tariff  of 
K;:s*  a.  wo  si. all  diminish  our  n^arkct  in 
Fr;i2-:.  f.r  examrle :  and  that  by  sub- 
iv.ittirc  t.>  the  rrohibitory  tariff  of  Bus  si  a. 
o"ir  dcalir.^  in  the  produce  of  Brazil 
will  seourt-*  r.*:=;;nilanoe  and  cheapness.  But 
if  wo  go  :v'  :Vje  Braxi'.s.  British  commerce 
t*.ere  tir;!?  a  hcsiile  Tariff,  as  veil  as  in 
I^ ;; s* ■  n .  S i r,  1  do  n ,  i  i:nderst and  the  phi- 
lv"*s;.r":.v  ^r  -nriioli  wo  oari  evade  the  corse- 
r;:cr.::f  ct'  a  hostile  tnrif  in  one  qti.irter  of 
iV:"^  C  :h;^.  Vv  OT:.\::r.te:irg  a  hv'S::;e  tnriff 
-n  .<i:-..  :V:or.  In  :v.y  oriv.i^-r.  wo  can  only 
C7..\":.r:or  V  o  hos::'o  oonin-.CTcial  logisla- 
t  i :  :i  : :  *"  r;  ■  rri  o-.  «y.t  r :  os  by  c o uii t  or v ail  i r:  g 
*\::;;f>:  .'•.:; li  i  boliovo  tV.at  a  ;;:ir.cious  ar- 
t1  ". .  ;i : ; :  v.  : :'  c :•  r.  v.  i  ? r\- a i  1 : n g  c  i: : ".  os  occa  s i  on », 
rj :  I  > :• ;.  r/ :  r  t y.  i  r.  o n  rn os5 .  1  u t  chen t-::  c ss 
r.r :.  r."!  •.:r.-;.r.oc .  Tiv:n.  S::,  so  for  as 
f; -:•;:"  o;-::  iTJ^o  is  orroirvo*:,  I  will  say 
u  ::  .vo  .  i" ;:  0  r:;:^.iy'^l  o^i:>o>  if  li.e  cis- 
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which  mistakes  the  principle  upon  which 
profitable  exchange  can  take  place  between 
nations.  The  consequence  of  your  hav- 
ing adopted  those  principles  has  been  to 
render  British  labour  less  efficient,  and 
of  less  exchangeable  value;  and  the  ef- 
fect of  the  system  must  be  a  diminution 
of  profits  and  a  depression  of  wages.  If 
you  persist  in  your  system,  instead  of 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  increasing  tbeir  resources 
by  the  foreign  commerce  upon  which  you 
rely,  you  will  only  secure  further  depression 
and  further  diminution,  until  you  rednce 
our  labourers,  not  to  what  is  the  popular 
idea,  so  often  referred  to,  of  the  conti- 
nental level,  but  beneath  the  continental 
level.  The  whole  scope  and  spirit  of 
your  system  is  to  render  British  laboiv 
tributary  to  foreign  countries :  that  is 
the  result  of  contending  against  hostOe 
tariffs  with  free  imports.  I  am  obliged 
to  the  House  for  permitting  me  to  enter 
into  these  details,  necessary  to  substan- 
tiate the  position  which  I  wish  to  place 
before  them,  and  upon  which  I  hare  dwelt 
as  lightly  as  I  could.  It  is  unnecessary 
for  me  to  say,  that  holding  these  opinions 
— opinions,  as  I  think,  justified  by  stem 
facts — I  take  a  gloomy  view  of  the  aystea 
of  our  foreign  commerce.  I  cannot  look 
at  the  exports  of  the  country,  stimulated 
by  a  system  which  does  not  increase,  but 
diminish,  the  profits  of  our  labouring 
classes  and  of  our  capitalists — I  cannot, 
I  say.  look  upon  them  as  a  source  of  the 
renovation  of  the  eountnr.  Hitherto,  in 
England,  when  our  foreign  commerce  has 
been  suffering,  in  moments  of  depreasioa 
in  our  manufacturing  districts,  indostiy 
there  has  been  sustained  by  what  is  popu- 
larly calleil  *'  the  home  market.'*  I  have 
observed.  Sir.  that  a  little  confiision  sub- 
sists about  this  phrase.  It  is  one  of  rery 
common  use:  and  I  have  heard  different 
Gcr.Tlemen  use  it  in  this  House  the  samt 
night  and  in  the  same  debate,  aad  aD  ap» 
propria te  to  it  a  very  different  meaning.  I 
iiavo.  for  instsnce.  hcMid  the  faon.  G«itle- 
men  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding,  ia 
dilaiing  i:pon  the  value  of  the  home  market, 
form  his  estimate  of  it  on  the  quantity  o£ 
&rti(]os  of  foreign  import  consmaed  by  the 
agricnhur&l  classes.  He  has  SMd,  **  a  nil- 
iion  of  y  V  ur  pcTiSants.  two  or  three  knndrsd 
thousand  farmers,  and  a  few  pmprieCon, 
h.-^evcr  gro.^t  may  be  their  eonsamplM 
of  :.rtic::s  of  foreign  import — what  csa 
the  cc:. sumption  of  such  limited  dassei 
I>e  c:'.:-.r>&.*\^i  with  the  demands  of  Am  £i^ 
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ferent   nations   of    the   world  ?'*     [Hear, 
hear !  ]    And   that   has   been  very    much 
cheered  by  all  the  hon.  Gentleman's  friends. 
But  that  is  not  my  idea  of  what  is  called 
**  the   home   market."     I   do  not  under- 
value  the  power   of   consumption  of   the 
various   classes    which   form   the    landed 
interest ;    but  I  think  it  is  of  great  im- 
portance   we   should   have    correct   ideas 
upon    the  subject.     I    will   endeavour   to 
place  before  the  House  what  in  my  opin- 
ion constitutes  the  homo  market,  and  the 
influence  it  exercises  upon  our  producers. 
I    shall   put   it   before    the    House    upon 
a  great  authority — one  with  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  not,  I  think,  quar- 
rel— the  authority  of  an  eminent  political 
economist;  and,  more  than  that,  of  a  pro- 
fessor of  political  economy.     It  is  that  of 
a  gentleman  holding  a  high  official  situa- 
tion, who,  with  great  ability,  and  with  a 
schooled  intellect,  has  generalised  upon  a 
greater  quantity  of  data   connected  with 
rural  life  than  any  other  individual.     It  is 
the  authority  of  one  of  the  tithe  commis- 
sioners— Professor  Jones.     I  do  not  know 
that  this  question  has  ever  been  put  with 
greater  clearness  and  felicity  than  in  Pro- 
fessor Jones  *s  work  upon  Bent,     He  lays 
it  down  there  as  a  principle,  that  what  are 
called  the  agricultural  classes,  after  reserv- 
ing from  their  produce  all  that  is  neces- 
sary for  their  own  consumption,  have  left  to 
them  for  barter  with  the  non-agricultural 
classes  a  sum  equivalent  to  100,000,000/. 
sterling.     I    should   think  that  is  not  an 
exaggerated  estimate,  because  it  is  much 
under   many   popular   estimates   that  are 
flying  about.     I  take,  then,  the  estimate 
of  Professor  Jones;  and  Professor  Jones 
says  that,  in  times  of  what  are  called  agri- 
cultural distress,    when   the   farmers   are 
scared  with   losses,   it   is  a  very  easy,  a 
very  common,  and  an  almost  impercepti- 
ble thing,    for    them,   by  diminishing  the 
quantity  of  labour  employed,  and  by  vari- 
ous modes  of  farming,  to  reduce  the  cost 
of  production  25  per  cent.     And  he  ob- 
serves that  the  natural  consequence  is,  in 
due  time,  that  their  production  is  also  re- 
duced  in   the  same   rate,  and   that  then 
they  bring  into  the  market  to  barter  with 
the    non-agricultural    classes,    instead    of 
100,000,000^.  only  75,000,000/.     If  that 
be  a  correct  view  of  Professor  Jones,  let 
us   see  what    must    be    the    eflect    upon 
our  social    state    from    the    present   cir- 
cumstances of   the   lauded    interest.      It 
appears  by  the  report  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  that  the  average  price  of 


wheat  for  the  last  ten  years  is  Bomething 
under  60s. — in  fact  it  is  595.  lOJrf.     It 
appears  by  the  last  return,  that  the  average 
price  of  wheat  now  in  England  is  44^.  6a. , 
being  a  reduction  of  26  per  cent.     We  are 
very  well  supplied,  if  not  early  enough,  at 
least  ultimately,  with  correct  information 
as  to  our  foreign  trade;  and  we  can,  with 
due  research,  generally  form  accurate  con- 
ceptions of  the  extent  of  our  commerce. 
But  we  have  no  statistics  whatever  as  to 
our  home  trade.     We  have  no  information 
as  to  what  is  going  on,  in  homely  phrase, 
"under   our  own  nose;'*  and  it  is  only 
by  taking  general  views  from  these  broad 
facts,  that  we   have  any  thing  to   guide 
us.     Professor  Jones,  then,  considers  that 
a  reduction  of  25  per  cent  in   the  cost 
of  production  sends  only  75,000,000/.  of 
produce     into     the    market,    instead    of 
100,000,000/.,  to  barter  between  the  ag- 
ricultural and  the  non-agricultural  classes. 
I  have  shown  you  there  is  depression  in  the 
value  of  agricultural  produce  at  this  mo- 
ment amounting  not  only  to  25  per  cent, 
but  to  26  per  cent.     Well,  what  is  taking 
place  in  England  ?     Why,  that  diminution 
of  the  home  market,  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much,  to  the  amount  of  twenty- 
five  millions  sterling  per  annum — ^a  dimi- 
nution equal  to  half  the  amount  of  your 
whole  foreign  exports,  and  independent  of 
the  reduction  of  demand  among  the  agri* 
cultural  classes  for  your  foreign  imports. 
It  is   this  which  has    paralysed  the  pro- 
vincial  towns  of  the  country  ;   ay,  more 
than  that,  which  has  filled  even  this  great 
and   wealthy  metropolis  with   embarrass- 
ment and  ruin.     That,  then,  is  the  se- 
cond  great    cause   to  which   I   attribute 
this  deterioration  in  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  England.     This  is  the  second 
great   cause   which    has    diminished   the 
means  of  employment  of  the  great  mass  of 
the  labouring  population  at  a  fair  rate  of 
profitable  wages.    This  is  the  second  great 
cause  that  has  made  the  ablebodied  pau- 
pers of  this  country  increase  between  1846 
and  the  present  time  74  per  cent.     And 
what  consolation  have  we  for  this  depres* 
sion  in  price,  and  for  this  diminution  in 
our  home  market  ?     It  is  not  pleasing  to 
enter  into  controversy  upon  the  subject; 
and  I  am  not  going  to  ofler  you  any  argu- 
ments of  my  own  relative  to  it.     I  will 
only  refer  you  to  authentic  tables  which  I 
hope  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite  will  admit 
without  hesitation,  and  particularly   hon. 
Gentlemen   who  are   going   to   move   an 
Amendment  to  my  Motion.      Here  is  % 
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table  fiiniihlioil  by  tho  Poor  Law  Com- 
mi^sioners*  of  seven  years  in  whicli  the 
price  of  wheat  was  liiglicat  in  Eri^lantl, 
and  of  seven  years  in  which  the  price  uf 
wheat  was  lowest  in  England;  anil  it  ap- 
pcara  hy  their  return  tliat  raoro  wn3 
expended  in  support  of  the  poor  in  the 
seven  years  when  wheat  was  lowest  tlian 
in  the  seven  vears  when  it  was  higliest, 
by  upwarih  of  200,000?.  Nor  should  it 
he  forgotten,  ns  the  Poor  Law  Cotnmis- 
Bioners  remark,  that  the  sum  of  money 
e.Tpended  when  provisions  are  loweBt,  ar- 
gues a  mneh  greater  amount  expended 
upon  the  poor  than  tlio  sum  of  monc)' 
expcmleil  when  provisions  are  higliest. 
This  fact  appears  in  page  Gl  of  the  last 
report  of  the  Poor  Law  CommifiRioners — a 
doeument  worthy  of  the  greatest  attention, 
and  containing  in  it  no  tnhlc  of  more  in- 
terest than  tho  present.  AVhether  it  he  an 
accidental  oecurrenco  in^^tead  of  an  econo- 
mical lnv,\  I  pretend  not  to  discnsa  at  t\m 
raoment,  though  I  suspect,  if  we  entered 
into  the  discussion,  the  result  wonld  not  be 
very  satisfactory  to  hon.  Gentlcuicn  oppo- 
site. The  groat  fact^  however,  reiimins — 
that,  tflkiJig  tho  seven  years  in  which  the 
price  of  wheat  was  highest,  and  the  seven 
yenra  in  which  it  was  lowest,  a  much  larger 
sum  was  expended  upon  the  poor  in  the 
latter  thiin  in  the  former  years.  [Mr. 
Hdme  :  What  are  the  years  ?]  They  will 
be  found  at  page  64  of  the  I'cior  Law  Com- 
miBaioners*  last  report.  The  eoven  years 
in  which  the  price  of  wheat  was  higliest 
were  the  folhiwini?  :— LS39,  1840,  ImI, 
1848.  1842,  1847,  183S;  and  the  seven 
Tears  in  which  tlio  price  was  luwest  were 
1836, 18.%5/l845,  1844,  18:17,  1840,  and 
1843.  By  the  indulgence  of  the  House  1 
will  advance  one  step  further  in  this  sad 
anal v sis,  I  have  shown  you  what  c licet 
the  diminution  of  your  foreign  trade  has 
bad  upon  the  condition  of  the  people, 
and  what  little  hope  you  havi-  of  increas- 
ing tho  profits  of  that  trade,  I  have 
shown  you  what  effect  the  decline  of  the 
home  marlcet  and  the  withdrawal  of  its 
beneficial  inHnenco  has  had  tipon  the  great 
body  of  the  people.  I  now  come  to  a  third 
cause  of  the  existing  distress.  The  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  in  the  report  to  which 
I  have  reforrcd,  attribute  tho  increase  of 
pauperism  in  LS48  to  manufacturing  de- 
pression and  to  immigration  into  England 
from  Ireland.  Now,  I  ask  the  House  to 
answ^er  this  question — why  has  there  been 
immigration  from  Ireland  into  England  ? 
Has  it  been  the  consequence  of  the  partial , 


{COMMONS}  the  Nation.  1160 

famine  of  which  wo  have  beard  so  much; 
or  is  it  not  rather  the  consequence  of  tho 
poHoy  whicli  the  Government  have  pur- 
sued in  consequence  of  that  famine?  What 
was  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland  when  its  almost  bopclcas 
state  was  placed  before  them  ?  The  pa- 
tient was  in  a  state  of  exhaustion,  and  the 
physician  had  reconrse  to  a  system  of  de- 
pletion. Instead  of  stimulating  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country  by  the  sanction  of 
the  JState,  instead  of  grappling  with  the 
question  of  emigration »  for  which  tho  oc- 
casion was  then  sin£,^ularly  opportune, 
all  that  the  Government  did  was  to  ad- 
minister a  poor-law,  so  ingeniously  ex- 
haustive in  its  cliaracter  that  it  has  suc' 
ceeded  almost  in  resolving  society  tbere 
into  its  original  elements*  It  called  upon 
the  proprietors  of  Ireland  to  make  tlie 
greatest  efforts  and  tho  greatest  sacriGcea^ 
when  only  a  short  time  before  it  had  de- 
prived the  land  of  Ireland  of  the  aurest 
and  most  extensive  market  for  its  produce. 
I  my  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government, 
in  consef|ueuce  of  the  state  of  Ireland,  to 
have  encountered  the  question  of  emigra- 
tion. I  8fty  B0|  because,  as  Htatesnieii, 
they  ought  to  have  known  it  was  impos- 
sible to  evade  the  question,  and  that  tho 
question  wonhl  arise  whatever  might  bo 
tho  opinion  of  the  Cabinet.  What  has  hap- 
pened in  Ireland  ?  The  question  has  arisen. 
But  instead  of  a  Government  emigration, 
you  have  had  a  spontaneous  emigration; 
instead  of  an  emigration  which^  by  the  aid 
of  the  State,  would  have  sent  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  paupers  to  a  land  which  they 
might  have  cultivated,  you  have  had  a 
spontaneous  emigration,  and  only  spon- 
taneous because  it  was  an  emigration 
of  those  who  left  their  country  because 
tliey  were  determined  to  save  that  which 
they  possessed.  1  ask  you  what  you  think 
of  such  a  policy  as  that?  Ireland,  three 
years  ago,  was  like  a  poor  man  struggling 
against  entering  the  workhouse;  Ireland  js 
now  a  contented  pauper.  The  demoralisa- 
tion is  complete  ;  and  the  very  individual 
who  three  years  ago  wonld  have  accepted  a 
very  little  aid  to  liave  gone  to  Canada  or 
Australia,  now  looks  upon  himself  as  a  re- 
cipient for  life  of  tho  Government  dole. 
He  has  lost  all  self-reliance,  which  it  has 
been  the  ol>jcct  of  your  legislation  avow- 
edly to  create.  Thou,  Sir,  I  ask  you  why 
has  there  been  this  emigration  from  Ire- 
land ?  In  my  opinion  it  has  been  from 
the  incnnsi.^tent  and  feeble  policy  of  Her 
Majesty  *s  Ministers.     Sir,  this  is  the  third 
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reason  why  tlie  pauperism  of  England  is 
increased — this  is  the  third  cause  wliy 
there  has  been  ft  deterioration  in  the  state 
of  this  nation.  I  have  now,  Sir,  sketched 
— I  fear  at  too  great  a  length,  hut  at  the 
aaiue  time  with  more  brevity  than  ao  so- 
lemn a  sulijeet  requires— the  internal  euii- 
dition  of  the  country,  as  regards  its  foreign 
trade,  as  regards  its  agricultural  condition » 
08  regnrda  the  state  uf  Ireland.  1  can 
touch,  indeed,  but  lightly  upon  this  great 
theme;  hut  there  are  many  Cienllemen  to 
follow  me,  who,  1  douht  not,  will  enter  into 
details,  npon  a  subject  of  such  absorbing 
interest.  But  are  yon  Gurprised,  Sir,  that 
when  your  foreign  eoinmeree  is  declining 
—when  your  agricultural  interest  is  se- 
verely injured — when  Ireland  is  so  mis- 
governed that  she  is  pouriug  her  pauperB 
into  Liverpool  like  some  wild  nation  that 
appeared  at  the  fall  of  the  Roman  empire 
— are  you  surprised,  1  asiv,  at  the  eonse- 
quenees  that  have  occurred  ?  And  now^ 
Sir,  let  me  inquire  what — amid  all  these 
calamities  —  amid  this  almost  nuiversal 
fiufferiug,  having  to  sup]>ort  Ireland  as  a 
public  pauper,  with  manufacturing  depres- 
sion and  agricultural  districts — what  has 
been  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  the 
management  of  our  finances  ?  Did  they  pre- 
pare f 0 r  t h e  com i n g  s to rin  ?  T li ey  weie  1  e ft 
with  a  well-lilled  exchequer;  they  support- 
ed Ireland  by  loans,  and  therefore  that  was 
not  a  reason  why  the  exehei|uer  should  be 
empty.  Tlicy  met  Parliament  only  a  year 
ago,  in  the  midst  of  all  these  misfortuneia 
—in  the  midst  of  all  these  European  con-^ 
vulsions,  of  which  wv  have  heard  so  much 
— in  the  midst  of  the  crash  of  that  eommcr* 
cial  speculation  which  they  had  Ptimulated 
— in  the  midst  of  the  disasters  of  Ireland 
—in  the  midst  of  all  the  catalogue  of  evilif 
which  will  occur  to  every  one  whom  I  am 
addressing,  tliey  met  Parliament.  And 
did  they  come  with  any  pro])0.=!itiun  at  all 
consiatenfc  with  our  depressed  and  embar- 
rassed state  ?  Upon  the  contrary,  increas- 
ed expenditure  was  the  proposition  placed 
before  the  House;  and,  strange  to  say,  in- 
creased  taxation  was  iIil'  remedy*  N(i 
Gentleman  can  have  forgotten  the  financial 
campaigns  of  last  year — they  dwell  upon 
the  memory;  or  if  for  a  moment  we  forget 
them,  our  misfortunes  make  ihem  perpetu- 
ally recur.  Tho  hon.  (rentlcmou  the  if  em- 
ber fur  Montrose  has  got  a  tinancial  Amend- 
ment ready  for  to-night*  The  hon.  (ieii- 
tlemau  belongs  to  a  school  who  professed 
to  procure  such  increased  prosperity  for 
Kngland  three  years  ago.    My  hou.  Friend 


is  the  leader  of  those  prophets  of  statis- 
tical CL'lchrity   who   ofl'ered   their  inspired 
con^putatious  for  the  future  renovation  of 
the  country — the  men  who  told  us  that, 
inde]»cndently  of  the  groat  prnlits  we  were 
to  receive  from  tlie  enlarged   nuirkets   of 
the  world  that  were  to  be  opened  to  us, 
wo  were  to  acquire,  in  sheer  domestic  econ- 
omy, at  least  i\00n,O0O/,  a  week  by  the 
repeal  of  the  corn  laws.     Wliy,  Sir,  my 
liun.  Frieml  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  him- 
self, to  come  forward  with  his  petty  sav- 
ings,  and    his   cheeseparing  policy,    after 
those  visions  of  El  Durado  in  which  he  in-^ 
dulged  some  years  ago*     The  Amendment 
is  in  its  very  language  a  verdict  against 
the  system  of  wliicli  he  has  been  so  long  an 
npholder.    Uow  does  ho  describe  those  great 
changes  of  which  he  was  the  ardent  sup- 
porter—those gvntai  changes  that  were  to 
accomplish  such  certain  and  such  instanta- 
neous benefit  ?     lie  says  that  **  they  have 
a.   tendency '' — letting    the    delusion    drop 
witii  gentleness,  and  parting  i\mn  his  errors 
witli  that  amiability  alwa^^s  charaeteristio 
of  him — he  snya  that  in  his  opinion  thej 
have  a  tendency  to  gradually  improve  our 
trade,  couimerce.  and  agncultnre,  but  that 
althongii  this  be  so,  tho  present  state  of 
tlie  nation  denuiads  tiuaucial  rcfom^.     We 
are  told  that  the  moat  rigid  economy  must 
ho  maintained,  and  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  party  are  the  only  persons  who  can 
carry  it  into  elfect.     Wc  on  this  side  of 
the  lluuso  are  taunted  with  not  supporting 
them  and  their  plans.     Why,  Sir,  what  we 
have  seen  of  tlieir  schemes  is  not,  it  must 
be  confessed,   very  encouraging   to  us  to 
folkiw  tliem.     If  we  had  observed  their  pre- 
vious plaus  attended  with  more  success,  we 
might  have  received  their  ji resent  projioai- 
tion  with  greater  favour.     But  1  mnst  pro- 
test against  the  hon*  Gentlcnmn  hnlding  up 
Gentlemen  upon  this  side  of  the  House  as 
the  advocates  of  ejttravagant  expenditure* 
I   agreed   with    my  late   hunentcd  friend. 
Lord  George  Bentinck,  when  he  told  the 
llmise  of  Commons  that  if  they  persisted 
in   these    nieosures,   he  would    support  a 
reduction   in    tho   public    expenditure    of 
twenty-five  per  cent.     Troceed.      Persist 
in  your  scliemes;  let  those  in  and  those 
out    of     this     Ilouse    decide     npon     pro- 
ceeding with  those  schemes,  and   I  shall 
support  these  reductions,    not   merely   as 
a  matter    of   duty,   but  as    a   matter   of 
necessity*     But  1  will  not  act  until  your 
tchenies  are  consummated.     You  brought 
them  forward  as  an  exporiment.     As  an 
experiment  1  analyse  and  criticise  ihcm. 
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governs,  as  contained  in  the  blae  book  lately 
arrived,  and  just  delivered  to  Members? 
lie  says  that  the  planters  of  Jamaica  have 
before  them  **  a  blank  prospect  of  hopeless 
ruin/'  That,  then,  was  the  first  great 
measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
What  effect  has  it  had  ?  It  has  had  this 
effect — that,  according  to  the  opinion  of 
Dr.  Lushington,  it  has  given  the  greatest 
possible  stimulus  to  the  slave  trade;  and 
this  appears  before  us,  that  the  amount  of 
slaves  at  this  moment  exported  from  their 
native  country  is  exactly  the  same  as  it 
was  when  the  slave  trade  was  carried  on 
uninterruptedly  by  all  the  nations  of  Eu- 
rope. Those  are  facts,  and  they  show 
that  the  effect  of  the  Government  measure 
has  been  to  ruin  the  colonies  and  stimn- 
late  the  slave  trade.  Is  this  a  policy  which 
the   people   of  Eufrland   ara  prepared  to 


11«3  Hiatiiof 

Y«ti,  M  an  experinicnt  only,  vindicate  and 

d«fnnd»thrm.     I  will  not  n^jreo  that  they 

aro  nn»on>(     to  use  tho  politiral  slang  of 

thrt    day  -iirp<»tnpliHlied    farts.       I    rosiut 

tliiMU  an  Hueh;   and  I  beli«^ve    -I  firmly  bc- 

Ijpvo-  thnt  WH  MUch  the  great  body  of  the 

pi»oplo  will  ultinia!<»ly  refuse  thcni.     I  fllmll 

not  ihoivfon*  join  in  your  plan  of  retrench- 

n«M»t    until   tiie   doom  f»f   this  eountry  is 

Hoaled.  thut   1m.  until   it    is  elmiiixed   from 

a  llrstnito    nu>nnrehy    into  a  soeond-nite 

ri'puhlie.       Sir.     1     have    examined    the 

stato  of   tho    nation    ns    regards    its    fo- 

nMgu  oon\moreo,   as    reijards   its    agrieul- 

twral    intoirstH,   as   n^ganls   the    state  of 

In'land  and  the  iMfeets  of  the  poliey  that 

ban  Ihvu  pursued  by  tho  (lovernmeiit  to- 

wartU  livlrtud,  and  as  n\!rrt»**ls  tho  conduct 

br  tho  Govornmont  of  tho  tinaneial  con- 

cims*  of  tho  country.     I  Iwvo  shown  in  tho 

ia»t  item  of  considorntion  tlijit  the  surplus  I  sanction  i      Are  we — are   even    the    hon. 

which  thcv   iuhoritcd  t'nM\j  other  Govern-    Gentlemen  opposite — prepared  to  sanction 


monts  has  Invn  contorted  into  ;\  dotioicney 
of  a  »imib\r  amount:  and  1  need  not  again 
rt'mind  tho  House  of  V'ommons  that  that 


and  support  such  a  policy  t  But  their 
whole  colonial  administration  forma  the 
darkest   page  in  the   hi!^toIT  of  the   Go- 


dot5cionov  was  only  terminated  by  the  in-  j  vomn.ent.      It  records  alike  a  fatal  policy 


t<>rlVrcnco  of  the  House  of  i.\»r,ir.u^::s  m 
iK^"  administration  ot"  tV.e  oov.v.try.  I  shall 
tt,>w  mm  to  another  }v.^:i  of  tao  sul»;:v:. 
In  former  time*  Kujiland  w;is  wont  t.»  '..^,'k 
with  sati*faoJion.  iis  a  <ov,t\v  ofpow^r  ..:;.: 
^*aUh ,  to  V,cr  co '  ^''v. ios .  ^V  V.;; . ,  v.  .* w .  i  > : :: o 
Stat  0  of  tb  osc  *v^.  ov.  :cs  *  ^^■  i;  a  t  v-  V.  a  v  co  -  a  > 
laion  p**ot^  in  V  ur  o/.  :v.«;  :\  »^:\'v^<  svyo 
tb<*  csw. w, c :^vv.:  0 r. :  »*  t  :  1'  o  >  c ::  r  ',  >  -?  /  "    T V.  ;* 


and  a  vexatious  administration.  No  sooner 
iiavo  tho<e  sucrar  coluuies  been  mined — no 
soor.er  an?  they  loft,  nccordiog  to  Sir  C. 
Grt\v,  10  tho  blank  prospect  of  bopelesi 
rui'.; — no  s^vTicr.  in  the  words  of  Dr.  Lusb- 
in^^t.n.  has  their  doath-V'.ov  been  dealt  to 
tho::; — ar.d  hero,  remember,  that  I  am 
oiiir.c   cr.'.v  the   testimoTiT  of  Gentlemen 
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;;•*  ur  \  i  >c  cir." -r.:s>:ir.«**.  as  the  last  effort 
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as  if  the  war  at  the  Cape  did  not  offer 
suiEcient  scope  for  the  e:cpenditure  of  their 
energies.  And  were  these  trifling  interests, 
even  in  a  merely  commercial  view,  with 
which  the  Government  has  thus  tampered  ? 
I  must  refrain  from  dwelling  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  yet  I  must  remind  the  House, 
that  in  the  article  of  calicoes  alone — that 
branch  of  our  commerce  for  which  it  ap- 
pears we  are  bound  to  sacrifice  every- 
thing else — the  colonies  have  taken  during 
the  sixteen  years  from  1831  to  1846 
315,000,000  of  yards  more  than  all  the 
rest  of  the  world.  Sir,  I  have  heard 
it  alleged  that  we  have  been,  by  reason  of 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Government, 
happily  free  from  those  convulsions  which 
have  lately  agitated  foreign  States.  But 
I  want  to  know  whether  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to  fo- 
reign Powers  has  not  itself  been  one  of 
the  principal  causes  of  those  continental 
convulsions?  When  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment acceded  to  power,  they  appeared 
to  have  adopted  a  system  contrary  to  that 
of  their  predecessors.  We  suddenly  found. 
Sir,  Her  Majesty '»  Government  in  apparent 
communication  with  the  discontented  party 
in  every  State — with  that  party  which  is 
sometimes  called  the  Liberal  party,  but 
which  mainly  consists  of  secret  societies, 
stimulated  and  organised  by  an  emigrant 
nobility.  What,  Sir,  was  the  consequence 
of  this  ?  A  great  convulsion  occurred  in 
Europe.  I  will  not  now  stop  to  inquire 
whether  that  convulsion  in  any  degree  was 
caused  by  the  policy  of  our  Government. 
It  might  not  be  a  difHcult  task.  But  all  I 
will  say  is,  that  when  the  hour  arrived,  and 
the  influence  of  England  might  have  been 
exercised  to  appease  the  discontents  and 
settle  the  difficulties  which  existed  in 
Europe,  England  was  left  without  the 
power  of  so  doing,  because  she  was  re- 
cognised only  as  the  handmaid  and  col- 
league of  the  discontented  in  every  coun- 
try, who,  thinking  they  were  supported  by 
England,  took  every  opportunity  of  exhi- 
biting their  violence  and  demonstrating 
their  weakness.  All  the  great  Ministers 
of  Europe — who,  whatever  may  have  been 
their  errors,  were  at  least  the  representa- 
tives of  the  great  principle  of  order — were 
treated  by  our  Government  as  if  they  had 
been  personal  enemies  ;  and  the  Girtzots, 
the  Metternichs,  the  Narvaezes,  and  the 
Colettis,  were  passed  over  as  if  they  were 
of  no  consideration  in  the  conduct  of  our 
foreign  transactions.  But  the  most  cu- 
rious thing  of  all  is,  that  the  party  with 


which  our  Government  seems  always  to 
have  communicated,  has  never  produced 
a  man  capable  of  regulating  public  af<* 
fairs.  What,  therefore,  has  been  the  con- 
sequence ?  Not  only  that  the  great  influ- 
ence which  England  once  exercised  on  the 
Continent  could  no  longer  be  wielded  to 
preserve  peace  or  to  prevent  those  compli- 
cations and  convulsions  of  which  we  hear 
BO  much,  but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
appear  to  have  failed  in  every  object  which 
they  assumed  as  worthy  of  attainment  by 
a  Government.  I  will  take  the  case  of 
Italy  as  a  complete  illustration  of  the 
principle  and  the  effect  of  their  policy. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  so 
persuaded  that  the  Austrians  could  not 
hold  their  position  in  Italy,  that  they 
agreed  that  a  new  Power  should  assume 
the  lead  in  that  part  of  the  world; 
and  the  King  of  Sardinia  was  the  person 
fixed  upon.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  so  satisfied  that  the  Pope  had  only 
to  indulge  his  reforming  schemes  to  secure 
his  authority,  that  they  supported  the  re- 
form policy  of  the  Pope.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  so  convinced  that  the 
King  of  Naples  could  not  hold  his  own, 
that  they  were  hunting  all  over  Europe 
for  another  King  to  sit  upon  his  throne. 
But  what  have  been  the  results?  Aus- 
tria is  paramount  in  the  north  of  Italy, 
and  the  King  of  Sardinia  is  now  little 
more  than  a  humble  ally  of  Austria.  The 
Pope  is  not  in  Rome — but  the  French 
are.  The  King  of  Naples  is  King  of  the 
Two  Sicilies  still.  And  now,  Sir,  with 
what  face  could  our  Ministers  come  to  the 
Courts  of  Austria  or  Naples  to  tender 
their  councils  and  exercise  the  just  influ- 
ence of  England,  when  those  sovereigns 
know  full  well  that  it  was  entirely  owing 
to  their  own  conduct  that  they  have  not 
lost  their  thrones — that  if  the  policy  of 
our  Government  had  been  successful,  they 
would  probably  have  been  emigrants  to  this 
country,  as  some  other  sovereigns  had 
been  before  them  ?  We  have  a  fine  illus- 
tration of  how  ill-informed  the  Govern- 
ment were  of  the  real  state  of  Europe,  in 
their  conduct  as  regards  Spain,  when  they 
instructed  the  British  Minister  at  that  Court 
to  advise  the  Prime  Minister  to  resign. 
Here,  again,  what  has  been  the  result  ? 
The  British  Minister  is  no  longer  at  the 
Spanish  Court,  but  the  same  Prime  Minis- 
ter exercises  authority  at  Madrid.  Our 
commerce,  it  appears,  suffers  from  these 
continental  convulsions.  I  hear  lamenta- 
tions and  complaints  about  blockades  of 
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the  Elbe.  But  when  a  year  ago,  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  matter, 
and  when  I  told  the  evils  that  must  inevi- 
tably accrue  to  our  commerce  in  conse- 
quence of  the  state  of  Denmark,  I  could 
not  find  a  single  Gentleman  of  the  Man- 
chester school  to  support  me.  On  the 
contrary,  when  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  subject,  in  no 
hostile  spirit,  but  solely  to  give  them  an 
opportunity  of  exercising  a  salutary  in- 
fluence on  the  Continent,  and  when  I 
said  that  we  were  bound  by  treaties  to 
exercise  that  influence  to  prevent  conse- 
quences which  might  be  fatal  to  the  peace 
of  Europe  and  to  the  interests  of  our  com- 
merce, an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ac- 
cused me  of  trying  to  stimulate  a  war  in 
Europe.  I  hesitate  not  to  say  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  then  acted  as 
they  ought,  they  might  have  prevented 
these  blockades.  It  is  difficult,  indeed, 
to  understand  why  they  have  not  long 
before  been  terminated.  One  is  almost 
tempted  to  give  credit  to  the  ludicrous 
stories  current  m  the  German  papers  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  these  negotiations 
are  carried  on :  that  a  Member  of  our  Go- 
Temment  who  has  this  department  under 
his  care,  and  who  is  a  vigilant  adminis- 
trator of  the  duties  of  his  office,  writes 
a  despatch  to  Berlin  so  decided,  that  the 
most  satisfactory  consequences  must  be 
immediate  and  inevitable;  but  then,  they 
say,  unfortunately,  the  same  post — 1  will 
not  say  the  same  courier — carries  a  de- 
spatch from  the  Prussian  Minister  in  this 
country,  in  which  he  says,  **  Don't  mind 
the  threats  of  the  Foreign  Secretary,  for 
his  Colleagues  are  resolved  that  he  shall 
do  nothing."  These  trifles  indicate  the 
temper  in  which  the  administration  of  our 
foreign  atfuirs  is  viewed  abroad;  and  really 
if  the  story  were  true,  it  would  explain 
many  things  that  are  perplexing.  But, 
Sir,  if  I  make  observations  of  this  kind, 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  rise  and  say — we 
preserve  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  that 
is  enough  for  you.  And  yet  at  this  mo- 
ment Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
influence  in  any  part  of  the  world  except 
at  Paris.  And  that  is  their  great  boast. 
But  they  have  not  more  influence  at 
Paris  than  their  predecessors  had.  1 
cannot,  indee^i,  conceive  the  possibility  of 
any  Government  not  in  corilial  under- 
standing with  the  French  Govenunent. 
It  is  a  consequence  of  the  state  of  Europe, 
and  of  the  relative  situation  of  the  two 
countries.     I  give,  therefore,  tJ  Her  Ma- 


jesty's Government  all  credit  for  cberish- 
ing  that  good  understanding  with  the 
Government  of  Franco  which  every  other 
Government  in  this  country  must  and  will 
maintain.  But  I  contend  that  a  good  un- 
derstanding with  the  French  GoTemment, 
is  no  compensation  for  a  bad  understand- 
ing with  every  other  country.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  besides  having  that 
good  understanding  with  the  French  Go- 
vernment which  their  predecessors  equally 
enjoyed,  and  which  every  Administration 
of  this  country  must  cherish,  ought  to 
be  in  a  position  to  exercise  the  just  in- 
fluence of  England  in  every  country  of  En- 
rope.  But  in  what  Court  or  country  in 
Europe,  I  will  ask,  are  the  Government 
to  be  supposed  now  to  exercise  influ- 
ence ?  Every  Court  in  Europe  knows 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  hare  been 
the  patrons  and  the  colleagues  of  the  pro- 
moters of  disturbance  in  eveiy  part  of  the 
world.  We  have  encouraged  movement  in 
every  part  of  Europe;  but  the  moment  the 
insurrectionary  parties  acted,  and  in  con- 

!  sequence  of  our  antecedent  encouragement 
called  upon  us  to  support  them.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  wiUidrew.  They  with- 
drew from  the  Sicilian  rcvolters,  and  they 
withdrew  from  what  is  called  the  liberal 
party  in  Spain.  They  have  in  every  in- 
stance— from  what  cause  I  pretend  not  to 
divine — taken  care  not  to  accomplish  that 
which  their  words  led  their  friends  to  sup- 
pose they  would  achieve.     I  have   somc- 

..  times  listened  to  those  who  would  per- 
suade themselves  that  the  foreign  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  a  hold 
and  fortunate  policy;  but  in  my  opinion  it 
has  been  neither  brave  nor  successful.  It 
h.as  diminished  the  influence  of  this  coun- 
try in  foreign  States  to  an  extent  that  was 
never  known  before.  It  has  never  in  any 
instance  preserved  our  commerce  from  the 
consequences  of  those  convulsions  of  which 
the  Government  arc  perpetually  reminding 
us,  and  which  they  perpetually  profess  to 
deplore.     Sir,  I  have  now  attempted — but 

.  more  imperfectly  than  I  could  desire— to 
draw  the  attention  of  this  House  to  the 
state  of  the  country  in  all  its  principal  re- 
lations. The  canvas  is  so  wide  that  it  has 
been  to  me  almost  impossible  to  do  more 
than  merely  sketch  the  chief  features. 
But  #  have  endeavoured,  without  exagge- 
ration, and  relying   upon  documenta  the 

'■  accuracy  of  which  cannot  and  will  not  be 
impugned,  to  lay  before  the  House  m  fair 
and  impartial  statement  of  our  positiim. 
I   will  not  for  one  moment  pretend  that 
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what  I  deem  to  be  our  calamitous  condition 
is  to  be  ascribed  to  any  one  particular 
cause.  I  am  ready  to  admit,  that  in  the 
complicated  transactions  of  a  great  country 
like  this,  and  in  a  period  of  time  which  in 
this  rapid  age  of  events  cannot  be  con- 
sidered a  brief  one,  many  conjunctures 
and  casualties  must  occur  which  the  pre- 
science of  no  statesman  could  have  fore- 
seen, and  some  of  which  the  power  of 
no  Minister  could  remedy.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  look  upon  the  Irish 
famine  as  a  Cabinet  measure.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say — taking  a  general,  but  I  be- 
lieve not  an  incomplete,  view  of  the  whole 
course  of  the  Government,  and  of  the 
events  which  have  happened  within  the 
last  three  years — that  I  do  recognise  one 
predominant  cause  to  which  I  attribute  the 
greater  part  of  our  calamities — and  tbat  is 
our  legislation.  Some  three  years  or  more 
ago,  as  it  appears  to  me,  we  thought  fit  to 
change  the  principle  upon  which  the  eco- 
nomic system  of  this  country  had  been 
previously  based.  Hitherto  this  countr}' 
had  been,  as  it  were,  divided  into  a  hier- 
archy of  industrial  classes,  each  one  of 
which  was  open  to  all,  but  in  each  of 
which  every  Englishman  was  taught  to 
believe  that  he  occupied  a  position  better 
than  the  analogous  position  of  individuals 
of  his  order  in  any  other  country  in  the 
w^orld.  For  example,  the  British  merchant 
was  looked  on  as  the  most  creditable,  the 
wealthiest,  and  the  most  trustworthy  mer- 
chant in  the  world;  the  English  farmer 
ranked  as  the  most  skilful  agriculturist — 
a  fact  proved  by  his  obtaining  a  greater 
amount  of  produce  from  the  soil  than  any 
farmer  in  Europe  or  America;  while  the 
English  manufacturer  was  acknowledged 
as  the  most  skilful  and  successful,  without 
a  rival  in  ingenuity  and  enterprise.  So 
with  the  British  sailor — the  name  was  a 
proverb,  and  chivalry  was  confessed  to  have 
found  a  last  resort  in  the  breast  of  a  British 
officer.  It  was  the  same  in  our  learned 
professions.  Our  physicians  and  lawyers 
held  higher  positions  than  those  in  other 
countries.  I  have  heard  it  stated  that 
the  superiority  of  these  classes  was  ob- 
tained at  the  cost  of  the  last  class  of  the 
hierarchy — at  the  cost  of  the  labouring 
population  of  the  country.  But  although 
I  have  heard  in  this  House  something  of 
the  periodical  sufferings  of  that  class,  as  if 
every  class  had  not  its  period  of  suffering 
— although  I  have  heard  in  this  House 
epochs  referred  to  of  great  distress,  as  if 
the   instances    were   not   exceptional  —  1 


know  of  no  great  community  existing 
since,  I  will  say,  the  fall  of  the  Roman 
empire,  where  the  working  population 
have  been,  upon  the  whole,  placed  in  so 
advantageous  a  position  as  the  working 
classes  of  England.  I  speak  not  of  their 
civil  rights,  which  are  superior  to  those 
which  princes  enjoy  in  other  countries — I 
speak  simply  of  their  material  position — I 
say  they  have  had  a  greater  command  over 
the  necessaries  of  life  than  any  population 
of  equal  size  in  any  community  of  Europe. 
I  maintain,  that  for  the  last  sixty  years 
their  progress  has  borne  a  due  relation  to 
the  progress  of  all  other  classes.  More 
than  that,  for  the  last  twenty  years  the 
spirit  of  our  laws,  and,  what  is  more  im- 
portant, the  spirit  of  our  society,  has  been 
to  elevate  their  condition.  Therefore  I 
must  maintain  that  the  position  of  the 
English  working  man  was  superior  to  the 
position  of  the  working  man  of  any  other 
country.  In  this  manner,  in  England  so- 
ciety was  based  upon  the  aristocratic  prin- 
ciple in  its  complete  and  most  magnificent 
development.  You  set  to  work  to  change 
the  basis  upon  which  this  society  was  es- 
tablished— you  disdain  to  attempt  the  ac- 
complishment of  the  best — and  what  you 
want  to  achieve  is — the  cheapest.  But  I 
have  shown  you  that,  considered  only  as 
an  economical  principle,  the  principle  is 
fallacious — that  its  infallible  consequence 
is  to  cause  the  impoverishment  and  em- 
barrassment of  the  people,  as  proved  by 
the  dark  records  to  which  I  have  had  oc- 
casion so  much  to  refer.  But  the  impove- 
rishment of  the  people  is  not  the  only  ill 
consequence  which  the  new  system  may 
produce.  The  wealth  of  England  is  not 
merely  material  wealth — it  does  not  merely 
consist  in  the  number  of  acres  we  have 
tilled  and  cultivated,  nor  in  our  havens 
filled  with  shipping,  nor  in  t»ur  unrivalled 
factories,  nor  in  the  intrepid  industry  of 
our  mines.  Not  these  merely  form  the 
principal  wealth  of  our  country — we  have 
a  more  precious  treasure — and  that  is  the 
character  of  the  people.  That  is  what  you 
have  injured.  In  destroying  what  you  call 
class  legislation,  you  have  destroyed  that 
noble  and  indefatigable  ambition  which  has 
been  the  best  source  of  all  our  greatness, 
of  all  our  prosperity,  and  all  our  power.  I 
know  of  nothing  more  remarkable  in  the  pre- 
sent day  than  the  general  discontent  which 
prevails,  accompanied  as  it  is  on  all  sides 
by  an  avowed  inability  to  suggest  any 
remedy.  The  feature  of  the  present  day 
is  depression  and  perplexity.     That  Eng. 
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lish  spirit  which  was  called  out  and  sup- 
ported by  your  old  system,  seems  to  have 
departed  from  us.  It  was  a  system  which 
taught  mea  to  aspire,  and  not  to  grovel. 
It  was  a  system  that  gave  strength  to  the 


guide  and  instruct  us  in  the  present. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field seemed  by  his  obsenration  to  think 
that  we  share  the  lot  of  those  who 
aro   suffering   under  that    disease   which 


subject,  and  stability  to  the  State — that  i  Cicero  describes  as  afflicting  the  com* 
made  the  people  of  this  country  undergo  ;  monwealth,  and  that  we  are  not  pre- 
adversity,  and  confront  it  with  a  higher  '  pared  to  ofifer  any  remedy.  He  mistakes 
courage  than  any  other  people,  and  that  j  us.  It  is  because  I  wish  to  offer  a  remedy 
animated  them,  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  j  that  I  have  presumed  to  call  upon  the 
prosperous  fortune,  with  a  higher  degree  |  House  of  Commons  today  to  exercise  the 
of  enterprise.  I  put  it  to  any  Gentleman  ,  highest  privilege  with  which  the  consti- 
— I  care  not  to  what  party  he  belongs,  '  tution  has  invested  it.  It  is  because  I 
what  are  his  political  opinions,  or  what  his  |  wish  to  offer  a  remedy  that  I  place  in  your 
pursuits  in  life— if  there  be  not  now  only  hands.  Sir,  the  resolution  I  now  propose; 
one  universal  murmur  —  a  murmur  of .  because  I  believe  in  my  conscience  that  it 
suffering  without  hope.  [Mr.  Roebuck:  j  is  the  best  and  surest  means  to  Bave  a  sof- 
Oh,  oh!]  Well,  the  hon.  and  learned  i  fering  people,  and  to  sustain  a  falling  coun- 
Gentleman  seems  to  be  of  a  different  opin- 1  try. 

ion,  and  doubtless  he  will  with  his  usual  i  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
ability  favour  us  with  his  consolatory  views.  •  «  That  this  IIouso  do  resolve  itrolf  into  a 
But,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  men  in  every  '  Committee  of  the  whole  Ilouie,  to  take  into  coo- 
place — in  the  golden  saloon,  and  in  the  I  "deration  the  itote  of  the  Nation." 
busy  mart  of  industry;  in  the  port,  and  in  ,  rp,^^  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHE- 
the  Exchange,  by  the  loom,  or  by  tjie  j  q^^j^j^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^j^ .»_ 
plough  every  man  says,  -  I  suffer,  and  I  .  j  ^.^^  .^  expectation  that  my  hon.  Friend 
sec  no  hope.  I  was  remmded  he  other  \  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^  Montrose  would  have  risen 
day  when  reading  a  passage  in  the  works  !  ^^  ^^^,^  ^j^^  Amendment  of  which  he  hii 
of  the   greates    of  Roman  statesmen,  of ,    j^^,^  „^^j^^      j,  j^  ^j,^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^ 

the  truth  that  the  present  is  only  the  re- :  ^  G,„tieman  has  given  notice  of  an  Amend- 
production  of  the  past.  It  would,  per-  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  an  occasion  as  this,  that  he 
haps,  be  pedantic  m  me  to  quote  the  I  ^i^^^^^^^  j,^j^^j  ^^^  ^^^  Member  him- 
passage  to  the  I  ouse  who  are  well  |  ^^^^  ^-^^  ^^  ^  former  Motion  made  by  the 
acquamted    with    it  ;    but    it    is    where ;  ,^^,^     Member  for  Buckinghamshire-rise 

immediately  after  the  original  proposition 
has  been  made,  and  state  his  Amendment 
to  the  House.  I  hope  now  that  my  hon. 
Friend  intends  not  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment at  all.  I  can  say  in  perfect  sincerity 
and  fairness  of  purpose  that  I  recommend 
him  not  to  do  so.  I  do  uot  urge  this  coarse 


Cicero  tells  Atticus,  in  the  Inst  years  | 
of  that  great  epoch  when  he  flourished, 
that  a  new  disease  had  fallen  upon  the  I 
State;  that  the  State  is  dying  of  a  new 
disease:  that  men  of  all  conditions  joined 
in  denouncing  everything  that  was  done; 
that    they    complained,    grieved,    openly 

lamented  ;    that    complaint    was    univer-  ;  ,,;„,  ^^^^^^  j  „„derrafe.  in  any  de- 

.al.  but  that  no  remedy  was  proposed  ;  '^^.^_  ^j,^  importance  of  the  subject  of  th»t 
by  any  one;  and  he  says  that  here  is  a  1  l.^endmcnt.  nor  because  I  think  that  it 
general  idea  that  resistance    without  some    ,,.„„jj  ^^^  ^^  ^  ^„,,.^j  ^^^  ^i^^ 

fatal  struggle  was  nnposK.ble,  although  ,t ,  ^j^,,      jj^  ,,^„   p^j^^j^  however,  with  the 

experience  which  he  has  had  of  the  llouse 


were  resistance  against  that  whicli  all  dis- 
approved; and  that  the  only  limit  of  con- 
cession appeared  to  be  the  death  of  the 
republic.  I  think  the  passage  runs  some- 
what thus : — 

'*  Nunc  quidani  novo  quodam  morbo  civitas 
moritur,  ct  cum  omncs  ca  qua?  sunt  acta,  impro- 
bcnt,  qucraiitur,  doleant,  aportcciuo  loquuntur  et 
tani  clarc  gomunt,  tamen  niediciiia  nulla  atferatur, 
nequc  resist!  sine  intcrneciono  po.ssc  arbitramur, 
nee  finis  cedcndi  vidomus,  pnctor  cxitiuni." 

I  know  not  what  profit  there  may  be  in 
the  study  of  history,  what  value  in  the 
sayings  of  wise  men,  or  in  the  recorded 
experience  of   the   past,    if  it   be   not  to 


of  Commons,  must,  I  think,  he  aware  of 
the  inconvenience  of  an  Amendment  being 
proposed  upon  a  Motion  of  this  description 
— of  the  confusion  to  which  it  must  lead  in 
debate,  when  more  than  one  important  sub- 
j(^ct  is  brought  under  discussion,  at  the 
same  time — of  the  unsatisfactory  appear- 
ance which  a  debate  will  bear  in  the  eye* 
of  the  country  when  speeches  follow,  but 
are  not  in  answer  to  each  other — and  of  the 
misconception  which  may  prohablj  arise  as 


*  From  a  ])aniphlet  published  by  Ridgway. 
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to  tbe  result  of  any  diyision  upon  the  com- 
plicAted  question  which  his  Amendment 
must  inevitably  produce.  I  do,  therefore, 
sincerely  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend  has 
abandoned  his  intention  of  moving  his 
Amendment.  In  that  hope  I  shall  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  address  myself  to  the  Mo- 
tion and  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire, with  the  expectation  that  his  propo- 
sal will — as  I  think  it  far  more  convenient 
that  it  should — be  the  sole  object  of  our 
discussion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  need 
not,  I  am  sure,  have  made  any  apology  for 
bringing  forward  the  Motion  in  this  shape. 
He  stated  truly  that  it  was  a  constitutional 
Motion,  that  the  import  of  it  was  plain, 
and  that  the  effect  of  its  success  would  be 
certain.  It  is  a  recognised  constitutional 
course,  on  the  part  of  Gentlemen  who  con- 
sider the  country  to  be  in  a  state  of  dis- 
tress, brought  about  by  any  course  of  policy 
recently  pursued,  to  place  before  the  House 
and  the  country  their  view  of  that  policy, 
and  to  put  in  broad  contrast  with  it  that 
which  they  would  themselves  recommend; 
and  neither  I  nor  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, or  of  the  House,  can  complain 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the  avowed 
leader  of  a  powerful  party,  should  come 
forward  on  this  occasion,  describing  their 
view  of  the  condition  of  the  country,  and 
should  place  before  the  House  the  remedy 
which  they  have  to  propose. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that  he 
considers  the  country  to  be  in  a  state  of 
great  and  general  distress;  that  those  with 
whom  he  communicates,  be  they  from  the 
marts  of  commerce  or  the  fields  of  agricul- 
ture, **  suffer  and  see  no  hope."  He  refers  ' 
this,  though  somewhat  vaguely,  to  recent 
legislation.  If  that  be  his  belief,  I  say  not ' 
only  that  he  is  justified  in  making  this 
Motion,  but  that  he  would  have  been  ut- 
terly unjustifiable  if  he  had  not  brought  it  | 
forward.  1  do  not  agree  with  him  in  the 
view  he  has  taken  of  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try; I  do  not  agree  in  his  representation 
of  general  gloom  and  distress  pervading 
every  class  of  society;  and  I  must  say. 
that  when  he  canio  to  the  conclusion  of 
his  speech,  I  did  not  see  that  he  had 
offered  much  consolation  to  his  suffering 
friends;  for  when  I  expected  him  to  pro- 
pose some  remedy,  he  said  that  he  had 
only  to  place  in  your  hands.  Sir,  a  Motion 
for  a  Committee  on  the  state  of  the  nation. 
I  doubt  whether  the  distressed  manufac- 
turers (as  he  represents  them  to  be)  or  the 
suffering    agriculturists    will   think   that, 


without  some  more  specific  proposition,  he 
has  done  much  in  their  cause.  It  seema 
to  me  that  we  must  go  elsewhere  to  leara 
what  is  the  remedy  at  which  he  points, 
though  he  shrinks  from  expressing  it.  I 
suspect  we  must  go  to  the  resolutions  of 
another  meeting — resolutions  moved  in 
another  place — where  the  views  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  to  us  to-night  of 
the  state  of  the  country  were  as  fully  deve- 
loped, but  the  causes  to  which  it  was  attri- 
buted were  rather  more  clearly  expressed, 
and  the  hoped-for  remedy  was  rather  more 
clearly  pointed  out.  I  find  that  there,  too, 
it  was  said  that  the  greatest  difficulty  and 
distress  prevailed  in  the  country — that  thia 
distress  was  to  be  attributed  to  recent  legist 
lation  permitting  "  the  indiscriminate  ad- 
mission of  foreign  produce;''  but  the  speaks 
ers  there  went  one  step  further  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  gone  at  present-— 
though  I  apprehend  that  if  we  were  to  go 
into  Committee  he  would  then  propose  to 
take  that  step  :  they  proposed  to  return  to 
a  system  of  **  just  protection"  against  the 
competition  of  other  countries.  If  that  be 
not  the  meaning  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  that  be  not  the  remedy  to  which  he 
would  point,  a  more  useless  display  of  hia 
talent  and  eloquence  was  never  made  in 
this  House.  It  would  be  utterly  unworthy 
of  his  party,  great  and  powerful  as  it  is  in 
numbers  and  character,  and  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  country,  if  their  whole  effort  to 
redeem  the  empire  from  what  they  consider 
a  state  of  universal  distress,  is  to  be  merely 
a  display  such  as  we  have  had  to-night  of 
the  hon.  Member's  ability  and  eloquence, 
without  even  a  proposition  for  any  tangible 
result. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred, 
though  shortly,  not  only  to  the  state  of 
this  country,  but  to  our  foreign  rela- 
tions, and  to  the  state  of  the  colonies. 
The  domestic  state  of  the  country  formed, 
indeed,  the  staple  of  his  speech,  and 
therefore  I  will  advert  but  shortly  to 
these  other  topics. 

I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  say 
much  on  his  observations  upon  foreign 
affairs;  that  subject  will  be  more  appro- 
priately left  to  my  noble  Friend,  and  in- 
deed I  know  not  what  there  was  in  what 
fell  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  this 
subject,  which  calls  for  much  reply.  He 
spoke  of  what  he  could  trace  to  Eng- 
lish interference,  if  ho  were  disposed  to 
do  so;  but  he  shrank  from  doing  it.  All 
I  shall  say  is,  that  I  rejoice  in  that  good 
understanding  which  exists   between    onr 
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great  neighbour  and  ourselves,  and  that 
the  undivided  efforts  of  the  Government 
and  of  my  noble  Friend,  ever  since  he 
undertook  the  management  of  the  foreign 
relations  of  the  country,  have  been  to 
preserve  peace.  No  effort  has  been  left 
untried  on  his  part  to  promote  reconcilia- 
tion between  contending  parties  on  the 
best  terms  which  the  circumstances  of 
the  time  seemed  to  afford  a  chance  of; 
his  unremitting  endeavour  has  been  in 
erery  quarter  to  preserve,  if  possible, 
and  to  restore  when  broken,  that  ])eace  in 
which  no  country  is  more  interested  than 
our  own,  as  none  has,  through  its  com- 
merce, a  gi'eater  stake  in  the  prosperity  of 
other  nations. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  made  some  obscr- 
yations  upon  colonial  matters,  referring 
partly  to  the  effects  of  jmst  legislation,  and 
partly  to  tlie  conduct  of  the  Colonial 
Office.  I  really  know  no  colonial  griev- 
ances (not  referring  to  those  personal  and 
minor  complaints  which  are  perpetually 
made  by  individuals)  which  can  fairly  be 
attributed  to  the  administration  of  the  Co- 
lonial Office,  and  not  to  the  effects  of  our 
legislation.  There  are  complaints  respect- 
ing the  effect  of  free  trade,  of  the  abolition 
of  slavery,  of  the  attempt  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  labourers  in  the  West  In- 
dies; but  these  are  matters  for  which  suc- 
cessive Governments  and  successive  Par- 
liaments must  be  responsible.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  that  when  the  colonies 
found  themselves  in  distress,  and  were 
anxious  to  reduce  their  expenditure,  they 
were  thwarted  and  resisted  by  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Office; 
but  there  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  niistalvcn. 
An  hon.  Member,  whom  I  see  opposite, 
moved  early  this  year  for  a  Committee 
upon  certain  colonies,  and  read  to  the 
House  a  list  of  salaries  in  one  of  them  — 
British  Guiana,  which  seemed  preposterous 
in  amount,  and  the  reduction  of  which  he 
represented  my  noble  Friend  as  resisting, 
because  they  were  upon  the  civil  list  of 
the  colony.  Will  the  House  believe  tliat 
nearly  all  which  ho  mentioned  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  civil  list,  and  that  the  re- 
duction of  every  one  of  such  salaries  was 
in  the  power  of  the  assembly  ?  A  report 
from  the  Committee  is  now  on  the  table  as 
to  Guiana;  it  is  entirely  in  accordance  with 
the  views  expressed  in  tliis  House  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for  tlio 
Colonies,  and  has  been  acted  on  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State. 
With   regard  to  another  colony — Ceylon, 


an  inquiry  is  still  going  on,  and  I  will  not 
further  refer  to  it;  but  even  there,  the  ex- 
penditure has  been  reduced  to  the  exteat 
of  G0,(500^  a  year.  With  respect  to  the 
third  colony,  Mauritius,  a  new  Governor 
has  been  sent  out  with  instructionB  to  ef- 
fect every  possible  reduction,  and  taxes  to 
the  amount  of  30,000^.  a  year  have  been 
already  taken  off. 

But,  says  the  hon.  Gentleman,  what  was 
the  state  of  the  West  Indian  colonies  m 
184G,  when  you  came  into  office,  and  what 
has  been  the  effect  upon  them  of  that  sys- 
tem of  free  trade  of  which  you  are  the 
advocates  ?  I  am  willing  on  this  point  to 
abide  by  the  test  of  experience.  I  am  wil- 
ling to  abide  by  the  test  of  the  importa- 
tions from  those  colonies.  I  am  sorry  that 
there  is  distress  amongst  the  planters.  I 
regret  the  suffering  to  which  many  persons 
in  those  colonies  are  necessarily  exposed 
in  a  state  of  transition  from  protection 
to  free  trade.  I  think  that  these  diffi- 
culties ought  to  be  alleviated,  if  possible, 
by  all  measures  short  of  departure  from 
that  system  which  I  believe  will  ulti- 
mately be  as  beneficial  to  them  as  to  the 
consumer  here.  I  think,  however,  thit 
there  are  symptoms  of  improyement  al- 
ready apparent  in  the  diminished  cost  sod 
the  increased  amount  of  production  of 
sugar  in  the  West  Indian,  colonies.  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  hare  this  question 
decided  by  reference  to  indisputable  facts; 
and  we  have  returns  upon  the  table 
which  show  them.  It  is  needless  to  prore 
that,  taking  all  the  British  possessions, 
there  is  a  considerable  increase  in  tbe 
importation  of  sugar.  I  have  had  a 
statement  made  out  which  puts  the  in- 
creased importations  in  the  most  striking 
light,  far  stronger  than  I  thought  possible, 
knowing  the  complaints  that  have  been 
made,  and  that  in  many  instances  con- 
siderable distress  and  difficulty  do  exist 
I  will  compare  the  years  previous  to  any 
agitation  of  the  question  of  free  trade, 
with  the  years  subsequent  to  the  agita- 
tion, the  early  period  of  the  agitation 
with  the  later  years,  the  two  years  end- 
ing in  1846,  with  the  two  years  follow- 
ing. The  House  will  see  that  the  increase 
of  importation  in  the  latter  period  is  re- 
markable. I  am  not  now  taking  the  en- 
tries for  home  consumption — they  belong 
to  the  question  as  affecting  the  consumer. 
The  best  test  of  the  production  of  the  co- 
lonies is  the  importations  into  this  conn- 
try. 

I  will  first  take  all  the  British  poises- 
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sions  together,  and  compare  the  average 
annual  importation  from  1831  to  1840  in- 
clusive, before  the  question  of  the  altera- 
tion of  the  sugar  duties  was  agitated, 
with  the  importation  since.  From  1831 
to  1840  inclusive,  the  average  annual 
importation  was  211,000  tons  ;  from 
1841  to  1848  inclusive,  it  has  been 
228,000  tons.  I  will  next  take  the  four 
years  1841  to  1844,  before  the  first  al- 
teration of  the  law,  admitting  free-labour 
sugar,  and  the  four  yctxvs  subsequent: 
in  the  former  period  the  average  annual 
importation  was  200,000  tons;  in  the  lat- 
ter, 251,000.  I  will  now  refer  to  the 
British  West  Indian  possessions  alone. 
There  will  be,  of  course,  a  considerable 
diminution  in  the  importation  from  these 
colonies  in  the  period  since  1840.  They 
were  seriously  affected  by  the  admission 
of  East  Indian  sugar  which  took  place  in 
1836,  as  well  as  by  subsequent  measures. 
From  1831  to  1840  the  average  annual 
importation  from  the  West  Indies  was 
171,000  tons:  from  1841  to  1848  inclu- 
sive, it  has  been  128,000.  But  if  we 
compare  the  first  four  years  since  1840 
and  the  last  four  years,  we  shall  find  an 
increased  import;  the  average  importation 
from  1841  to  1844  being  120,000  tons; 
from  1845  to  1848,  137,000.  To  check 
the  calculation,  I  have  taken  some  of  the 
principal  colonies  separately.  Take  Ja- 
maica: comparing  the  period  1831-40  with 
1841-48,  the  average  annual  importation 
fell  from  54.000  tons  to  32,000;  but  com- 
paring the  four  years  1841-44  with  the 
four  years  1845-48,  it  has  increased  from 
31,200  to  33,676  tons.  Take  British  Gui- 
ana :  there  is  a  decrease,  comparing  the  first 
periods,  of  14,000  tons;  but  comparing 
the  last  periods,  an  increase  of  3,000  tons. 
Now,  this  being  one  of  the  most  distressed 
colonies — one  of  those  whose  present  state 
of  depression  has  been  most  urged  upon 
us — let  me  call  the  hon.  Member's  atten- 
tion to  the  importation  in  the  two  years 
1845-6,  as  compared  with  the  two  subse- 
quent years,  when  that  measure  of  destruc- 
tion to  all  our  West  Indian  colonies,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  calls  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1846,  was  in  full  operation;  in  1845-6 
the  annual  average  was  23,635  tons;  in 
1847-8,  33,458.  A  similar  result  will  be 
found  in  the  case  of  Trinidad,  Antigua, 
and  Barbadoes,  in  all  of  which  there  has 
been  an  increase  in  the  average  importa- 
tion of  the  last  four  years,  as  compared 
with  the  period  from  1840  to  1844.  In 
St.  Vincent's  and  Tobago  there  is  a  de- 


crease on  the  comparison  of  the  same  pe< 
riods,  but  an  increase  on  the  comparisoa 
of  the  importations  of  the  two  last  years, 
1847-8,  with  the  two  preceding  years, 
1845-6.  I  will  not  detain  the  House  fur- 
ther upon  this  branch  of  the  subject,  upon 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  dwell  at 
much  length. 

I  come  to  the  main  topic  of  his  speech 
— a  subject  most  worthy  of  the  attention  of 
the  House— namely,  the  state  of  this  coun- 
try itself.  And  in  going  into  the  question 
of  the  state  of  the  country,  I  shall  not 
confine  myself,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  did, 
to  the  results  to  be  obtained  from  an  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  things  nearly  a  year 
and  a  half  ago,  which  he  cited  to  prove 
that  the  country  is  in  a  state  of  great  and 
general  distress  at  the  present  moment, 
and  which,  he  says,  has  been  progressively 
increasing  from  the  time  when  the  present 
Government  took  office.  The  state  of  dis- 
tress which  ho  states  to  have  existed  in 

1847  might  have  been  a  very  good  reason 
for  a  Motion  of  this  kind  then;  but  the  only 
conceivable  justification  for  the  Motion 
now  must  be  distress  existing  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  hon.  Gentleman  compared 
the  state  of  the  country  in  the  year  ending 
Lady-day,  1847,  with  the  year  ending 
Lady-day,  1848,  and  he  cited  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners*  report  for  that  year. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  did  not  take  the 
poor-law  report  for  the  year  ending  Lady- 
day,  1847,  but  1846 ;  I  wished  to  contrast 
the  present  state  of  the  country  with  its 
state  at  the  commencement  of  1846. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  no  desire  to  misrepresent 
the  hon.  Gentleman ;  I  understood  him  to 
refer  to  two  consecutive  years;  but  it  is 
quite  immaterial  to  my  argument  to  which 
of  the  former  years  he  referred  as  his  year 
of  comparative  prosperity.  The  year  to 
which  he  referred  for  his  proof  of  distress 
was  certainly  the  year  ending  at  Lady-day, 

1848  —  that  is,  speaking  generally,  the 
year  1847.  In  referring  to  the  main 
causes  of  the  distress  of  that  year,  and 
the  increased  amount  expended  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  up  to  Lady-day,  1848,  he 
said  that  it  had  been  attributed  principally 
to  the  commercial  distress,  partly  to  the  Irish 
immigration.  He  did  not  think  that  these 
circumstances  were  sufficient  to  account 
for  it,  and  he  left  it  to  be  inferred,  that 
the  only  possible  cause  for  it  was  our  re- 
cent commercial  legislation.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  overlooked  altogether  the  cir- 
cumstance of  the  extraordinarily  high  price 
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of  corn  in  that  year.  It  is  no  wonder  that '  of  the  country,  and  that  he  can  hear 
the  lahouring  classes  were  iu  distress  when  nothing  but  complaints  of  distresa.  I 
corn  was  at  69*.  I  must,  however,  beg  should  like  to  learn  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
the  attention  of  the  House  whilst  I  attempt  man  whence  these  complainta  of  all-per- 
to  test  the  hon.  Gentleman's  principles  by  '  vading  distress  have  come.  I  alao  have 
the  views  which  he  has  now  expressed,  and  been  making  inquiries  in  different  parts  of 
the  undisputed  facts  of  the  year  which  he  the  country,  as  it  was  my  duty  to  do,  after 
himself  has  referred  to.  lie  is  disposed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  gave  notice  of  his 
consider  as  of  little  value  the  foreiiirii  tnnr-    Motion,  and  I    havo   communicated  with 


ket  for  our  produce,  and  to  attach  impor- 
tance only  to  the  home  market.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  party  of  which  he  is 
the  leader,  would  have  us  believe  that  the 


people  in  almost  every  part  of  the  country. 
1  have  formed  my  conclusions  from  the  re- 
sult of  those  inquiries.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
whole  country,  and  every  interest  in  it, 


home  market  is  that  upon  which  our  trade  are  in  a  state  of  prosperity.  There  are 
mainly  depends,  as  well  as  that  the  pros-  \  some  branches  of  trade  which  are  suffering, 
perity  of  the  agriculturists  depends  upon  a  and  there  is,  in  some  parts  of  England,  in 
high  price  for  corn.  According  to  these  i  the  south,  and  the  south-west  especially, 
principles,  there  has  not  for  some  time  !  considerable  and  severe  distress.  Butlmuft 
past  been  a  year  in  which  the  home  trade  '  say  that,  after  what  we  have  g^nc  tbroagk 
ought  to  have  been  so  good,  manufactures  j  — after  the  difficulties  caused  by  a  time  of 
so  flourishing,  and  the  labouring  men  so  |  almost  unexampled  depression — after  four 
well  off,  as  iu  the  year  ending  Lady-day,  j  years  of  a  failure  of  food  in  Ireland,  and 
1848.  If  these  principles  be  sound,  the  i  in  the  midst  of  that  which  is  certainly  the 
year  to  which  he  points  as  one  of  extra- 1  fact,  although  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  very 
ordinary  distress,  ought  to  have  been  one  i  much  disposed  to  deny  it,  namely,  the  in- 
of  unprecedented  prosperity.  The  average  •  jurious  effect  upon  our  trade  of  the  state  of 
price  of  wheat  for  the  year  1 847  was :  the  Continent,  it  is  not  wonderful  thai 
69s,  dd.  The  farmers  ought,  therefore,  i  distress  should  prevail  to  a  consideraUs 
to  have  been  well  off,  the  home  market  i  extent.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to 
ought  to  havo  been  remarkably  good,  and,  '  think  that  the  interruption  of  our  continen- 
according  to  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Gen- 1  tal  trade  is  of  little  consequence.  I  wiU 
tleman,  our  manufactures  and  trade,  and,  ;  appeal  on  this  point  to  persons  conversant 


indeed,  the  whole  country,  ought  to  have 
been  flourishing.  Yet  the  very  reverse  of 
all  this  was  the  case,  and  the  distress  iu 
this  very  year  is  the  ground  on  which 
he  rests  his  present  Motion.  It  will  be 
difficult  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  recon- 
cile his  principles  and  his  facts.  I,  on  the 
contrary,  who  believe  that  a  low  price  of 
com  contributes  to  the  comfort  of  the  la- 
bourer, am  under  no  such  difficulty  ;  if  I 
were  to  trace  the  causes  of  the  distress  of 
1847,  I  should  refer  to  the  causes  already 
mentioned — to  the  conmiercinl  distress 
which  prevailed,  and  to  the  high  price  of 
corn,  which  must,  in  no  inconsiderable  de- 
gree, have  affected  the  condition  of  the 
labourer. 

It  is  not  a  little  remarkable,  that  the 
main  ground  on  which   the  hon.    Gcntle- 


with  our  manufacturing  and  commereial 
towns.  I  do  not  see  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Hull  in  the  House,  who  could  confirm  what 
I  say  ;  but  there  is,  I  belieTe*  this  yery 
day,  a  meeting  of  the  people  of  Hull  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  a  suhsoription  in 
favour  of  those  persons  iu  that  town  and 
neighbourhood  who  have  been  thrown  ont 
of  employment  in  consequence  of  the 
Danish  blockade. 

I  will  now,  however,  state  the  result  of 
the  inquiries  I  have  made  as  to  the  actoal 
condition  of  things  in  nearly  every  part  of 
tho  country;  and  I  will,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
those  facts  about  which  there  is  likely  to 
bo  the  least  dispute.  I  will  take,  first,  the 
condition  of  our  manufactures,  reserving  to 
a  later  period  the  state  of  the  agricultural 


man  rested  his  proof  of  present  distress,  ■  interest.  I  find,  then,  from  thote  parties 
was  the  state  of  the  country  during  a  pe- '  of  whom  I  have  inquired  as  to  the  state  of 
riod  which  ended  fifteen  mouths  ago,  and  the  wool  trado  in  Wiltshire,  that  the  fine 
I  do  not  think  that  he  has  been  very  happy  '  wool-mills  about  Trowbridge  never  were 
in  his  reference  to  that  year.  j  better  employed  ;    indeed   thej  hare  not 

I  now  come  to  what  is  more  material,  |  been  so  fully  employed  for  some  time  past; 
the  state  of  the  country  at  the  present  '■  that  employmont  is  abundant  at  Braofonl 
time.  Tho  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  he  i  as  well  as  at  Trowbridge,  and  the  liMtories 
has  communicated  with  persons  in  all  parts  I  are  now  in  good  work.   I  will  mention  hen 
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a  curious  circumBtance,  which*^  shows  the 
effect  on  the  activity  of  trade,  which  is 
sometimes  occasioned  by  the  introduction 
of  new  descriptions  of  manufacture.  At 
Bradford  an  abandoned  cloth  factory  has 
recently  been  taken  by  a  gentleman  from 
a  distance  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
a  manufactory  of  articles  of  clothing,  <kc. 
from  Indian  rubber.  At  Wotton-under- 
Edge  the  mills  arc  at  full  work.  In  one 
silk  mill  machinery  is  represented  to  be 
standing  for  want  of  hands  to  work  it. 
Two  years  ago,  any  number  of  hands  could 
have  been  obtained.  At  Kidderminster 
and  its  neighbourhood  all  the  mills  are 
working  full  time,  which  has  not  been  the 
case  since  the  spring  of  1846.  At  Nor- 
wich, work  in  manufacture  (of  which,  du- 
ring six  months  of  last  year,  there  was  an 
unexampled  stagnation)  is  now  tolerably 
brisk.  As  to  Birmingham  and  its  neigh- 
bourhood, I  have  received  information 
which  docs  not  represent  the  state  of  that 
town  and  the  adjacent  district  as  being 
very  prosperous.  The  iron  trade  and  the 
hardware  trade  generally,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  have  fallen  off  to  some  extent.  I 
have  already  said,  that  some  trades  are  in 
a  prosperous  state,  and  some  arc  not ;  and 
in  Birmingham  there  are  branches  of  in- 
dustry which  arc  of  the  latter  description. 
But  even  in  Birmingham  there  is  a  dimi- 
nution in  the  number  of  paupers  in  the 
workhouses,  and  in  the  weekly  expenses 
for  outdoor  relief.  I  find  that  in  Bir- 
mingham and  Aston,  the  average  number 
of  indoor  paupers  in  the  midsummer  quar- 
ter of  1848,  was  1,292;  and  only  1,204  in 
the  corresponding  quarter  of  1849.  The 
average  weekly  expense  for  outdoor  relief 
was,  in  the  same  quarter  in  1848,  626i.; 
and  in  1849,  603^  At  Leicester,  the 
operatives  in  the  framework  knitting  ma- 
nufactures have,  within  the  last  six 
months,  obtained  an  advance  of  their 
wages,  and  their  general  condition  has  not 
been  so  favourable  for  several  years  past 
as  at  the  present  moment.  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  when  he 
says  that  the  point  to  which  we  ought  to 
look  more  than  to  any  other,  is  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labouring  classes  of  the  country. 
They  form  the  great  body  of  the  people; 
they  are  the  parlies  to  the  promotion  of 
whose  interest  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment, and  the  legislation  of  this  House, 
ought  to  be  principally  directed ;  and  I 
agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  their  con- 
dition is  the  very  best  tost  of  the  prosperity 
or  otherwise  of  the  country. 


In  order,  therefore,  to  assist  the  House 
in  arriving  at  a  sound  conclusion  as  to  the 
state  of  the  working  classes,  I  will  take 
the  amount  expended  for  indoor  and  out* 
door  relief  in  four  unions  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Leicester,  in  the  corresponding 
months  of  1848  and  1849.  The  indoor 
paupers  in  the  unions  of  Barrow-on-Soar, 
Hinckley,  Leicester,  and  Loughborough, 
were,  in  the  midsummer  quarter  of  1848, 
1,157;  and  in  the  same  period  of  1849, 
822;  showing  a  decrease  of  335.  The 
average  weekly  expenditure  for  outdoor 
relief  during  the  same  period  was,  at  Bar- 
row, in  1848,  96^.;  this  year,  8H.  At 
Hinckley,  in  1848,  8H.;  this  year,  70^ 
At  Leicester,  in  1848,  480/.;  this  year, 
262^. ;  and  at  Loughborough,  in  1848, 
86?.;  this  year,  78?.  Now,  these  are  facts 
which  are  beyond  dispute,  and  not  the 
opinions  of  informants,  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  disposed  to  attach  but 
little  value.  If  the  state  of  our  artisans 
and  manufacturers  is  such  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  represents  it  to  be,  is  it  credible 
that  this  diminution  could  have  taken  place 
in  the  expenditure  in  these  unions  both  in 
the  workhouse  expenditure  and  on  account 
of  outdoor  relief  ? 

I  now  come  to  Nottingham,  and  there 
my  information  not  only  states  facts,  but 
states  the  causes  of  those  facts,  which  are, 
though  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  allow 
it,  to  be  traced  to  our  recent  legislation. 
I  am  told  that — 

"  The  prices  of  bread  and  meat,  as  well  as 
clothes,  are  so  cheap,  that  for  many  years  past 
the  operatives  have  not  been  so  well  off.  No 
mills  are  working  short  time,  but  are  all  fully  em- 
ployed. .  .  .  The  manufacturers  of  hosiery 
are  very  busy,  and  a  large  proportion  of  the  laco 
manufacturers  are  equally  so ;  consequently, 
there  is  abundant  manufacturing  employment.  A 
strike  of  one  branch  has  now  continued  six  weeks, 
and  is  decisive  of  the  improved  condition  of  work- 
men generally.  It  appeal's  to  be  the  rule  to 
strike  for  higher  wages  when  the  times  improve." 

The  exports  and  imports  of  Nottingham, 
per  railway,  for  last  month,  were  upwards 
of  4,000  tons,  while  they  were,  for  the 
similar  period  last  year,  3,000  tons.  The 
tonnages  on  the  canals  are  also  increasing. 
I  will  now  come  to  Yorkshire.  Though 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  in  his  speech 
go  into  detail,  yet  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to 
put  before  the  House,  and  in  detail,  the 
information  which  I  have  received  from 
different  parts  of  the  country,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  no  mistake  as  to  what 
the  condition  of  the  country  really  is,  that 
people  out  of  doors  may  not  be  deluded  by 


1183 


State  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ik  J      m« 


UK 


anything  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
6aid»  utterly  unsupported  by  any  facts 
which  he  has  been  able  to  bi-ing  forward 
of  a  later  date  than  fifteen  months  ago.  I 
will  here,  however,  make  one  observation, 
in  reference  to  the  possible  argument  that 
may  be  derived  from  the  amount  of  wages 
paid  to  the  working  classes  at  present,  and 
that  is,  that  in  comparing  the  wages  paid 
to  certain  classes  of  workmen  now  with 
what  they  were  three  or  four  years  ago, 
the  reduction  of  the  hours  of  labour  caused 
by  the  Factory  Act  must  be  taken  into 
eonsideration.  I  will  not  give  an  opinion 
upon  the  provisions  of  that  Act.  It  is  not 
necessary  that  I  shonld  do. so;  but  many 
of  those  Gentlemen  who  argued  in  favour 
of  that  measure,  constantly  maintained 
that  the  same  amount  of  wages  would  bo 
paid  for  a  less  amount  of  labour.  That 
was  a  statement  which  I  should  have 
thought  that  no  person  of  common  under- 
standing could  believe,  and  tlie  result  has 
proved  that  the  reverse  is  true.  We  can- 
not expect  to  find  the  same  wages  given 
for  ten  hours'  work  as  for  twelve;  or  that 
no  higher  wages  were  paid  in  the  week 
when  there  were  sixty-nine  hours,  than 
now,  when  there  are  only  fifty-eight  hours 
of  labour.  I  give  no  opinion  whether  that 
measure  was  right  or  wrong;  but  I  say 
that  hon.  Gentleman  must  not  compare  the 
weekly  amount  of  wages  paid  before  the 
passing  of  the  Factory  Act,  and  those  paid 
now,  without  considering  the  consequences 
which  have  arisen  from  the  passing  of  that 
law.  The  gross  amount  of  wages  paid 
affords,  however,  no  bod  criterion  of  the 
receipts  of  the  working  classes  as  a  body. 
I  will  first  take  the  accounts  from  Leeds. 
I  find,  by  a  letter  from  thence,  that  the 
wages  paid  by  one  house  in  Leeds  were,  in 
the  first  five*  months  of  1847,  1,493/.; 
during  the  same  period  iu  1848,  1,405/.; 
and  in  the  same  period  in  1849,  2,042/. 
The  number  of  persons  to  whom  outdoor 
relief  was  given  in  the  four  weeks  iu  May, 
at  Leeds,  was,  in — 

1847.  1848.  1849. 

6.266  8,405  5,985 

6,850  8.352  5,875 

6,320  8.175  5,823 

0,813  8,008  5,847 

These  figures  show  a  diminution  of  the 
persons  receiving  relief  of  between  2,000 
and  3,000 — a  most  decisive  proof  of  the 
improvement  in  the  state  of  the  labour- 
ing classes.  The  last  circumstance  which 
I  shall  mention  in  connexion  with  Leeds  is 
the  amount  of  deposits  and  withdrawals  in 


the  savingft  1 
compared  wiin  icm     r  ]oeriods«     I  "wtik 
observe,  however,  the  defonSs  nl 

withdrawals  in  savings  haoka  eunol  k 
considered,  as  yet,  as  qnito  «  iiur  ieittf 
the  actual  condition  of  the  poople»  ~ 
it  is  well  known  to  all  who  are 
with  the  habits  of  the  working 
that  in  bad  times  they  pledge  ' 
and  their  furniture  in  order  to 
themselves  and  their  famines 
period  of  depression,  and  that  the  intip* 
plication  of  their  money,  od  a  rstom  4. 
prosperity,  is  to  recover  thoee  artiekswik 
which  for  a  time  neeeositf  has  eompsBii 
them  to  part.  Bat  nevetihekBS' I  hm 
taken  the  deposits  and  withdiawab  hm. 
the  savings  mink  for  a  monih  in.  eiflk  4. 
the  years  1847  and  184&  Thedii 


of  the  sums  withdrawn  is  ymrj 

From  April  20  to  Kaj  1^^  1847»  At 


amount  deposited  was  3,1211.  aal  At 
amount  withdrawn  4,9041.  In  1848^  At 
sum  deposited  was  3,182r.r  aiuT  the  Etm 
withdrawn  was  6,878(.  in  the  same  period 
— this  being  the  yetr  of  the  Charti&i  out* 
breaks — and  in  1849  the  sum  d«?iH>4ited  la 
the  corresponding  mondi  was  3,4U4{,: 
whilst  the  sum  withdrawn  was  3,7131.  At 
Bradford,  another  hu^  nmoafactunisi 
town  in  the  West  Riding,  the  number  k\ 
persons  relieved  in  the  {our  weeka  of  M&j^ 

1848,  were  respectiTdy  i^:?5?^,  3.1?:: 
5,231,  5,427.     In  the  same  Mribd  a 

1849,  the  numbers  were»  3,135,  3,1% 
2,065,  2,110.  The  sveraes  wasUra* 
penditure  in  the  former  penod  was  STtt; 
in  the  latter,  1131.  At  HoddenUd  At 
wages  paid  at  Bradley  Mills  in  May,  ISff; 
was  5501.;  in  May,  1848.  SSOLiaalii 
May,  1849,  l,300Jl  In  the  HuddsnHl 
union,  the  males,  above  16  .jears  of^ifl^ 
receiving  outdoor  relief,  wsta^  in  ths  fitf 
weeks  of  May — 


1846. 

1848. 

First  week 

•  .*.  Owf 

—m  ' 

88 

Second  week 

....  IU 

••• 

88 

Third  week  

....  lae 

88. 

Fourth  week 

....  138 

•  •ft 

78 

I  will  now  read  ati  extract  of  a  lettr^r  from 
a  manufacturer  in  nalifajE,  the  owner  tif 
one  of  the  largest  works  hx  that  town  :— 
"  The  woolcombi^r^  jii^  in  full  irork^  Aod  in 
March  last  obtainuil  an  advanoe  of  h  tu  l^fSt 
cent  on  their  waget^.  J^actnry  w^igt-M  are  fmdo- 
ally  and  steadily  iitiviuicitig ;  yet,  .it  impit^ 
rates,  hands  are  soiinH*,  aU  being:  ftiJiy  cuapT  ^^" 
in  this  neiffhbourhood.  v^  em\*\vtyms  i 

6,000  hanos,  fully  as  many  ju  m\^  t>i»Yc  )eMU 
previous  period.  T^u^  ndrt^neo  iu  wngc^s  ia  t 
means  an  index  to  the  great  inetie^oAr'  In  nm 
of  the  working  oIa»ees.    The  tow  prict^'i  of  {wm" 
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sions  enable  them  to  live  much  more  comfortable; 
with  the  same  means.  I  consider  the  fall  in  prico 
of  commodities  equal  to  an  advance  of  25  pcr 
cent  in  their  wages,  more  or  less." 

In  the  Halifa.t  savings  bank,  in  the  year 
ending  November  20,  1847,  the  deposits 
were  15,720Z.,  the  withdrawals  24,079^. 
In  the  year  ending  November  20,  1848, 
the  deposits  were  12,869^.,  and  the  with- 
drawals 25,600?.,  whilst  in  the  period  from 
November  1848,  to  the  16th  of  June,  1849, 
the  deposits  were  10,159?.,  and  the  with- 
drawals only  8,943?, 

I  have  gone  into  these  details  as  to  four 
of  the  large  manufacturing  towns  in  York- 
shire, with  which  county  I  am  well  ac- 
quainted, and  I  might  multiply  to  any  ex- 
tent similar  statements  from  Lancashire; 
but  I  will  not  detain  the  House  with  any 
lengthened  details  relative  to  Lancashire, 
ns  Gentlemen  who  know  that  district  much 
better  than  I  do  are  likely  to  address  the 
House,  and  give  all  the  information  that 
can  be  desired.  I  may  state,  however, 
that  in  one  district  of  the  Bury  union, 
four  miles  north  of  Manchester,  the  re- 
lieving officer  18  now  paying  20/.  per  week 
less  than  he  did  a  year  ago,  whilst  at  Bury 
itself  the  relieving  officer  is  paying  50?.  a 
week  less  than  he  did  a  year  ago,  A  gen- 
tleman intimately  acquainted  with  the 
state  of  Manchester,  well  known  to  many 
Gentlemen  in  this  House,  gives  this  gene- 
ral view  of  the  state  of  their  operatives. 
He  says — 

"  The  operative  manufacturers  are  fully  cm-  . 
ployed,  and  at  full  wages.  Cotton,  which  in  1847 
and  1848  was  used  only  to  the  extent  of  about  I 
24,000  bags  weekly,  is  now  used  to  the  extent  of  ' 
32,000  bags — an  increase  of  nearly  35  per  cent. 
While  such  is  the  condition  with  respect  to  the 
demand  for  labour,  the  wages  have  kept  up.  In 
general  terms,  wages  are  tlie  same  as  they  were 
in  1844  ;  and  food,  taken  altogether,  bread,  beef, 
groceries,  Ac,  were  never  in  recent  times,  as  a 
whole,  so  low.  These  circumstiinces  place  the 
mass  of  the  industrious  class  in  a  decidedly  better 
position,  with  a  greater  command  of  the  necessa- 
ries and  comforts  of  life  than  they  enjoyed  even  in 
1836,  which  was  the  most  prosperous  year  they 
ever  had  in  my  experience." 

The  gentleman  proceeds  to  allude  to  the  I 
pressure  upon  all  classes  which  prevailed 
some   months    ago,   and  then  goes  on  to 
say— 

"  From  all  these  harassing  difficulties  this 
middle  class  is  now  recovering — has,  indeed,  in  an 
astonishing  degree,  actually  recovered.  Industry 
of  every  kind  is  returning  to  its  regular  channels  ; 
confidence  is  expanding ;  profits  in  the  home  trade 
are  satisfactory,  though  moderate ;  while,  in  some 
foreign  trades,  the  East  Indian  and  American,  \ 
they  are  unquestionably  good." 

A  similar  statement  as  to  the  present  pe 
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'  riod  being  more  favourable,  as  regards  the 

'  condition  of  the  working  classes,  even  than 

I  1836,   has  been  made  to  me  by   a  very 

large  manufacturer  in  Lancashire;  and  he 

also  refers  to  1836  as  the  most  favourable 

year  he  ever  remembered  before  the  pre- 

'  sent  time : — 

'  **  The  outdoor  relief  in  Manchester  has  greatly 
diminished.  In  the  week  ending  July  3,  1847, 
the  amount  paid  was  1,488/. ;  in  the  week  ending 
June  17,  1848,  it  was  908Z. ;  and  in  that  ending 
June  16,  1849,  it  was  570/. " 

!  I  remember  that  on  a  former  occasion 
great  weight  was  attached  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  crime,  and  the  good  conduct  of  the 
working  classes,  as  an  indication  of  com- 
fort and  prosperity;  and  I  rejoice  to  learn 
from  the  report  of  the  inspector  of  police 
at  Manchester,  in  which  there  is  a  compa- 
rison of  the  offences  in  1840  and  1848, 

I  that  whilst  in  1840  the  offences  against 
the  person  were  1,420,  in  1848  they  were 
753.  Offences  against  property  with  vio- 
lence were,  in  1840,  211;  in  1843,  they 
were  110.  Offences  against  property,  with- 
out  violence,    were,  iu  1846,   3,454;    in 

1848,  1,697.  Miscellaneous  offences  were, 
in  1840,  7,064;  in  1848,  3.430.  More 
convincing  proof  than  these  facts  of  gene- 
ral well-doing  in  these  districts  can  hardly 
be  given. 

As  to  Scotland,  a  gentleman  largely  en- 
gaged in  trade  at  Dundee,  speaking  of  the 
linen  trade,  says — 

"  During  the  past  eighteen  months  a  very  ex- 
tensive and  remunerative  trade  has  been  enjoyed 
in  all  departments  of  the  linen  trade ;  the  work- 
ing classes  have  been  well  employed,  and  wages 
of  labour  have  certainly  been  more  than  an 
average." 

I  hear  from  Glasgow,  that — 

"  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  and  these  not  of 
large  extent,  all  our  cotton  mills  and  power-loom 
Victories  are  in  full  operation,  and  working  fiill 
time.  Calico  printers  are  well  employed,  and 
there  is  abundance  of  employment  in  the  different 
ilepartmcnts  of  handloom  weaving.  Other  trades 
;irc  also  in  a  sUxte  of  moderate  activity,  so  that 
there  is  full  employment  for  all  our  operatives. 
The  rate  of  wages  is  not  generally  higher  than  it 
was  last  year,  but  the  people  are  in  more  com- 
fortable circumstances  than  they  were,  in  conse- 
rjuence  of  the  prices  of  both  provisions  and  cloth- 
ing being  so  moderate." 

There  is  an  increase  in  the  River  Trust 
revenue  for  the  first  five  months  of  the  two 
years.     It   was,    in    1848,    21,925^. ;    in 

1849,  23,266?.  This,  of  course,  can  only 
arise  from  increased  trade  in  the  Clyde. 

One  circumstance  is   mentioned,  which 
is,  perhaps,  more  than  any  other,  an  in- 
dication of  reviving  prosperity.     It  is  well 
2Q 
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known,  that  in  times  of  commercial  ac- 1  or,  lastly,  that  the  increase  of  the  quaii- 
tivitj,  speculations  in  building  are  usually  ,  tities   imported,    does    not    eontribnte  to 


life.  On  a  general  reverse  in  trade,  they 
are  among  the  first  to  fail,  if  they  have , 
been  carried  too  far,  and  they  do  not  re-  j 
yive  until  the  increasing  wealth  of  the  ; 
country  occasions  a  fresh  demand  for 
bouses.  In  Glasgow,  it  appears,  that , 
some  sanction  from  the  municipal  autho- 


make  employment  more  general  f  I  will 
read  to  tlic  House  a  statement  of  the  in- 
creased amount  of  importatioii,  in  differ- 
ent years,  of  certaui  articles  constitating 
the  principal  raw  materials  of  manufacture 
in  this  country,  which  has  taken  place  to 
a   great   extent,    in  consequence    of  the 


rities  is  required,  before  new  buildings  cheapness  which  has  been  caused  by  the 
can  be  commenced ;  and  I  am  informed,  altoration  of  the  law.  I  take  the  corn- 
that  parison  between  the  amouDt  imported  in 
—"the  number  of  applications  to  the  Dean  of  the  year  1841,  being  the  year  before  this 
Guild  Court,  for  authority  to  execute  buildinp  legislation,  so  strongly  denounced  as  mi*- 
operations  has  been  up  to  the  21st  of  Juno,  this  ehicvous  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman,  com- 
if^B.onlyTs""'"'  *^^"^^P^°^»"S  P^"^^^  ^^  menced;  and  the  amount  imported  in  the 
x«_ '  *i  c  '  r  J,'  1  y^ar  1 846,  which  is  the  period  selected 
k^m  that          '"""^         information.  I   l^,  ^,,^  ,,^„  Gentleman  himself,  and  tl»t 

'    ^    ,  :  imported  in  the  vear  1848.    j 

-"all  the  fectorieo.  in  the   neighbourhood  of       t,,^   quantities   of  raw  materials,  im- 


Glasgow,  are  in  full  work  at  present.     The  per- 
sons employed  are  now   in  a  better  condition, 
generally,  than  they  have  been  in  for  the  last  two 
years,  as  to  the  means  of  obtaining  the  neces-  . 
sariei  of  life." 

Lastly,  I  come  to  the  principal  seat  of ! 
manufacture  in  Ireland;  and  from  thence,  > 
too,  I  hear,  that  i 

— "all  the  mills  in  the    Belfast    district,   now 
working,  are  on  full  time,  and  the  position  of  the  ; 
manu&cturing  interest  is  generally  admitted  to 
be  better  than  it  has  been  for  two  or  three  years. 
The  condition  of  the  people  employed,  from  the  , 
cheapness  of  food  at  the  present  time,  is  certainly  j 
more  comfortable  than  in  1847,  or  in  1848,  and  • 
there  is  work  for  all."  j 

I  have  now.  Sir,  gone  through  all  the  i 
principal  seats  of  manufacturing  industry 
in  the  three  kingdoms.     I  have  read  re- 
ports from  them  all.     I  have  stated  facts 
connected  with  the  condition  of  the  peo- 
ple in  all  of  them;  and  no  one  can  deny,  ; 
that    those    facts  show  an  improved  con- ! 
dition  of  the  working  classes ;    that  they  j 
show  that,  in  many  places,  the  people  are  j 
employed    at  increased  and  remunerative  j 
wages,  and  that  even  tliose  who  have  re- 1 
ceived   no    increase   of   wages,  enjoy  ad- 
ditional   comfort    in   consequence    of   the  ' 
greater  cheapness  of  the  articles  of  food, 
clothing,  and    other  things  which   consti- 1 


ported  in  these  years,  were  as  follows : — 
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Take,  then,  either  of    the    two   yetrt, 

1841,  or  1846,  which  the  hon.  Gentlemu 

has  taken  for  his  period    of   compariaoOi 

tute  the   ordinary  items    of  consumption  !  and    compare    the    importation    in   thow 


It  is  im- 


ycars  with  that  in  the  year  1848,  and 
it  is  ohvions  that  there  has  been  a  jerj 
considerable  increase  of  the  importation  of 
raw  materials.  Now,  the  argument  is  ip- 
resistihle,  that  where  there  is  an  increased 


among  the  industrious  classes 
possible  not  to  attribute  this,  in  a  con- 
siderable degree,  to  the  effect  of  that  part 
of  our  recent  legislation  which  reduced,  or 
repealed,  the  duties  on  raw  materials.  It 
must  necessarily  be  so;  for  who  can  sny,  importation  of  the  raw  material  of  mann- 
that  taking  off  the  duty  on  raw  material,  faoture  into  any  country,  there  mast  ne- 
does  not  contribute  to  its  chenpnos3,  or  ccssarily  be  nn  increased  impetus  giren  to 
that  its  cheapness  does  not  contribute  to  employment.  It  would  be  absurd  to  con- 
increase  the  quantities  that  arc  imported, !  tend  otherwise,  and   it  would  be  equally 
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absurd  to  argue,  that  when  the  people 
are  fully  employed,  they  are  not  in  a  bet- 
ter condition  than  when  they  are  only  par- 
tially employed.  To  this  extent,  there- 
fore, it  is  utterly  impossible  to  deny,  that 
recent  legislation  has  contributed  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  working  classes. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  then  referred  to  the 
subject  of  exports,  and  made  use  of  one  of 
those  ingenious  arguments  which  have  been 
urged  by  others  on  that  fertile  topic,  which 
I  confess  I  have  never  been  able  thoroughly 
to  understand.  The  hon.  Gentleman  admits 
that  there  has  been  a  very  considerable 
increase  of  the  quantity  of  articles  export- 
ed— the  produce  of  British  industry  and 
of  British  skill  ;  but  ho  says,  that  the 
value  of  those  exported  articles  is  dimin- 
ished; and  he  further  argues,  that  as  the 
working  men  have  been  employed  at 
higher  wages,  and  as,  from  the  increased 
demand  of  the  raw  material  its  price 
must  also  have  been  higher,  the  clear 
inference  is,  that  from  the  reduced  price 
of  the  articles  of  British  industry  ex- 
ported, the  manufacturers  of  this  coun- 
try must  necessarily  be  ruined.  I  will 
not  stop  to  inquire  into  the  facts,  or 
to  criticise  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 1  leave  him  to  settle  this  point 
with  the  manufacturers  ;  1  am  satisfied 
that,  even  if  they  give  a  higher  price  for 
their  raw  material,  they  certainly  will  not 
tell  him  that  they  are  ruined ;  and  that, 
though  they  pay  better  wages  to  their  la- 
bourers, still,  in  spite  of  these  circum- 
stances, they  look  with  pleasure  at  an  in- 
creased and  increasing  export  of  their 
manufacturing  produce,  and  rejoice  in  the 
conviction  that  they  are  not  yet  in  that 
state  of  decline  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  depicted,  although  they  may  have 
been  exporting  larger  quantities  of  goods 
at  reduced  prices.  But  it  is  a  most  extra- 
ordinary thing,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
who,  with  his  friends  around  him,  gene- 
rally tells  U3  that  they  do  not  attach  any 
importance  to  the  imports  of  a  country, 
but  look  only  to  its  exports  as  a  test  of  its 
prosperity,  did  not  derive  some  comfort,  in 
the  midst  of  his  gloom,  from  the  very  ex- 
traordinary increase  in  our  exports  which 
hos  taken  place  in  the  last  four  months. 
Instead  of  what  ought  to  have  been  a  con- 
solation to  him,  he  has  only  derived  from 
this  circumstance  further  grounds  for  de- 
spondency. As  I  believe,  however,  that 
the  House  and  the  country  generally  will 
take  a  very  different  view  of  the  matter,  I 
will  read  to  the  House  a  list  of  the  expor- 


tatioQB  of  the  principal  articles  of  British 
produce  for  the  first  four  months  of  this 
year.  I  find  that,  even  as  respects  agri- 
cultural produce,  there  has  been  a  very 
considerable  increase  of  exports  on  two 
articles  of  British  and  Irish  produce — 
namely,  butter  and  wool.  The  comparison 
in  the  following  table  is  between  the  four 
months  ending  the  5th  of  May,  1848,  and 
the  5th  of  May,  1849:— 

;  Exports  of  British  and  Irish  Manufactures 
FOR  THE  Four  Months  endinq  the  6th  of 
May. 


Articles. 


Butter,  cwt 

Candles,  lb ; 

Coals,  tons I 

Cordage,  cwt ' 

Cotton  manufao.  yds.: 

Lace,  yds.    j 

Cotton  yarn,  lb I 

Herrings,  barrels    ...| 

Bottles,  cwt I 

Leather,  wrought,  lb.' 
Linen  manufac.  yds.  I 
Linen  thread,  lb.     ...i 

Linen  yarn,  lb 

Iron,  wrought,  tons  .1 

Copper,  do.  cwt ' 

Brass,  cwt 

Lead,  tons   

Oil,  gallons 

Salt,  bushels   

Silk  manufac.  lb.  ... 
Silk  stockings,  dozen 

pairs     

Silk,  twist,  lb 

Wool,  lb 

Woollen  manuf.  pes.. 
Woollen  manuf.  yds.. 
Woollen      stockings, 

dozen  pairs 


1848. 


7.897 

468,369 

886,548 

17,863 

330,006,028 

19,930,617 

36,180,024 

19,696 

68,075 

338,230 

30,845,052 

663,638 

3,270,133 

23,302 

4,420 

3,246 

1,672 

888,966 

4,406,337 

65,061 

3,919 

61,678 

996,767 

503,489 

8,603,264 

19,020 


1849. 


14,483 

887,478 

930,835 

32,128 

417,346.084 

36,642,263 

40,933.700 

24,329 

72,428 

607,685 

33,623,128 

706,646 

5,667,062 

37,730 

6,689 

6,477 

4,179 

1,055,941 

6,000,829 

90,399 

6,945 

82,661 

3,259,218 

652,076 

12,841,962 

31,200 


The  exports  of  haberdashery,  which  can 
only  be  entered  by  value,  amounted,  in 
the  first  four  months  of  1848,  to275,584?., 
and  in  the  first  four  months  of  1849,  to 
324,466i.  There  is,  in  fact,  hardly  a 
single  branch  of  English  manufacture  of 
any  sort  or  description,  the  export  of  which, 
during  the  early  part  of  the  present  year, 
as  compared  with  the  corresponding  period 
of  last  year,  has  not  increased  in  a  very 
extraordinary  degree.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  described  the  manufacturers  to 
be  in  a  state  of  distress,  notwithstanding 
the  increased  amount  of  exports,  on  ac- 
count of  the  diminished  value  of  the  goods 
exported.  But  what  say  the  returns  of 
the  declared  value  of  those  exports  ?  It 
may  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  House  to  know,  that  the  declared 
value  of  exports  in  the  first  four  moi^ths 
2Q2 
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of  the  year  1848,  as  compared  with  the 
first  four  niontliB  of  the  year  1849|  has 
increased  from  15»239,86H.  for  the  first 
period,  to  1 6, 836 »647(.  for  tlie  second 
period  ;  and  that,  taking  the  comparison 
bttween  the  first  five  months  of  1848  aiul 
the  first  five  months  of  1840,  the  increase 
has  been  from  1 8,944.644^.  to  2  i ,  1 91  .nil 
Therefore,  taking  the  amount  of  the  di- 
clftrcd  vjihie  of  exports  either  for  the  first 
four,  or  for  the  first  five,  months  of  1S4D, 
as  compared  witli  the  same  periods  of 
1848,  tho  increase  of  exports  has  been 
moat   extraordinary,   and    ought   lo   he   a 
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wliilst  in  another  part  of  his  speech,  ho 
complained  that  trade  was  in  a  depressed 
state  on  account  of  the  decline  of  our 
weahh.  Which  of  these  propositions  will 
the  hon.  Gentlenian  abide  by  ?  We  reallj  . 
shoidd  know  on  which  of  these  contradic-^ 
tory  assertions  the  lion.  Gentleman  intends 
to  rest  bis  case.  Is  it  on  the  falling  off, 
or  the  increase  of  wealth  ?  He  has  as* 
sorted  both,  and  I  confess  that  1  cannot 
sec  how  the  same  conclusion  can  he  drawn 
from  such  opposite  premises.  1  believe 
that  our  capital  is  increasing,  am!  that  the 
country  is  gradunlly  and  steadily  advancing 
comfort  to  those  who  pay  no  regard  what-  \m  wealth;  and  I  think  that  the  snni  ap 


ever  to  the  amount  of  our  imports,  hut  who 
consider  that  the  whole  prosperity  of  the 
country  depends  upon  the  amount  of  our 
exports. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  next  adverte<i  to  the  in- 
vest tiients  raadc  in  railways.  Now,  upun 
that  subject  I  do  not  mean  to  retract  a 
single  opinion  which  I  have,  on  any  for- 
mer occasion,  expressed  in  this  House,  or 
elsewhere.     I  think  that  the  vast  amount 


plied  to  the  construction  of  raih'oads  in  the 
last  year,  atfords  no  Blight  proof  of  what 
the  resources  of  this  great  country  are, 
even  in  times  of  difficulty.  For  in  the 
year  1848,  speaking  in  round  Tmmbers,^ 
there  has  been  expended  on  railroads  in 
this  country  no  less  a  sum  than  35,iKlO,000^; 
and  since  the  beginning  of  this  year  up  to 
the  present  time,  there  has  been  an  addi- 
tional sum  of  10,000,000^.  expended.  This 
seems  to  me  to  be  an  enormous  amount  to 


of  capital  invested  in  radwajs  in  the  year  have  been  withdrawn  from  other  invest- 
1847  did,  in  a  very  material  degree,  ii>- '  nienta  in  such  a  year  as  the  last.  I  am 
terfere  with  the   commercial  interests  of  j  afraid,  however,  that  the  calls  for  railroad 


this  country.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  be  under  an  extraordinary  mis- 
conception upon  this  part  of  tlie  subject 
— and,  able  as  he  is,  he  does  not  appear 
to  have  taken  the  trouble  to  maku  him- 
self acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  ca.sc. 
He  asks,  liow  it  can  be  that  the  invest- 
ments in  railways,  in  184G  and  1847,  pro- 
duced vsuch  an  effect,  when  they  did  not 
do  so  in  1844  or  1845?  The  simple 
reason  is,  that  a  greater  effect  was  pro- 
duced in  the  years  1840  and  1847,  by 
the  investments  of  railways,  tluvn  in  pre- 
vious years,  because  the  withdrawal  of 
30,000,000^.  of  capital  must  have  a 
greater  etfcet  upon  the  interests  of  the 
country  than  the  withdrawal  of  i  5,000,000^. 
or  16,000,000i.  In  the  year  1845,  the 
amount  raised  for  railway  purpotscB  was 
16,129,809^;  in  the  year  1846,  it  was 
37,814,9931.;  and  in  the  year  1847,  it  was 
41,025,487^.,  being  an  increase  of  nearly 
25,000,000^.  beyond  the  sum  raised  two 
years  before.  That  vast  amount  of  capital 
must  of  course  be  withdrawn  from  other 
channels  of  profitable  investment.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  inconsistent  in  his 
observations.  lie  has  told  us  that  there 
never  was  such  an  abundance  of  capital 
as  at  the  present  moment— that  mercantile 
bills  never  were  more  readily  discounted; 


shares  do  very  seriously  affect  many  par- 
ties throughout  the  country.  There  are,  I 
fear,  very  few  persons  in  the  small  towrn^ 
who  have  not  suffered  in  consequence  of^ 
their  having  taken  part  in  railway  specu- 
lation a*  1  believe  it  will  be  founfl  that 
there  has  been  hardly  a  firm  that  has 
failed,  the  member??  of  which  w^ere  not  in* 
vol  veil  more  or  less  in  railroad  shares. 
When  parties  took  shares,  they  probably 
did  so  with  the  notion  that  they  cuuld 
sell  them  again  at  any  time,  forgetting 
their  future  liabilities  if  they  failed  to  do 
so.  This  liability  to  the  pa^'mcnt  of  fur- 
ther calls  now  comes  heavily  upon  the 
holders,  atid  interferes  with  their  usual 
conrse  of  business.  My  opinion  is,  that 
this  liability  to  calls  presses  very  severely 
upon  shareholders  of  small  capital  ;  and 
wo  nioy  judge  to  what  an  extent  it  must 
he  felt,  from  the  account  of  what  took 
place  with  resjicct  to  the  Great  Northern 
Railway.  I  find,  from  a  atatement  in  the 
Timcif  of  the  8th  of  June,  that  it  was  an- 
nounced at  a  meeting  of  the  shareholder 
of  that  company  that  the  numlier  of  share 
in  arrcar  was  o5,07f>;  that  there  were  ac- 
tions pending  on  6.169;  and  security  for 
payment  had  been  given  on  2.37*?;  leaving 
26.534  shares  to  bo  forfdtcd.  The  direc- _ 
tors  hnd  put  oft*  the  evil  day  as  long 
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they  couUK  On  tbo  average,  5L  per  share 
Jimi  been  paid  upon  tlic  26,534  filiarea;  so 
that  there  niui>t  have  beeji  a  loss  of  up- 
wartls  of  100,000?.  cm  tbc  sl^arcs  forfeited, 
to  the  parties  wbo  held  tlicni;    yet  they 


the  Nation. 


1194 


quality  of  the  proviaioTiB  required  by  that 
institution  being  always  precisely  Eimilar, 
the  accuracy  of  the  comparison  of  prieea 
may  be  relied  upon.  I  have  abstracted 
from  it  tbc  prices  of  several  articles  in  the 
thought  it  better  to  sacrifice  that  very  Inrjcje  \  month  of  June  in  each  year*  from  1842  to 


6UU1  of  money  than  to  pay  up  the  remam- 
ing  calls.  It  i^  quite  impoi^sible  that  such 
a  state  of  things  should  not  considerably 
itnpoverish  the  parties  who  arc  engaged  in 
these  tmnsactiouB.  Xfy  belief  is^  that 
throughout  a  larp;e  portion  of  the  country 
towns  the  pcfiplc  are  involved  in  these 
railroad  concerns,  and  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  stagnation  of  trade  in  tho.^e  1  1846 
towns  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plains,  is  owing  immediately  to  that  circum- 
i^t&nee. 

I  have  now  given  what  I  conceive  to  bo 
a  complete  ansAver  to  the  lion.  Gentleman's 
observations,  so  far  as  the  condition  of  the 


tlie  present  time;  they  are  as  follows  : — 


Tkars. 

Sugar, 

ilcwfc. 

Suit,  ^  cwt. 

Rice.ycwi. 

jr. 

it 

^.     d. 

0.      d. 

1842  ... 

78 

0 

5       0 

33       0 

1843  ... 

7«i 

0 

5       0 

33       0 

1S44  ,., 

74 

0 

4    e 

32       0 

1S45  ... 

A3 

0 

4       0 

30       0 

1846  ... 

64 

a 

3       {» 

33       0 

1847  ... 

m 

1* 

3       i\ 

38       0 

1848  ... 

54 

u 

3       6 

17      0 

1841}    ,. 

54 

0 

3       0 

And  T  will  now  mention  what  is  a  proof  of 

\  the  advantage  h(»th  to  the  consumer  and  to 

manufacturing  districts  in  concerned;  and  i  the  producer  at  a  distance,  of  the  improved 


I  think  I  have  shown  that  the  working 
claB^^cs  in  those  districts  are  not  in  a  state 
of  distress,  but  that,  generally  speaking, 
they  are  in  a  state  of  comparative  ease, 
owing  to  the  full  emjiloymetit  wliieh  they 
are  able  to  obtxiin^  and  also  owing  to  tbo 
reduction  in  the  price  of  thoao  articles 
tipou  which  their  existence  and  their  com- 
forts mainly  depend,  1  will  no^v  turn  more 
in  detail  to  this  latter  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion. 


#. 

d. 

«. 

d 

t.d. 

i.<i. 

f.tf. 

#.<2. 

9,d. 

I 

0. 

J 

i>.. 

.1  0. 

.1  0. 

.0  9. 

.0  10. 

..0  ^ 

communication  by  railroads.  The  follow- 
ing arc  the  prices  of  milk  per  gallon,  in 
each  of  the  last  seven  years  :— 

Milk.. 

StR  J.  TYRELL:  How  many  miles 
from  LmuloTi  are  these  things  supplied  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  thk  EXCHE- 
QUER: When  I  tell  the  hon.  Member  for 
Essex,  that  the  milk,  in  the  vear  1840  and 


I  will  notj  at  present,  refer  to  the  price  ,  subsequent  years,  baa  been  supplied  by 
either  of  corn  or  of  meat.  It  is  notoriuua  |  contract  from  Romford,  and  sent  by  the 
that  both  of  those  necessary  articles  of  |  Eastern  Counties  Railway,  I  do  not  think 
consumption  have  been  during  the  spring  '  that  he  will  have  any  reason  to  complaia 
lower  than  they  have  been  for  the   last   on  the  part  of  hia  constituents. 


three  or  four  years;  but  I  will  reserve  what 
I  have  to  say  respecting  them  till  I  corae 
\  the  state  of  the  agricultural  districts.  I 
riH  now  refer  to  the  price  of  groceries. 
In  1844.  i-aisins  yf^VQ  sold  at  48jf.  ^d,  per 


The  effect  of  the  reduction  of  duty  upon 
those  articles  of  consumption  which  are 
peculiarly  necessary  to  the  working  classes 
is  most  strongly  exhibited  by  the  increased 
amount    entered    for   home    consumption, 


cwt.;  in  1848,  they  were  A\s,  Zd.  Cnr*  and  that  increase  may  be  v^tj  fairly  taken 
rants,  in  1844,  were  4G«.  2c/. ;  in  1848,  '  as  evidence  of  the  improved  condition  of 
they  were  39t.  Zd.  Rice^  on  the  contrary,  I  the  labouring  population  of  this  country, 
has  risen  to  a  small  amount;  hut  it  is  very  |  demonstrating  as  it  does  their  ability  to 
much  lower  now  than  in  the  last  three  or  i  purchase  and  consume  articles  of  necessity 
four  years.       In   1844,  it  was  15^.;    inland  comfort.     I  will  now  read  a  compa- 


1845,  18#,  3d.;  in  1846,  20^.:  in  1847, 
24^.  3ci,;  and  it  is  now  reduced  to  15.^.  7ti, 
These  are  the  wholesale  prices  in  London, 

The  retail  prices  at  Birmingham  of  tbo 
following  articles  were — * 

I  have  obtained  an  account  of  the  prices 
of  various  articles  purchased  at  St,  Tho* 
tnas^'B  Hospital  in  a  series  of  years.  The 
information  afforded  by  it  is  the  more  vain- 
able,   as,    from    the   circumstance   of  the 

*  Sco  Tablo  (&B  note)  folio wiag  oolumii. 


rative   statement   of  articles  of  that  de- 
scription, on  which  the  duty  ha.H  been  re- 


•AnxtcLKw, 

1844, 

1848. 

June, 
1840. 

Tea,  perib 

Su^r,  mw    

Sugar.  refincHi   ... 

Coffee 

Rioe 

6    0 
0     7    1 

0  d 

1  8 
0    3 

«.  d, 
4   e 

0     6 

0  0^ 

1  0 
0    3 

9,  d. 

4    0 

0  H 
n    6 

1  4 

0    24 
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duced,  entered  in  the  years  1841,  1846. ' 
and  1848:— 


Ol      A      01      i-M 
t'     1-     <»     O 


O      rt      IQ 

o    ^    «o 
»o    «    o 


o    ^    o 


^    ^    ^ 

OO     «j      ^ 

«    1^    t* 


o»    o    t-    CO 


Ci  1^  *— 

00  «  o 

01  -^  o 

»0  Ci  O 

CO  o*  '* 


»o    o    o    CO    t' 
c^^   t-    o    CO    o 

1-^      o"     ^     00 


^     00  j- 

S-  EC- 

«      t-  3C. 

O     o"  vf 

«»      15  *ff 

•-•     J-  OI 


P 


■Soil 

tt  o  o  o 


The  increase  is  considerable  in  the  latter 
year,  but  it  is  not  confined  to  those  articles 
on  which  the  duty  has  been  reduced,  for 
the  greater  the  cheapness  of  such  articles 
enables  the  consumer  to  purchase  a  larger 
quantity  of  other  articles  also,  and  accor- 
dingly the  importation  of  two  articles  on 
which  the  old  duty  remains,  has  also  in- 
creased. The  following  are  the  quantities 
of  Tea  and  Tobacco  entered  in  the 
years — 

1841.  1846.  1848. 

Tea,  lb.  ...  30,681,877    46,728,208    48,735,971 

^d^Snuff}  22,308,385     27,001,908    27,267,407 

I  do  not  know  that  I  need  trouble  the 
House  with  any  remarks  upon  these  state- 
ments. The  effect  of  the  measures  which 
have  been  adopted  by  the  Legislature  in  , 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  duties  on  the  | 
importation  of  foreign  articles  of  consump- 
tion, is  very  evidently  proved  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  people  of  this  country,  by  the 
increased  quantities  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption. 

I  now  come  to  the  article  of  sugar,  the 
amount  of  the  consumption  of  which  is  one 
of  the  best  tests  of  the  condition  of  the 
people,  because  it  is  an  article  which  is 
mixed  up  with  almost  everything  they  con 
sumo.  They  use  it  with  their  tea  in  the 
morning,  with  their  pudding  at  dinner,  and 
with  their  tea  again  at  night.  The  quan- 
tity of  sugar  retained  for  home  consump- 
tion, the  amount  of  duty  on  Colonial  su-  j 
irar,  and  the  amount  of  tlie  protecting 
at  the  same  time,  have  been  as  fol- 


Years. 

Tons. 

Duty  on 

Protecting 

Colonial  Sugar. 

duty. 

s.      d. 

8.      d. 

1844 

206,472 

25       2 

40     11 

1845 

242,831 

14       0 

9       4 

1846 

261,012 

14       0 

1       0 

1847 

288,975 

14       0 

6       0 

1848 

308,131 

13      0 

5       6 

showing  an  increase  in  the  year  1848,  as 
compared  with  the  year  1844,  of  101,659 
tons,  or  42^  per  cent  in  ^re  years.  And 
this,  be  it  borne  in  mind,  is  owing  in  a  con- 
siderable degree  to  those  recent  legislative 
measures  of  which  the  bon.  Gentleman  hat 
spoken  with  so  much  censure  and  condem- 
nation. 

I  will  now  take  another  article,  respect- 
ing which  great  interest  has  been  felt,  but 
which  does  not  enter  so  much  into  the  con- 
sumption of  the  labouring  classes.  I  refer 
to  foreign  brandy,  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  which  it  was  thought  at  the  time  mast 
be  most  injurious  both  to  the  British  and 
the  colonial  producer.  I  will  read  the 
quantities  of  foreign  brandy  entered  for 
home  consumption,  with  the  rate  of  duty, 
and  the  revenue  received  from  it  in  each 
year  from  1843: — 


Years. 

Gallons. 

Rate  of  duty 
per  gallon. 

Revenue. 

In  1843 
1844 
1845 
1846 
1847 
1848 

1,052,260 
1,037.937 
1,073,778 
1,561,629 
1,574,068 
1,632,710 

22«.  lOd. 
22s.  lOd, 
22s,  lOd, 
Ids. 
15*. 
Ui, 

£  1,201,339 
1.184,798 
1,225,889 
1,203,990 
1,182,794 
1,233,437 

The  House  will  observe  that  beyond  the 
increased  quantity,  the  revenue  deiived 
from  Foreign  brandy  is  higher  in  the  year 
1848,  than  it  was  in  1843,  notwithstanding 
the  reduction  of  duty.  I  will  now  read  a 
statement  of  the  consumption  of  British 
and  Colonial  spirits,  and  the  revenue  da- 
rived  from  them,  which  will  show  that  the 
increased  use  of  brandy  since  1846  has 
not  lessened  the  use  of  Colonial  and  Brit- 
ish spirits. 


Average  Consumption 

Colonial  Spirits     

British  

Average  yearly  revenue  on 
Colonial  Spirits. 


Gallons. 

2,257.147 

20.865,148 

£ 
1,053,427 


§-^ 


H 


British  5,274,726   «,561,( 


Oallont. 

2,999,904 

22^26,967 

£. 

1,230,005 

,815 
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Hero  again  is  sTiown  not  only  a  clear 
gain  to  tbo  revenue,  but  also  to  tbe  con- 
sumer. 

I  will  now  refer  to  another  return, 
wliich  I  consider  to  be  very  conclusive 
as  to  tlic  policy  of  tbose  measures  vvbich 
I  hiiil  tbe  satisfjictiou  of  pa?*6ing  throuii:b 
this  House,  uhhougb  they  wcro  warmly 
opposed,  on  account  of  the  utter  destruc- 
tion which  they  wcro  alleged  to  threaten 
to  tbo  EngliBb  distiller,  and  more  es- 
peeially  to  tbo  distillers  in  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  I  will  first  compare  tbe  quan- 
tity of  spirits  distillefl  and  brought  to 
Gbarge  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland, 
in  tbe  years  1848  and  1849.  I  find  that 
in  tbe  year  endtug  tbo  5th  of  April,  1S4S, 
tho  number  of  gallons  of  spirits  distiiled  in 
Enyfland  waa  5,298,913  gallons,  and  in 
1849,  5,266,432,  showing  a  diminution  of 
32,481  gallons.  But  in  Scotland,  to  which 
country  the  greatest  injury  was  anticipated, 
I  find  that  in  1848  tho^^quantity  distilled 
was  8,4U0,440  gallons,  and  in  1849, 
9,792,565  gallons,  sliowing  an  increase  of 
1,.'U)2,125  gallons.  With  respect  to  Ire- 
land I  find  that  tbo  quantity  distilled  jii 
1848  was  6.518,563  gallons,  and.  in  1S49» 
8,262,013  gallons,  there  being  an  increase 
of  1,743,450  gallons.  I  will  now  refer  to 
the  quantities  consumed.  In  England  thero 
baa  been  a  decrease  of  tbe  quantity  wbieh 
paid  duty  for  botnc  consumption  in  tbo 
year  ending  tho  5th  of  April*  1849,  as 
compared  with  1848,  of  63,092  gallons; 
but  this  is  mainly  to  be  attributed,  1  be- 
lieve, to  the  operation  of  the  Act  passed 
Inst  year,  which  enabled  Scotch  and  Irish 
difltiHers  to  warehouse  their  spirits  in  Eng- 
land, lu  tho  case  of  Scotland,  there  baa 
been  an  increase  of  198,658  gallons  in  tbo 
year,  and  in  Ireland  an  increase  of  no  less 
than  607,538  gallons,  on  which  duty  has 
been  actually  paid  for  consumption.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  tbe  measuro  which  I 
brought  m  last  year,  empowering  Scotch 
and  Irish  distillers  to  warehouse  their  epi- 
rits  in  England,  has  to  a  certain  extent  di- 
minished tho  amount  of  duty  received  up 
to  the  present  time  in  this  country.  The 
quantity  warehoused  in  England  under  that 
Act  up  to  tbe  5th  of  April  last  I  fmd  to 
have  been  803,775  gallons.  By  the  Act 
passed  last  year,  also,  spirits  were  allowed 
to  be  exported,  on  drawback,  from  any 
part  of  tbo  united  kingdom;  and  eincc 
then  117,901  gallons  have  been  so  export- 
ed from  tho  three  kingdoms.  There  was 
formerly  a  complaint  that  Dutch  spirits 
were   brought   over  to   this   country   and 


warehoused  here,  with  a  vicvr  to  exportEi- 
tion  to  our  colonies,  and  that  our  own  dia* 
tillers  were  denied  this  privilege.  That 
complaint  was  removed  last  year,  and  therd 
is  now  springing  up  an  export  trade  of 
spirits  from  thh  country. 

I  will  now  very  shortly  advert  to  one  or 
two  trades  which  it  was  supposed  would 
bo  utterly  ruined  by  the  competition  of 
foreign  manufactures.  I  will  Brst  take  the 
trade  of  glove-making.  Tliis  it  was  sup- 
posed would  be  absolutely  destroyed  by 
foreign  competition — and  I  find  that  tbe 
other  day  one  of  tbe  speakers  at  the  pro- 
tectionist meeting  in  Drury  Lane  Theatre, 
asserted  that  it  was  utterly  ruined,  because 
whilst  the  quantity  of  gloves  imported  in 
1846  was  only  2,292,007  pairs,  in  the 
year  1849  tbo  number  had  increased  to 
3,039,941  pairs.  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
make  inquiry  as  to  what  had  been  tbe 
actual  ctfeet  upon  the  glove  trade  of  tbo 
last  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  that  article, 
and  I  have  b.T.d  put  into  my  bands  a  letter 
from  a  person  connected  with  one  of  tbe 
largest  haherdflshery  bouses  in  London, 
who  is  well  acquainted  with  the  subject ; 
and  in  that  letter  occurs  the  following  pas* 
sage ; — 

'*  I  hjivo  mado  particidar  inquiry  Into  the  mat- 
ter rr'ferrecl  to  in  your  not©  of  the  flth,  »nd  I  Am 
f^uro  you  wiU  be  pleased  to  learn  tbtit  thu  roe u It  li 
in  every  wny  favourable  to  tho  views  you  hav© 
always  entertained." 

\Ironkal  cheers,]  I  did  not  intend  to  read 
tbe  complimentary  words,  but,  since  bon. 
Gentlemen  cheer,  I  will  read  them*  Tbe 
letter  was  not  addressed  to  myself: — 

'*  Tlio  result  is  la  <?very  way  favoumble  to  the 
b'beral  and  enli^E^htencd  views  you  have  alwnya  en- 
t<?rfained  on  commercial  •iibjects,  and  that  to  fiir 
from  tJiD  idle  fears  of  ruin,  expressed  by  tbe  Eng" 
IJsU  glove  (nanulueturers,  being  realised  by  tbo 
last  reduction  of  duty,  I  understand  that  this 
bnmeh  of  manufacture  was  never  in  so  flouH&hing 
A  condition  a*  at  the  pi^ient  moment ;  nnd,  not- 
w'tthstandin^;  there  Ima  been  a  laryc  increaae  in 
tiic  imjiortHtion  of  French  gloves  this  yt'^nv,  there 
in  now  a  greater  demand  for  English  leather 
glovei  than  ut  any  former  period.  The  (pmlUy 
nod  make  of  our  gloves  have  also  mueli  improved 
n\no(*  tlioy  were  put  into  more  direet  eompctitloa 
\TitU  the  French  by  tlie  last  reduction  of  duty,  oo 
titueh  so,  tluit  ill  i^ome  inittJinceB  uqiic  but  m  prac- 
ticed eye  «>uidd  diBtinguiaih  one  from  the  othur* 
As  re^rards  price,  the  Kr  -'  '^  -  rnppte  suecoitS' 
fuHy    witii    the   I'rench,  in  lanihekin 

ghiveHf  and,   I  believe,  h  '  le,  would  do 

«till  more  if  the  duty  were  mken  oit  aliiigetbor* 
In  kid  gloves,  owing  to  ctimute  or  some  other 
local  rireumstanee,  the  French  have  loino  advan* 
tnge»  but  t)tiM  refers  chiefly  to  the  bout  and  higho«t 
priced  nrticleH,  and  probably  to  the  pAins  aail  earo 
devoted  in  making  them  np." 
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Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  in  the 
habit  of  maintaining  that  nothing  but  pro- 
tection from  foreign  competition  will  lead 
either  to  the  improvement  of  any  branch 
of  native  industry,  or  to  the  advantage  of 
the  public.  I  have  shown  that  tliey  are 
quite  mistaken;  for  here  is  an  instance  in 
which  the  effect  of  competition  with  the 
foreign  manufacturer  has  been  to  improve 
the  home  manufacture,  as  well  as  to  bene- 
fit the  public.  Precisely  the  same  result 
has  occurred  from  taking  off  the  duty  on 
foreign  silk.  In  1846,  the  silk  manufac- 
tures of  Europe  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption were  416,299  lbs.;  in  1847, 
407,307  lbs.;  and,  in  1848,  571,034 lbs. 
The  same  gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
already  referred  says — 

"  Speaking  generally  of  the  silk  trade  of  this 
country,  no  prejudicial  etFeet  whatever  lias  been 
produced  by  the  last  reduction  of  duty  on  foreign 
silks  (in  1849) ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  a  very  bene- 
ficial one,  by  bringing  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country  more  closely  into  competition  with  the 
French,  and  thereby  calling  their  skill  into  more 
active  operation,  by  which  the  manufacture  itself 
cannot  fiiil  to  benefit." 

I  might  multiply  instances  of  a  similar 
kind  almost  to  any  extent  I  pleased.  [Mr. 
Disraeli  here  made  a  remark  across  the 
table.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  I  may 
read  as  many  letters  as  1  please.  1  must 
say,  that  1  think  it  infinitely  better  to  read 
letters  from  persons  practically  acquainted 
with  the  subject  under  consideration,  than 
to  make  statements  without  the  slightest 
attempt  to  support  them  by  proof. 

I  have  stated  the  principal  trades  which 
are  in  a  prosperous  state.  1  shall  now  re- 
fer— for  I  do  not  mean  to  disguise  any- 
thing from  the  House — to  some  trades 
which  no  doubt  are  in  a  state  of  consider- 
able depression.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
iron  trade,  which  is  at  present  in  a  de- 
pressed state;  but  I  think  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time  are  suflicient  to  account 
for  it.  The  iron  trade  was  raised  to  an 
extraordinary  state  of  prosperity  a  few 
years  ago  by  the  enormous  demand  for 
iron  in  the  construction  of  railways,  not 
only  in  this  country,  but  abroad.  That 
demand,  to  a  certain  extent,  has  ceased; 
and  there  having  been  a  great  increase  in 
the  make  of  iron  without  a  corresponding 
demand  for  it,  a  certain  degree  of  tempo- 
rary depression  was  inevitable.  The  make 
of  iron  has  increased  in  a  most  remark- 
able degree.  In  1840  it  amounted  to 
1,396,400  tons;  in  1843  it  was  1,215,350 
tons;  in  1847  it  was  1,999,608;  and  in 
1848  it  was  2,093,736  tons.  There  having 


been  this  groat  increase  of  prodnctioii  with- 
out a  continuance  of  the  demand — the  de- 
mand having  been  checked  by  the  state  of 
this  country  and  of  the  Continent — ^it  was 
impossible  but  that  a  temporarj  depression 
should  take  place. 

There  is  another  trade  which,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  is  at  present  depressed  —  I 
mean  the  glass  trade.  I  believe,  however, 
that  this  also  is  owing,  in  a  great  degree, 
to  the  increase  in  the  production  of  glass 
which  took  place  immediately  after  the 
duty  was  taken  off  in  this  country.  The 
manufacturers,  it  appears,  oyershot  thdr 
mark,  and  the  demand  haying  fallen  off, 
partly  from  the  check  given  a  year  and  a 
half  ago  to  building  speculations,  the  result 
has  been  a  state  of  depression.  I  have  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  considerable  glass 
manufacturer,  who  says — 

"  The  glass  trade  has  been  overdone ;  and,  in  a 
former  letter,  I  anticipated  that  it  would  be  the 
case,  from  the  too  great  impetus  given  by  the  re- 
peal of  the  duty  at  a  period  of  great  exeitement, 
and  the  demand  being  curtailed  from  the  cessation 
in  building.  The  admission  of  foreign  glass  on 
very  moderate  duties  is  certainly  not  &e  cause.** 

In  order  to  check  that  statement,  I  called 
for  a  return  of  the  glass  imported  into  this 
country,  and  of  the  quantities  retained  for 
home  consumption,  since  the  reduction  of 
the  duty,  and  1  find  that  the  quantity  of 
glass  retained  for  home  consumption  in  the 
united  kingdom  since  that  time  has  by  no 
means  increased  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
interfere  with  the  manufacture  in  this 
country.  Of  window-glass  I  find  there 
was  retained  for  home  consumption  in  the 
year  ending  the  5th  of  January,  >848, 
4,694  cwt.;  and  in  1849,  6,888  cwt.  Of 
glass  exceeding  one  ninth  of  an  inch  in 
thickness,  and  all  silvered  or  polished  glass, 
of  whatever  thickness,  there  was  retained, 
in  1848,  99,841  square  feet;  and  in  1849, 
74,806  square  feet.  Of  white  flint  glass 
goods  (except  bottles),  not  cut,  engraved, 
or  otherwise  ornamented,  there  was  re- 
Itained  in  1848,  16,399  lbs.,  and  in  1849, 
{ 20,366  lbs.  Of  all  flint  cut  glass,  flint 
I  coloured  glass,  and  fancy  ornamental  glass, 
there  was,  in  1848,  197,857 lbs.;  and  m 
1849,  409,871  lbs.  There  is  nothing  in 
I  these  quantities  of  foreign  glass  imported 
to  account  for  depression  in  our  home 
I  trade. 

From  our  manufactures,  I  wiU  now  turn 
,  to  the  shipping  interest.     In  spite  of  the 
,  alarm   which  has   been   raised    in  conse- 
quence of  the  threatened  repeal  of  the  na- 
vigation laws,  which  has  now  happily  been 
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carried,  our  aLippinr^  lias  increased  up  to 
tbe  period  of  the  latest  returns.  ]t  ap- 
pears tliat  tlie  tonnage  of  shippiug  belong- 
ing to  the  British  empire  on  the  Slst  of 
December,  of  each  year  from  1845  to 
1S48,  was  as  follows  :— 


Stiips. 

Tom. 

1845     , 

,  31.B17     , 

.  3,7H,0Gl 

i84e   . 

.  S2,49l»     , 

.  3,817.112 

184T    * 

.  32. 11118     . 

.  3,052,52  4 

1R4S     . 

.  33,li72     . 

.  4,052 J  (iO 

And,  lookin;2r  to  t!ie  statement  of  the 
tonnage  of  British  and  foreign  shippitig 
entered  and  cleart'd  from  ports  in  llie 
united  kingdom  in  tlic  five  months  to  the 
5th  of  June  of  each  year  from  1845  to 
1849,  exclusive  of  vessels  in  ballast,  I  tiud 
the  following  result :  — 

Britisli  \'csa<'l5.  Foreign  Vcsi<cls.    Totnh 

Tons.  Tons.  Tons. 

1845    .  .    2,268,144  .  .  8i>7.«12  .   .  3.125,756 

184tt  .  .  2,240,«4a  .  .  1,020,074  .  .  3.260,717 

1847    .  .   2,581,476  ,  .  1,284,354  .  .  3,865*830 

.  ,  2.027,055  .  .  070,279  .  .  3,507,334 

.  -  2,054,670  .  ,  1,275.667   .   .  4.230.337 

I  |ri&  uot  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the 
HotlSd  with  anj  further  details  on  this  part 
of  tbe  subject.  I  really  do  not  know  upon 
what  part  of  the  question,  bo  far  as  the 
nianufaotures  of  the  country  go — so  far  as 
the  trade,  and  commerce,  and  shipping  of 
the  country  ^o — 1  say  1  do  not  know  upon 
what  part  of  these  questions  I  can  add  any- 
thing to  what  I  have  already  said  for  the 
purpose  of  negativing  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  all  these  interests 
are  in  a  general  state  of  depression,  1 
have  stated  the  ivages  which,  gene- 
rally speaking,  are  received  iu  various 
branches  of  industry,  I  have  stated  the 
power  of  consumption  which  exists  ju  the 
couutry,  the  price  vf  the  articles  consumed » 
the  quantities  brought  into  consumption, 
and  the  general  state  of  employment 
among  the  people,  and  I  have  shown  that 
in  every  one  of  these  respects  there  has 
been  an  improvement.  What  other  test 
1  could  apply  to  prove  the  condition  of 
these  various  branehes  of  industry  I  know 
not ;  but  certainly  every  test  which  I  have 
applied  produces  a  decisive  proof  of  my  as- 
Bcrtiou*  that  so  far  from  their  being  iu 
a  state  of  distress,  they  arc  in  a  state — it 
may  be  of  slow,  and  perhaps,  ou  that  ac- 
count all  the  more  sure — but  certainly  of 
steady  and  progressive  improvement. 

I  come,  in  the  last  place,  to  a  part  of 
the  subject  upon  whieh  no  doubt  more 
diflerenee  of  opinion  may  exist ;  I  mean 
the  state  of  the  agricultural  interest   of 


this  country  ;  and  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
cannot  give  so  good  an  account  on  this  as 
that  which  I  have  been  able  to  give  upon 
other  branches  of  onr  industry.  I  must 
admit  now,  as  I  did  on  a  former  occca^ion, 
that  in  a  portion  of  the  country,  at  any 
rate,  considerable  distress  does  exist.  I 
find  that  among  the  farmers,  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  there  exists  a  degree 
of  alarm,  more  I  think  than  is  justitied  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and  great 
comphiints  have  been  made  of  the  low 
prices  both  of  corn  and  meat.  As  to  the 
price  of  wool,  1  bcheve  that,  generally 
speaking,  tt  is  higher  than  it  has  been  for 
some  time  past.  [Crieg  of  **  No!"]  I 
believe  that  it  will  be  found  to  be  so,  and 
as  I  have  already  stated,  the  export  of 
wool  in  the  first  four  months  of  this  year 
is  more  than  three  times  as  much  as  it 
was  in  the  same  period  of  last  year.  Now» 
first  of  all,  with  respect  to  the  price  of 
corn,  I  believe  that  wheat  since  the  31st 
of  iMay  last,  has  risen  about  3^,  a  quarter. 
But  I  take  the  price  np  to  the  end  of 
May,  that  is  nearly  up  to  the  time  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  gave  the  first  notice 
of  his  Motion,  The  average  price  of 
wheat  for  the  tirst  five  months  of  this  year 
was  455,  3d.  Now  this  is  not  a  price  at 
all  uncxatupled  in  this  uonntry.  Even 
under  the  system  of  protection  lower  prices 
prevailed  during  the  whole  of  tlie  corres- 
ponding  period  of  one  year,  and  for  nearly 
half  the  corresponding  period  of  the  next, 
namely,  in  the  years  1835  and  1836, 
But,  what  liave  been  tbe  prices  of  com 
during  the  last  three  years? — the  prices 
in  those  years  have  been  very  different 
from  what  they  are  at  the  present  moment. 
The  average  price  in  1846  was  54^.  Sd, 
per  quarter;  in  1847,  it  was  60«.  9ci.; 
and  in  1848.  50s.  GiL;  the  average  for  the 
three  years  being  58^.  3J(i.  per  quarter. 
Now,  if  high  prices  of  corn  make  tho 
farmer  prosperous,  he  has  had  high  prices 
for  a  considerable  time,  and,  so  far  from 
being  ruined,  he  ought  to  be  in  a  state  of 
great  comfort,  becauso  the  low  prices  of 
which  be  complains  have  existed  only  for 
a  few  months.  The  complaints  of  utter 
ruin  are  not  now  made  for  tbe  first  time, 
in  June;  they  were  equally  made  in  Feb- 
ruary,  before  the  period  of  lovv  prices  had 
begun.  If  tho  statement  of  tbe  farmer 
being  at  present  in  a  state  of  absolute 
ruin,  after  three  years  of  high  prices,  be 
tintrue,  then  those  who  make  that  state- 
ment are  most  reprehensible;  but  if  it  be 
true,  what  an  unsound  state  of  agriculture 
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does  it  indicate !  H<nr  Irtde  d«peDdefi«e 
ean  be  placed  upon  a  fjiurok  «L:eh  f&Cs 
on  the  fint  appearaoc^r  of  adrene  eireom- 
stances !  The  sooner  ve  uke  siei.^cres 
for  improring  a  sTsum  vbkrh  liu  led  to 
aoch  a  resnlt  tte  better.  Let  me,  towerer, 
refer  for  a  momeat  t->  the  jean  1:^34, 
1835,  and  1^3^i.  Tbe  tTeragre  price  of 
wheat  for  the  fir»t  fire  months  of  this  rear 
was,  as  I  hare  uid.  45f.  C<f.  Well,  the 
aTcrage  price  in  tbe  three  rear*  I  bare 
jost  mentioned  was  44*.  ^</.  Tbe  Iowe*t 
price  of  wheat  for  anj  week  this  sprii-z 
was  44 J.  l-i.  In  the  corre*poodiD2  peri.jd 
of  1835  it  nerer  was  so  bish,  ar.d  i:i  nine 
weeks  of  1  ?36  it  was  lower.  The  iowest 
dntj  at  anv  time  daring  the  spring  r/f  1  >3.5, 
was  45f.  ^.,  so  that  a  coc%:derable  j^eriod 
of  ffnee§  lower  than  that  of  this  rear  rr- 
cnrred  nnder  a  bijh  protecting  datj,  which 
hon.  GentJemen  oppoe:te  regjrd  a%  in'uriiig 
a  fair  price  of  corn.  Liit  whitever  Gen- 
tlemen mar  think  as  to  the  ca;;%^r^  of  the 
low  price  of  wheat,  there  is  no  pretence 
for  attribntinjj  to  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  the  low  price  of  ktoek  which 
u  as  rooch  complained  of.  I  will  take  the 
price  of  meat  of  ererr  kind  for  tbe  last 
six  or  seren  rears ;  and  if  hon.  Members 
will  attend  while  I  am  reading  it  orer, 
thej  will  find  sereral  periods  at  which 
prices  were  qnite  as  low  as  at  present.  I 
hare  taken  the  arerage  prices  in  the 
London  markets  in  the  five  months  from 
January  to  Maj,  from  the  rear  lfii2  to 
1841^,  both  inclusirc.  The  following  were 
the  prices  in  those  periods : — 


„  Imlthffr       Utrg^       luferinr,  3rd  Claw,       | 

•*''  ptf  m/jntA    prtmt,     per  tt/joe,  per  ttaoe.'      Z 

'per  clone.  IL 


\h^2  'J 

1444  2r 

H4i»  2 

H4«  2 

\hik  Z 


4 
74 


■  ^ 

!    'i 
4 

1'^ 


it 

H 

]| 
r, 


i.    d.  ■  t, 

'A      C}  ;  4 

2  11}  I  3 

'i     7i  ;  4 

3  11  4 


'i.      J.     d. 


3  11 


0 
6 
(I 
4   10 


3     114     0 


it 
\ 


Hon.  Gentlemen  will  fccc  that  there  are 
sereral  years  in  which  the  prices  of  some 
of  these  articles  were  lower  than  in  this 
year  I  find  aUo  that  in  several  3'cars 
eren  farther  hack,  the  price  of  beef  and 
mutton  has  l>een  lower  than  it  is  now.  I 
hare  here  the  prices  of  beef  and  mutton  in 
Si*  Thomas's  Hospital  for  various  periods, 


fit^a  wbidi  I  £3!  f^aft  oi  tnb»  ^A  if 
Febmarr*  lS3i>.  ^#  scxe  <d  ftccsf  waa 
2i.  hd.,  and  mQn««  3il  ^^  p«r  fSiBCL  tOa 
Ladj^T,  the  saae  jEsar.  &««£  «*»  4«f^ 
and  mutt^iQ  %$.  odL;  •ii-ci  LaJt-h^sv.  I?^. 
1^43,  and  1544.  b«f  wa»'2#/-?JL  aaii 
zr.uttcn,  3#.  ^i.:  c-c  Lady-«iaj.  IS&?.  %«cf 
VA4  3#.,  aibd  mszun  3#.  SiL:  aail  ci 
Mar  last  beef  was  2f.  Si.,  askl  Kxi^ni 
oi.  kd.  Tiese  r^ri'SCft,  h  ^^i  be  absemeii. 
are  fcr  pncie  pieces.  I  d»  »cc  kacw. 
therefore,  i:poa  what  gr:-«ads  it  caa  be 
said  that  there  1%  an  extraorfaaij  ^yaiA- 
s:on  owing  to  toe  onexaBipSed  Wv  piicr  af 
meat.  I  am  perfectly  amidott  dut  tiacre 
is  no  grc'imd  f'>r  attribotmc  that 
sion  to  the  increased  impcviatioa  < 
cattle.  Tbe  whole  number  of 
beasts  imported  into  this  eocBtrr  in  1S47 
wa*  e3,C  1 1 :  in  1 S43  it  was  47,0i?2;  beiag 
a  dimicciion  of  16,2!  9  beasu.  Tlie  auHi- 
ber  of  calves  imported  in  1847  wma  I2.-IO69 
and  in  1S4S.  15,642,  which  is  aa  iacnaae 
of  3,236.  The  nomber  of  cheep  imported 
in  1>47  wa*  139,371.  and  in  1S4^, 
12>,093,  being  a  considerable  lalEng  eJ. 
In  the  first  fire  months  of  tliia  year  the 
importation  of  beasts  has  £dlen  off  still 
more.  In  the  first  fire  DMothsof  IS4S» 
the  number  was  13,047,  aod  ia  the  int 
fire  months  of  this  year  the  number  was 
only  9,694.  But  hon.  Gcntkaica  will 
perhaps  say,  that  it  is  not  the  importatioB 
of  foreign  cattle,  hot  the  importatioB  of 
salted  meat,  which  has  produeed  tlua  eieet 
on  the  price  of  stock.  No  donbt  there  has 
been  an  increase  in  this  respeet,  and  it  is 
fortunate  for  the  coontry  that  it  has  been 
so.  In  1S46  there  weie  imported  2,960 
cwt.  of  bacon,  and  72,65(>  ewt.  dT  pork; 
and,  in  1848,  211,121  cwt.  of  bacon,  and 

<  252,680  cwt.  of  pork.     And  most  thaak- 

'  ful  am  I  that  there  has  been  soch  a  sap- 
ply,  for  what  would  the  labouring  classes 
of  the  country  hsTO  done  without  it  \ 
There  used  to  be  a  large  importattoa  of 
swine  from  Ireland,  but  that  has  lately 
fallen  off  to  a  yery  great  extent.  I  will 
compare  the  most  recent  period  for  which 

'  returns  are  made  up,  with  similar  periods 
in  former  years.  In  the  first  qoarter  of 
1846,  the  number  of  swine  imported 
from  Ireland  was  152,841 ;  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1847  the  number  was  45,993; 
in  the  first  quarter  of  1848  the  numb^  was 
52,101;   and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1849 

■  the  number  was  27,004.  Therefore  there 
1ms  been  a  falllng-off  between  1846  and 
1849  of  125,837  head  in  the  same  qiw- 

I  ter  of  the  year;    and  the  price  of  baooa 
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is  now  higher  than  it  has  usually  heen 
for  some  time.  The  price  of  hacon  in 
the  Southwark  market,  which  is  a  large 
market  for  the  consumption  of  artisans 
and  working  people,  was  in  1845,  68«. 
to  e2s,  per  cwt.;  in  1846,  70*.  to  63s.; 
in  1847,  885.  to  825.;  and  this  year,  81*. 
to  755.,  which  is  higher  than  the  prices  in 
1845  or  1846,  and  therefore,  even  with  the 
supply  of  bacon  and  pork  from  other  coun- 
tries, the  price  is  higher  now  than  it  was 
two  years  ago.  Although  hon.  Members 
opposite  appear  not  to  like  letters  and 
information,  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  part  of  a  letter  from  a  tenant 
farmer  in  Cheshire,  who  is  also  one  of 
the  principal  salesmen  in  Liverpool  mar- 
ket. He  attributes  the  low  prices  of 
stock  entirely  to  an  over-supply  of  cattle 
in  the  markets,  and  not  to  the  low  prices 
of  other  provisions  and  the  repeal  of  pro- 
tecting duties.  He  says,  that  for  several 
months  during  the  period  of  the  greatest 
depression,  1,000  head  of  stock  per  week, 
beyond  the  average  of  any  former  period, 
were  brought  to  the  Liverpool  market. 
Before  that  period  there  had  been  a  great 
scarcity  of  stock,  and  from  the  excessive 
consumption  of  the  manufacturing  districts 
a  high  price  had  been  given  for  inferior  de- 
scriptions. Great  efforts  were  made  by 
the  breeders  to  supply  this  demand,  and 
an  excess  came  at  the  same  time  with  a 
failure  in  trade  and  manufactures.  He 
says,  however — 

"  Prices  are  again  Improving,  and  an  advance 
of  from  21.  to  31.  on  former  prices  was  obtained 
for  good  Scots  at  West  Derby  market  early  in 
June." 

I  refer  to  this  statement  because  it  seems 
to  me  conclusively  to  show  that  the  low 
price  of  meat  arises  in  no  way  whatever 
from  the  importation  of  cattle  from  foreign 
countries — an  importation  which,  I  am  in- 
formed, has  latterly  been  no  very  profit- 
able speculation.  1  rather  attribute  it  to 
the  manufacturing  distress  which  prevailed, 
and  checked  the  consumption  of  butchers* 
meat;  but  as  that  depression  is  now  draw- 
ing to  a  close,  and  as  in  consequence  of 
better  employment  the  means  of  purchase 
by  the  working  classes  will  be  improved,  I 
am  inclined  to  think  that  the  prices  of  meat 
will  be  higher  than  they  have  been.  In- 
deed the  prices  both  of  meat  and  corn  are 
rising. 

The  experience  of  last  year  affords  a 
curious  proof  how  often  the  anticipations 
of  those  who  profess  the  greatest  acquain- 
tance with  a  subject  are  sometimes  disap- 


pointed. In  all  the  discussions  on  the  00m 
laws,  the  general  expectation  of  those  who 
opposed  the  change  of  system  was,  that 
when  the  duty  on  foreign  corn  ceased,  we 
should  be  overwhelmed  with  com  from  the 
Baltic  and  the  United  States.  It  is  very 
remarkable  that  a  large  portion  of  the  sup- 
ply of  wheat  received  last  year  came  from 
neighbouring  countries,  whence  nobody 
expected  any  supply.  In  the  last  eleven 
months  there  have  come  from  Prussia  only 
about  490,000  quarters;  while  from  France, 
which  is  generally  an  importing  country, 
we  have  received  480,000  quarters.  From 
the  United  States  we  have  received  only 
538,000  quarters,  including  both  wheat 
and  flour.  Now,  sufficient  notice  had  been 
given  that  the  ports  of  this  country  would 
be  opened  to  the  admission  of  their  wheat 
at  a  duty  of  Is.  per  quarter,  after  the  Ist 
of  February  in  this  year,  and  there 
seems  to  be  no  reason  why,  if  they  could 
have  afforded  to  send  it  at  the  price  which 
has  prevailed  in  this  country,  they  should 
not  have  sent  their  corn  here.  From  the 
last  accounts  as  to  the  wheat  in  the  United 
States,  it  appears  that  there  is  no  great 
quantity  to  be  brought  down  from  the  wes- 
tern parts  of  the  country,  nor  is  there  any 
large  accumulation  in  the  principal  mar- 
kets of  the  seaboard;  and  the  prices  are 
rising  more,  it  is  said,  from  the  demand  for 
home  consumption  than  with  a  view  to  ex« 
portation.  There  seems  good  reason  for 
thinking,  therefore,  that  the  exportation  of 
corn  from  those  countries  from  which  so 
much  has  come  this  year,  that  is,  from 
France,  Holland,  and  Belgium,  has  beende* 
termined,  in  a  great  degree,  by  the  oircum« 
stances  of  the  times  in  those  countries.  I  ra* 
ther  think,  that  the  anxiety  to  realise  some- 
thing for  their  produce,  induced  many  per- 
sons in  France  to  send  corn  over  in  small 
quantities  at  a  time  to  the  southern  ports 
of  this  country;  and  it  is  well  known  that 
all  the  sea-ports  in  the  south  were  supplied 
week  after  week  during  the  autumn  with 
French  wheat.  Neither  Holland  or  France 
are  usually  exporting  countries,  and  I  do 
not  think,  therefore,  that  any  inference  as 
to  the  importations  of  future  years  from 
those  countries  can  be  drawn  from  what 
has  taken  place  in  the  last  eight  or  ten 
months.  It  seems,  also,  very  questionable 
whether  the  countries  from  whence  the 
great  supplies  of  corn  were  anticipated,  can 
send  any  quantity  here,  except  at  a  price 
higher  than  that  which  has  prevailed  for 
some  months  in  this  country. 

Another  point  which  we  must  also  con- 
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Bidcr  is^  how  far  tlie  average  prices  in  tlri.s 
coDiitrv  have  htrcn  depressed  by  tlie  state 
of  the  crops  in  tlie  south  of  Euglantl. 
EverYhotiy  ocfjusiinted  with  that  psirt  of 
the  country  knows  tliat  the  harvest  of  last 
year  was  of  an  extraordinary  dcscnptton. 
In  ordinary  times  the  harvest  in  the  south 
13  good  and  early.  Tiie  southern  wheat 
18  usually  auporior  to  that  in  the  north, 
because  the  nortliern  harvest  is  generally 
]ate»  Last  year  the  case  was  reversed. 
Bad  weather  came  early  in  the  counties  on 
the  southern  eoast  ;  and  1  helieve  I  do  not 
overstate  the  fjact  when  I  ^ny  that  liardly 
anybody  in  that  part  of  tlie  country  re- 
members so  short  a  crop,  so  bad  a  harvest, 
or  their  corn  so  ill  p^ot  in.  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  sprouted  corn,  and  the  c^rain 
altogether  was  of  inferior  quality.  When 
such  corn  is  brought  into  tlie  market,  the 
neeessary  effect  is  to  depress  the  average 
price  of  the  country.  This  circumstance, 
therefore,  must  he  taken  into  account  in 
cousidering  the  avernge  price  of  corn,  and 
also  in  considering  the  state  of  the  western 
and  southern  counties,  where  a  state  of 
distress  exists,  which  I  am  hnppy  to  8«y 
is  unknown  elsewhere*  The  last  year's 
harvest  iti  those  counties  has  affected  the 
condition  of  the  farmers,  and  their  distress 
of  course  affects  that  of  their  labourers. 
A  friend  of  mine,  who  lias  a  large  farm  in 
Dorsetshire,  and  who  has  also  a  mill  on  his 
bands,  so  tliat  he  is  at  once  both  fanner 
and  miller,  has  sent  me  an  account  of  the 
produce  of  wheat  from  an  acre  of  land  on 
his  own  farm  in  Dorsetshire  in  IS47  and 
1848.  In  1S47  the  yield  of  wbcat  per 
acre,  was  7  sacks  of  250  lbs,,  and  in  1848 
the  yield  was  5  sacks  of  230  lbs,,  showing 
a  dilferenee  of  2  sacks  per  acre,  and  of 
20  lbs.  per  sack.  But  when  the  grain  was 
ground,  the  ditferefiee  was  still  greater. 
The  produce  of  the  sack  in  the  first  year 
was  212  lbs.  of  flour,  and  38  lbs.  of  offa! ; 
its  produce  tbe  second  year  was  185  lbs. 
of  flour,  and  45  Ihs.  of  offal  ;  the  differ- 
ence in  the  produce  of  the  sack  was, 
therefore,  27  lbs.  The  price  of  flour  iu 
1848  per  sack  of  280  lbs.  was  41^,  ;  in 
1840  it  was  only  334\  6t/.  Taking,  there- 
fore, the  amount  realised  when  the  flour 
came  to  market,  there  was  a  difl^jrence  of 
51.  (>«.  Ihd,  per  acre,  against  the  produce 
of  the  crop  of  1848.  If  there  had  been 
no  difference  of  prices  as  between  the  two 
years,  there  wouhl  still  have  been  a  differ- 
ence of  upwards  of  4^.  in  the  amount 
realised  from  the  produce  of  an  acre  of 
land.     I  have  received  accounts  of  a  simi- 


lar description  from  other  parties,  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  general 
character  of  the  crop  in  the  south  of  Eng- 
land was  exceedingly  bad,  It  was  hardly 
dry,  and  how  was  it  rendered  fit  fyr  grind- 
ing after  all  ?  No  inconsiderable  <|uantity 
was  rendered  lit  for  the  miller  only  by 
beiuf^  mixed  with  French  grain,  of  the  in- 
troduction of  wliich  such  complaints  were 
made.  It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  grain  was  actually  the 
means  by  which  many  farmers  in  this  part 
of  the  eon n try  were  enabled  to  turn  to 
account  their  own  inferior  corn.  It  is  not, 
however,  all  the  wheat  of  the  south  of 
England  which  is  of  such  inferior  qua- 
lity, for  I  have  heard  that  this  very 
day  64s.  per  (^unrter  was  asked,  and  62s, 
was  refused,  for  wlieat  in  Guildford 
market. 

I  slmli  advert,  and  that  sliortly,  to  only 
one  other  cause  of  the  distress  in  the 
southern  counties,  and  that  is^  the  produce 
of  hops.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Kent  has  been  most  active  and  unwearied 
in  looking  after  the  interests  of  his  eon- 
stituents,  and  I  am  afraid  that  it  is  too 
true  that  among  them  distress  prevails 
to  a  very  considerable  extent.  Various 
statements  have  been  made  to  me  of  the 
causes  to  winch  their  distress  is  to  be  at* 
tributcd.  First,  I  was  told  that  it  was 
owing  to  the  removal  of  the  protecting 
duty  on  foreign  hops,  Dut  the  foreign 
hops  imported  into  this  countr}''  have 
amounted  to  a  very  trifling  quantity;  and 
this  importation,  thereforCt  clearly  could 
not  be  the  canse  of  the  distress*  Then  I 
was  told  that  it  was  owing  to  the  Currency 
Bill  of  iS19,  that  the  duty  could  not  be 
paid,  in  utter  forgetfulness  of  the  fact 
that,  fur  a  succession  of  years  up  to  1849, 
the  duty  was  regularly  paid  under  the  gold 
standard,  established  in  1819.  But  the 
truth  is^  that  for  some  years  there  have 
been  large  crops  ;  and  last  year  a  largo 
quantity  of  inferior  hops  was  grown.  For 
the  three  years  ending  1845,  the  quantity 
produced  was  on  the  average  30,000,000 
lbs.;  for  the  three  years  ending  1848, 
46,000,000,  being  an  increase  of  upwards 
of  50  per  cent.  There  baa  been  no  dimi- 
nution in  the  quantity  of  beer  brewed; 
hops  have  been  cheap,  and  have  not,  so 
far  as  1  can  learn,  been  displaced  by  other 
ingredients  :  bn£  gentlemen  must  not  be 
surprisetl  that  the  price  of  their  produce 
should  he  diminished,  when  a  very  large 
quantity  of  an  inferior  description  is  brought 
into  the  market.     These  circumstances  ga 
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far  to  account  for  the  depression  in  the 
southern  counties  of  England. 

There  remains  the  one  question  to 
which,  as  regards  the  agricultural  as 
well  as  the  manufacturing  districts,  our 
attention  ought  to  he  more  especially 
directed,  and  that  is,  the  state  of  the 
labourer.  I  am  prepared  to  adopt  the 
same  test  as  regards  the  agricultural  as 
the  manufacturing  labourer.  With  re- 
spect to  the  south-west  of  England,  the 
labourers  there  are,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  re- 
presented to  be  suffering  to  some  extent 
from  a  diminution  of  wages  and  a  want  of 
employment.  But  when  I  turn  from  Corn- 
wall, Devonshire,  Dorsetshire,  Somerset- 
shire— I  mean  the  south-western  counties 
— I  do  not  find  that  the  description,  which 
is  true  as  regards  that  part  of  the  country, 
is  applicable  to  the  state  of  the  labourers 
in  other  parts  of  England.  I  have  made 
inquiry  respecting  different  parts  of  the 
country.  I  will  read  to  the  House  some  of 
the  communications  I  have  received.  They 
are  from  persons  on  whose  authority  I  can 
confidently  rely.  In  the  districts  adjoining 
to  those  which  I  have  mentioned,  and  in- 
cluding Wiltshire,  and  either  the  whole  or 
parts  of  the  counties  of  Gloucester,  War- 
wick, Worcester,  Northampton,  Oxford, 
and  Stafford,  I  am  informed  that — 

**  The  agricultural  classes,  though  temporarily 
suffering  from  low  prices  after  a  series  of  pros- 
perous years^  are  better  off  than  they  were  in 
1833-6.  The  diminished  price  of  provisions  has 
enabled  the  labouring  classes  generally  to  main- 
tain themselves  without  extraordinary  privation." 

In  the  eastern  counties  of  England  I  am 
told  that — 

"  With  regard  to  the  general  condition  of  the 
labouring  classes,  those  who  are  employed  are 
comparatively  well  off,  owing  to  the  low  price  of 
flour,  which  constitutes  four-flfths  of  the  food  of 
the  peasantry  of  the  eastern  counties." 

In  Suffolk,  I  believe  that  where  remu- 
nerative wages  are  given,  the  labourer 
and  his  family  are  as  well  off  as  formerly. 
The  account  I  have  from  Norfolk  states, 
that— 

"  At  the  present  rate  of  wages  the  labourer  is 
better  off  than  he  was  two  years  ago,  when  the 
price  of  corn  was  high,  and  the  men  obtained 
about  28,  or  3^.  more  for  their  labour." 

The  next  account,  from  the  borders  of 
Essex  and  Hertfordshire,  states,  that — 

"  Cheapness  of  bread  has  enabled  men  to  live 
on  a  very  small  amount  of  earnings.  The  labour- 
ers of  this  district  arc  always  in  the  best  condition 
when  the  price  of  corn  of  low ;"  and  that  "  where 
regular  employment  is  found,  the  labourers  of  all 
classes  are  better  off  than  formerly." 

I  hear  from  the  southern  parts  of  Essex — 


"  Labourers  were  never  better  off;  our  wages, 
by  the  day,  are  9«.,  10«.,  and  11«.  per  week,  which 
at  the  present  price  of  every  necessary  of  life, 
bring  them  within  their  reach  in  a  manner  they 
never  before  remembered,  and  most  of  them  are 
in  very  constant  employment  in  this  district." 

The  account  which  I  have  from  Notting- 
hamshire states — 

I  "  The  average  amount  of  wages  of  agi'icultural 
I  labourers  is  lOs.  a  week,  which,  with  the  present 
prices  of  food  and  clothing,  is  preferable  to  12«.  a 
I  week  with  necessaries  at  a  higher  rate.  Labourers 
I  prefer  their  present  position  to  that  of  their  usual 

I  wages  with  higher  prices." 

I I  hear  from  Shropshire  that  the  labourers 
are  certainly  better  off  now  than  for  some 
time  past,  as  their  wages  continue  the 
same,  although  wheat  is  considerably  less 
in  price;  and  the  decreased  price  of  this 
article,  of  course,  is  a  benefit  to  them,  as 
it  lessens  the  cost  of  living.  Agricultural 
labourers,  of  industrious  and  sober  habits, 
are  rarely  at  a  loss  for  work.  Even  from 
some  of  the  southern  counties  I  am  in- 
formed that — 

"  Labourers  in  husbandry,  in  employment,  may 
be  said  at  this  time  to  be  better  off  generally  than 
perhaps  they  have  ever  been  in  this  country*;  their 
food  and  clothing  being  at  so  low  a  price,  and 
their  wages  as  yet  undiminished." 

I  do  not  think  hon.  Members  will  deny 
that  if  their  wages  are  undiminished  they 
must  be  better  off.  If  their  wages  are 
not  reduced  more  than  the  price  of  food 
and  clothing  is  diminished,  they  must  be 
as  well  off;  and  I  believe  it  is  only  in  a 
few  of  the  south-western  counties  that 
their  wages  are  reduced  more  than  the 
price  of  food  and  clothing  is  diminished. 
I  believe  that  generally  the  labourers  in 
the  agricultural  districts  are  better  off  than 
they  usually  have  been.  I  fully  admit 
that  they  may  not  bo  so  well  off  where 
their  wages  are  reduced  beyond  the  point 
I  have  stated,  or  where  they  are  not  em- 
ployed. [**  Hear,  hear  !"/*'^'»  the  Oppo- 
sition benches,^  Hon.  Members  cheer  as 
if  I  had  not  already  admitted  this ;  I  said 
that  I  would  not  shrink  from  dealing  with 
every  part  of  the  case.  I  stated  that  in 
almost  the  whole  of  the  country  the  work- 
ing classes  are  better  off  than  they  have 
been  for  years.  I  have,  I  think,  satisfac- 
torily proved  this  to  be  true  of  the  manu- 
facturing labourer.  I  state  now,  that  I  be- 
lieve the  English  agricultural  labourer  in 
most  parts  of  England  is  better  off  than  he 
has  been  for  some  time,  owing  to  the  low 
price  of  food  and  of  articles  of  consumption. 
If  labourers  are  not  employed,  they  can- 
not be  as  well  off  as  if  they  were  employed. 
It  requires  no  ingenuity  to  discover  this, 
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I  admit  tliat  in  the  sotith-weatern  counties 
thej  are  Buffering  from  tiro  tlistress  of  the 
farmers,  which  has  heen  produced,  not  by 
the  introduction  of  foreign  corn,  but  t>j  tlie 
bad  liarveat  they  had  last  year. 

The  real  and  important  question  is,  vf'xW 
that  want  of  employment  he  permanent  ? 
I  believe  not ;  and  I  will  tell  the  House 
why  I  entertain  that  opinion.  I  will  not 
believe,  that  of  all  classes— of  all  branches 
of  industry — the  agricnitural  intere.st  alonr 
— the  farmers  of  our  native  country  aluiic 
—will  sit  with  folded  arms  and  see  their 
substance  perish.  Look  wkiit  the  manu- 
facturers have  done.  Till  the  peace,  they 
had  the  monopoly  of  the  trade  of  the  world. 
Their  monopoly  esiata  no  longer.  The 
trade  of  the  world  is  thrown  open  to  others. 
They  are  exposed  to  the  competition  of 
foreign  maniifacturers.  Have  they,  never- 
theless, adhered  to  all  their  former  me- 
thorls  of  production  ?  Have  they  con- 
tented themselves  with  merely  following 
the  footsteps  of  their  ancestors,  and 
executing  their  work  by  means  of  anti- 
quated machinery  ?  Far  from  it.  Look 
to  the  new  ninchinery  they  have  intro- 
duced; look  to  the  capital  invested  year 
after  year  in  improvements  of  every  de- 
scription. Ask  the  hon.  Member  for  jjoods 
how  much  of  the  machinery  wherewith  his 
father  raised  his  fortune  remains  in  opera- 
tion now  ?  and  he  woukl  ant^wer — hardlj  a 
stick  or  a  stone  but  would  bo  found  to  have 
been  introduced  since  that  tijiie.  New 
mills  have  been  built,  new  xnachincry  intro- 
duced, new  exertions  made.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  weak,  the  slothful,  and  the  »gno* 
rant,  have  not  gone  to  thtj  wall.  Improve- 
ments  in  the  means  of  production  may, 
even,  to  a  great  extent,  supersede  some 
branches  of  industry.  The  handloom 
weavers  have,  in  great  measure,  hcon  sup- 
planted by  the  powerloom.  No  doubt 
some  classes  of  producers  have  suffered. 
But  what  has  been  the  effect  on  the  great 
body  of  the  peo]>le — on  the  <;freat  body  of 
the  labouring  clasbes  ?  Has  not  their 
comfort  been  infinitely  jirumoted  by  the 
cheapness  of  articles  of  comsumption  ? 
Have  not  tho  interests  of  all  classes^  prin* 
cipaliy  the  lowest,  been  advanced  hy  the 
improvements  introduced  into  the  produc- 
tive powers  of  the  country  ?  Arc  we  the 
agriculturists  alone  to  stand  still  ?  Is  the 
price  of  food  to  be  kept  up  for  our  benefit 
when  we  are  deriving  benefit  from  the  di- 
minished prices  of  eluthiug  ?  Surely  not; 
surely  it  shall  not  be  that  we  alone  are  to 
be  left  behind  in  the  race  of  improvement  j 
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surely  it  &hall  rather  be  that*  like  our 
brethren  of  the  manufacturing  interest, 
making  the  same  sacrifices,  and  the  same 
exertions,  we  shall  cheapen  the  piico  of 
food  as  they  have  cheapened  the  price  of 
clothing  to  the  groat  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  country.  But  if  exertiuns  aro 
made  by  the  gentry  and  the  farmers  of 
England  for  this  purpose,  as  I  firmly  be- 
lieve that  they  will,  1  believe  it  will  be  of 
the  greatest  possible  benefit  to  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  hy  affording  increased  em- 
ployment. There  is  no  doubt  but  that  a  a 
improved  aystem  of  agriculture  affords  in- 
creased emphiyment  of  labour.  1  havo 
bad  put  into  my  hand  a  pamphlet,  de- 
scribing the  effects  of  what  is  called  high 
farming  in  Scotland;  and  the  writer,  Mr, 
James*  Cnlrd,  of  Baldoon,  says — 

**  To  the  labourer  the  infiruase  of  employment 
lias  been  threeftild  ;  and,  even  on  thia  smaU  furm, 
the  deiniind  for  extra  labourers  has  boen  foliowed 
by  ah  increasG  in  their  iiidividujil  remunoriition« 
Thia  ini^reafio  of  wages,  aniounting  to  about  one>- 
fifth,  with  iraprovi?ments  in  tlie  Lihoiirera'  dotites- 
tic  necommodntion,  i*  mi  doubt  the  natural  result 
of  iucreJMod  decuaud  for  labuur,  and  is  bolicvod 
to  bo  genoriilly  a  eonconxitiint  of  tlitj  iuereasing 
produotiveneBs  of  the  autl,  and  in  part  a  natural 
reftectiou  iif  the  iuc rcasing  j»rofits  of  tho  farmtsr. 
However  this  may  be,  it  is  demonstrable  that^  if 
nil  the  arable  hind  in  the  snrao  pariah  were  gra- 
dually brought  into  an  et^ually  high  state  of  culti- 
vation, thtJ  doniaud  for  labourers  wonld  be  «a 
increa§ed  a»  to  give  room  for  the  profitable  em- 
ployment of  dotiblo  its  present  male  adidt  popu- 
lation." 

Can  anything  be  more  satis  factory  than 
this  account  of  the  effect  on  the  labourer, 
of  the  improved  system  of  cidtiviition  pur- 
fiut'd  on  tins  farm  ?  I  do  loiik,  tbereforo, 
to  improved  agrienltnre  as  tbe  means  of 
giving  increased  employment  and  higher 
wnges  to  the  lab  on  re  r,  and  I  believe  a^ 
firiuly,  that  the  result  will  ultimately  be 
equally  beneficial  to  the  tenant  and  to  the 
landlord.  I  am  hajtpy  to  «ay,  that  to  a 
considerable  extent  this  improvement  haa 
already  commenced.  1  am  convinced  that 
the  farnjers  of  this  country  generally  aro 
not  prepared  to  stand  still,  and  tliat  they 
will  follow  the  exauifile — which  I  am  glad 
to  aeo  has  been  introduced  into  many  parts 
of  tbe  coimtry — of  a  far  better  system  of 
cnhivation.  I  need  not  say  how  much  at- 
tention has  heen  recently  paid  to  the  rota- 
tion of  crops — to  manures  of  various  kinds 
— to  agricnitural  chetnistiy,  and,  above  all, 
Xq  a  large  and  iuj proved  system  of  drain- 
ing. The&e  improvements  of  varioua  kinds 
have  been  going  on  for  sonic  time,  and  are, 
I   believe,   extending.     This   is   tbe  truQ 
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course  for  the  agriculturists  of  England  to 
pursue,  and  the  true  mode  of  meeting  com- 
petition from  foreign  corn;  and  it  is  not  a 
little  remarkable,  that  in  proportion  to  the 
improvement  of  agriculture  is  the  freedom 
from  apprehension  of  the  results  of  the 
importations  of  foreign  wheat. 

But  let  me  ask  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
profess  themselves  so  anxious  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  labourer,  what  is  the 
effect  upon  him  of  the  difference  in  the 
price  of  corn  ?  I  will  take  no  hypotheti- 
cal case.  I  will  take  the  diiference  in  the 
price  of  corn  in  1847  and  during  last 
spring.  It  is  well  known  that  the  usual 
assumption  is,  that  a  family  consists  of 
five  persons,  and  that  each  person  con- 
sumes one  quarter  of  corn  in  a  year.  The 
quarter  of  wheat  in  1847  was  695.  9d.\  in 
1849,  it  is  455.  Sd.,  there  being  a  differ- 
ence of  24s.  6d,  per  quarter.  The  addi- 
tional cost,  therefore,  of  the  food  of  such 
a  family  in  bread  alone  for  one  year,  owing 
to  the  difference  of  price  of  the  two  pe- 
riods, would  be  6^.  2s.  Qd,  If  then  we 
take  the  average  wages  of  the  labourer  at 
10*.  a  week — not  an  unfair  average  in  the 
south  and  midland  districts — the  additional 
price  of  his  bread  in  the  year  would  be  the 
produce  of  twelve  weeks'  labour.  If  you 
say  that  this  is  overstating  the  case,  I  will 
take  the  usual  allowance  of  a  4  lb.  loaf  a 
week  for  every  member  of  a  family — that 
is  the  workhouse  outdoor  allowance — the 
difference  of  price  of  the  quartern  loaf  in 
London,  between  1847  and  1849,  is  4^d.\ 
and  taking  the  same  number  in  family,  the 
difference  would  be  41.  17 s.  Qd.  in  the 
year  in  the  price  of  bread.  Does  not  this 
additional  cost  of  his  bread  make  a  ma- 
terial alteration  in  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourer ?  Is  it  no  aggravation  of  his  circum- 
stances so  to  enhance  the  price  of  the  main 
article  of  his  food  as  to  require  one  quarter 
of  a  year  more  of  his  labour  to  make  up 
the  difference?  It  is  a  consideration  seri- 
ous enough,  that  by  circumstances  over 
which  we  can  have  no  control,  by  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  seasons,  the  price  of 
bread  may  be  enhanced  to  the  labourer  to 
such  an  extent ;  but  are  we  to  attempt  to 
raise  it  by  legislation  to  that  extent?  That 
difference  has  existed  within  the  last  two 
years — it  may  exist  again.  Over  natural 
causes  we  have  no  control;  but  is  it  to  be 
said  that  the  country  gentlemen  of  Eng- 
land will  attempt  for  our  own  alleged  ad- 
vantage to  raise  the  price  of  food,  and  to 
take  from  the  labourer,  for  the  additional 
price  of  his  bread,  twelve  weeks  of  his 


labour  in  the  year  ?  I  think  it  very  poBsi- 
ble  that  hon.  Gentlemen  may  not  have 
made  any  such  calculation,  but  the  figures 
are  quite  undeniable.  Let  hon.  Gentle* 
men  disprove  them  if  they  can.  I  should 
be  surprised  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Kent  who  cheers  me, 
whose  humanity  is  so  well  known,  if  I 
were  to  ask  him  whether  he  was  prepared 
by  legislation  to  impose  that  additional 
burden  upon  the  labourer,  would  get  up 
and  say  he  was  prepared  to  do  so.  Upon 
those  grounds,  which  were  put  so  strongly 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
of  regard  for  the  condition  of  the  labourer 
— upon  the  ground  of  humane  consider- 
ation for  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes  of  this  country,  I  put  the  question 
to  the  Gentlemen  of  England;  and  I  hope 
that  in  their  vote  to-night,  they  will  give 
their  answer  to  the  question. 

It  may  be  said  that  1  have  no  right  to 
use  arguments  of  humanity  in  this  House. 
Though  I  do  not  know  that  true  policy  can 
exist  without  it,  yet  I  am  equally  ready  to 
argue  the  question  on  principles  of  policy. 
If  there  is  any  meaning  at  all  in  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  the  re- 
storation of  "just  protection,'*  as  it  i» 
called.  It  means  this,  or  it  means  no- 
thing. Protection  means,  raising  by  law 
the  price  of  the  protected  article.  .  I  re- 
sist his  Motion,  being  opposed  to  any  re- 
turn to  protecting  duties,  being  opposed  to 
any  legislation  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
the  price  of  com;  and  I  say  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  any  such  proposal  is  equally  de^ 
fensible  on  the  grounds  of  policy,  as  on 
those  of  humanity.  I  would  argue  the 
question  with  the  country  Gentlemen  of 
England — being  one  of  them  myself — 
having  no  interest  apart  from  them,  and 
no  wish,  when  I  quit  the  office  which  I 
have  now  the  honour  to  fill,  but  to  return 
to  country  pursuits  and  the  discharge  of 
those  duties  in  the  local  administration  of 
the  country  in  which  country  gentlemen 
are  so  well  employed.  I  believe  that  these 
duties  are  nowhere  so  well  performed  by 
the  prefects  and  subprefects  and  paid  offi- 
cers of  other  countries  as  by  the  country 
gentlemen  of  England — I  believe  that  they 
discharge  these  duties  most  creditably  to 
themselves,  and  beneficially  to  their  fel- 
low-countrymen; and  not  only  do  they  de- 
serve and  obtain  the  esteem  and  regard 
of  their  neighbours,  but  they  acquire  those 
habits  and  that  knowledge  of  business  which 
enable  them  to  take  part  in  the  general 
government  of  the  country.     I  think  it  li 
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most  essential  that  in  that  general  gOTern- 
ment  thej  should  have  a  large  and  impor- 
tant share.  But  in  order  to  maintain  such 
a  position  in  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try, they  must  possess  tlie  confidence  of 
the  great  mass  of  their  fellow-countrymen; 
and  I  ask  them,  can  they  expect  to  pos- 
sess that  confidence  if  the  great  hody  of 
the  people  believe  tliat  they  have  an  inter- 
est contrary  to,  and  opposed  to,  their  own  ? 
Do  they  think  the  great  body  of  the  peo- 
ple will  believe  that  they  are  the  best  Go- 
vernment for  the  general  interests  of  the 
country  if  they  suppose  that — as  1  once 
heard  a  Cabinet  Minister  from  this  bench 
declare — in  order  to  enable  the  gentlemen 
of  England  to  pay  their  family  settlements 
and  mortgages,  the  price  of  corn  must  be 
kept  up  by  protecting  duties  imposed  by 
law  ?  I  do  not  know  whether  any  attempt 
may  be  made  to  reimpose  protecting  du- 
ties. There  are  many  persons,  I  know, 
who  most  sincerely  hold  opinions  the  very 
reverse  of  those  which  I  hold  myself,  and 
therefore  the  attempt  may  in  all  sincerity 
be  made;  but  I  entertain  the  strongest 
confidence  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
in  the  country  that  no  such  attempt  will  be 
successful — that  any  such  proposal,  if  made, 
will  be  firmly  resisted — and  that  the  course 
of  legislation  which  has  been  persevered  in 
for  so  many  years,  and  which  has  been 
more  fully  developed  in  the  last  few  years, 
mainly  tending  to  promote  the  interests  of 
the  great  masses  of  our  population,  will  be 
persevered  in  to  the  end,  and  that  no  step  i 
in  a  backward  direction  will  be  permitted. 
Taunts  were  thrown  out  the  other  day 
against  the  aristocratic  nature  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country.  In  one  sense, 
the  Government  of  this  country  may  be 
called  aristocratic,  as  it  has  always  mainly 
consisted — and  I  hope  always  will  consist 
-^f  men  of  independent  character,  of  in- 
dependent mind,  and  independent  fortune. 
I  am  willing,  in  this  sense,  to  accept  the 
denomination  of  an  aristocratic  Govern- 
ment ;  but  in  the  sense  of  a  body  having 
interests  apart  from  the  rest  of  the  coun- 
try, I  believe  that  an  imputation  so  unjust 
was  never  made  against  the  Government 
of  any  country.  I  do  not  speak  of  the 
present  Government,  but  of  successive  Go- 1 
vernments.  Look  to  the  course  of  their 
legislation  in  commercial  and  financiftl  mat- 
ters, and  contrast  it  with  the  course  pur- 
sued by  Governments  of  a  less  aristocratic 
character.  Some  time  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stamford, 
pointed   out  the   difl*erence    between   the 


progressive    state    of   onr    finances    and 
those  of  a  neighbouring  country.     Liook 
to  the  remission  of  taxes  since  the  peace. 
30,000,000/.,    exclusive    of    property-tax 
and  the  com  duty  have  been  taken  off — 
all  more  or  less  pressing  on  the  middle 
and  lower,  rather  than  on  the  upper  classes 
of  society.     Look  to  the  uniform  course  of 
our  legislation  in  these  matters.     We  have 
removed  or   reduced,   one  after  another, 
those  taxes  which  pressed  on  the  neces- 
saries and  comforts  of  the  great  hody  of 
the  people.     An  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
other  day,   that  unless  taxes  were  taken 
off,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the  coun- 
try would  be  satisfied  by  any  statements 
that  could  be  made  in  this  House;  hut  the 
hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  even  in  this 
year  355,0002.  of  taxes  have  hcen  taken 
off,  independent  of  the  duty  on  com,  by 
the  operation  of  existing  Acts;  and  if  the 
diminution  of  receipt  takes  place  on  com, 
which  I  have  already  anticipated,   the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  will  this  year  pay 
upwards  of  1 ,000,0002.  less  than  last  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford,  in  speaking  of  the  expenses  of 
the  French  Government,  said,  that  in  1820 
they  were  36,000,0002.,  and  that  they  hid 
in  1848  increased  to  72,000,000^.;  that 
they  had  increased  in  that  country  as  the 
Government  had  become  more  democratie. 
Since  that  time  a  statement  has  been  made 
by  the  highest  authority,   showing  the  ef- 
fect of  the  democratic  movement  in  thtt 
country  in  the  last  two  years.     The  Pre- 
sident of  the  French  Republic,  in  his  re- 
cent address  to  the  Chambers,  stated  that, 
in  1848,  the  public  debt  was  increased  by 
additional  rentes,  56,501,800f.;  that  the 
increased  charge  caused  by  the  rerolotioii 
was  205,498,428f.;  that,  in  spite  of  the 
new  tax  and  loans,  the  deficit  of  that  year 
was  72,160,000f.     This  statement  applied 
to  the  year  1848.     In  1849,  the  estimated 
deficit  of  the  budget  was  25.000,000f.,  bat 
now  it  turned  out  to  be  180,000,000f.;  the 
new  taxes  that  were  proposed,  were  not 
voted;  the  tax  upon  salt  was  reduced  two- 
thirds,  and  the  tax  on  liquors,  amounting 
to  100,000,000f.,  has  been  abolished  from 
January,   1830;  so  that  the  prospects  of 
the  ensuing  year  are  even  worse  than  the 
last.  I  do  not  think  that,  as  regards  finan- 
cial measures  and  economical  administra- 
tion, our  aristocratic  Government  has  moch 
reason  to  fear  comparison  with  the  most 
democratic  Government  that  exists  in  En- 
rope.     In  Baden  the  new  GoTemment  has 
proposed  a  remission  of  aU  taxes  on  the 
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land,  a  progressive  income  tax,  and  a  na- 
tional pension  fund  for  supporting  all  citi- 
zens incapable  of  work.  It  seems  to  me, 
that  if  measures  were  to  be  devised  which 
would  inevitably  lead  to  the  ruin  of  a  coun- 
try, they  would  be  those  very  measures 
which  have  been  proposed  by  the  demo- 
cratic Government  of  Baden.  The  repre- 
sentatives of  German  democracy  have  pro- 
posed a  system  of  financial  reform  which 
I  do  not  think  will  meet  with  much  favour 
from  the  people  of  this  country. 

1  have  stated,  that  in  the  course  of  the 
last   thirty  years    30,000,000/.   of    taxes 
have  been  taken   off,  which  more  imme- 
diately aflfect  the  means  of  employment,  or 
the  articles  of  consumption  of  the  body  of 
the  people.    The  landed  gentry — who  con- 
stitute the  majority  of  the  other  House, 
and  a  large  portion  of  this — have,  within 
the   last  seven   years,    taken  upon  them- 
selves an  income  tax  which  presses  more 
heavily  upon  them  than  upon  other  classes 
of  society;  they  have  repealed  those  laws 
on  which  it  is  said  by  many  that  their  con- 
dition and  almost  their  existence  depends. 
This  is  the  conduct  of  a  Legislature  which 
is  represented  to  be  hostile  to  the  great 
body  of  the  people.     I  believe  that  such  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  of  this  country;  but  that  they  are 
convinced  that,    whatever  the  opinion   of 
any  part  of  this  House  may  be,   the  fixed 
determination  of  the  Legislature  is  to  pur- 
sue that  course  of  commercial  and  finan- 
cial policy  which  has  been  so  successfully 
pursued  of  late  years — which  the  Members 
of  the  present    Government   have  always 
supported  before  they  acceded  to  office — 
which  they  supported  when  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite — and  which 
they  have,  as  far  as  circumstances  would 
permit,  carried  on  still  further,  in  the  last 
three  years.     I  believe  that  the  people  of 
this    country    entertain  the  fullest   confi- 
dence in  the   opinion  of    the    majority  of 
both  Houses — that  they  arc  satisfied  that 
the  Legislature  has  no    interest  separate 
and    difterent  from   their  own;  and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  that  identity  of  interest  which 
has  preserved  this    country  in    past  dan- 
gers, and  will  preserve  it  through  dangers 
to  come.       We  have  been    told   that  we 
live    in    unsettled    times.      Doubts    have 
been  expressed  for  the  safety  of   our  in- 
stitutions.      I  entertain    no    such  doubts 
myself,  because   I  believe  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  convinced  that  no  class 
has  an  interest  to  maintain  separate  from 
that  of  the  great  body  of  the  people;  that 
VOL.  CVI.    {SS} 


there  is  no  difference  between  the  interest 
of  the  peer  and  of  the  peasant — of  the 
Throne  and  of  the  cottage.  This  identity 
of  interest  is  the  root  of  that  deep-seated 
attachment  to  our  institutions  which  has 
preserved  us  from  so  many  dangers,  and 
which,  by  the  blessing  of  Providence,  will 
preserve  us  amidst  the  storms  of  revolu- 
tion and  bloodshed  which  are  now  desolat- 
ing some  of  the  fairest  portions  of  the 
world. 

Believing  this  feeling  to  be  the  real 
source  of  our  strength  and  of  our  safety, 
and  that  it  has  been  strengthened  by 
the  commercial  policy  hitherto  pursued, 
I  should  deprecate  any  attempt  to  reverse 
our  course  of  legislation  as  the  worst 
and  greatest  evil  that  could  befall  this 
country.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  have 
no  other  practical  result.  The  great  party 
of  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  stands  for- 
ward as  the  leader,  believe  that  the  re- 
medy to  be  applied  to  the  distress  which 
they  say  has  arisen  from  our  recent  le- 
gislation, must  be  by  a  reversal  of  the 
course  we  have  taken.  Believing  then, 
as  I  do,  that  such  a  course  would  be 
fatal  to  the  best  interests  of  the  country, 
to  that  improvement  in  the  condition  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people,  for  which 
we  are  all  anxious,  and,  above  all,  to  the 
stability  of  our  institutions,  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  come  to  such  a  decision 
as  will  convince  the  country  that  we  are 
not  prepared  to  reverse  that  legislation, 
but  to  go  forward  upon  that  which  I  be- 
lieve to  be  the  only  sound  system  for 
the  benefit  of  all  classes  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  would  not  advise  the 
House  to  place  much  reliance  on  the  state- 
ments of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
if  they  had  no  better  foundation  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman*8  assertions  relative 
to  British  Guiana.  He  said  that  he  (Mr. 
Baillie)  read  to  the  House  a  list  of  the  of- 
ficers of  that  colony,  not  one  of  whom 
afterwards  turned  out  to  be  on  the  civil 
list.  Now,  it  happened  that  he  (Mr. 
Baillie)  had  read  through  the  whole  of  the 
civil  list.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  was  pleased  and  flattered  by  the 
report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  British 
Guiana.  If  so,  that  hon.  Gentleman  was 
very  easily  pleased,  for  he  drew  up  a  set 
of  resolutions  that  must  have  taken  him  a 
week  to  prepare,  and  which  were  rejected 
by  the  Committee  without  the  formality  of 
a  discussion.  But  he  need  detain  thq 
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House  no  longer  on  the  subject  of  British 
Guiana,  as  a  Motion  on  the  subject  of  that 
eolony  was  about  to  be  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  whon  he 
(Mr.  Baillie)  pledged  himself  to  prove 
much  more  than  he  had  stated  relative  to 
that  colony,  with  respect  to  the  question  be- 
fore the  House.  One  thing  he  thought,  at 
least,  would  be  admitted,  that  if  ever  such 
a  Motion  could  be  justified,  it  would  be  on 
the  present  occasion,  for  he  was  prepared 
to  assert,  most  unhesitatingly,  that  there 
never  was  a  period  when  the  condition  of 
the  country  more  imperatively  required  the 
anxious  consideration  of  the  Legislature. 
He  would  set  aside  for  a  moment  the  state 
of  Ireland,  and  he  asked  what  was  the 
condition  of  those  great  interests  in  this 
country  on  which  the  national  prosperity 
depended?  What,  for  example,  was  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interest — of 
the  colonial  interest — of  the  retail  traders 
and  shopkeepers  in  all  our  large  towns — 
and,  lastly,  what  was  the  condition  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  labouring  population, 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  community,  those 
for  whose  benefit  the  free-trade  measures 
were  especially  recommended  to  that 
House  ?  Were  they,  or  were  they  not,  in 
a  state  of  great  suffering  and  depression  ? 
And  if  they  were,  was  any  one  prepared 
to  assert  that  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  either  ill-timed,  unnecessary, 
or  uncalled  for?  Various  reasons  had 
been  assigned  for  that  distress  ;  but  of  all 
that  could  be  assigned,  the  most  prepos- 
terous certainly  was  that  of  the  revolu- 
tions and  changes  on  the  continent  of  Eu- 
rope. He  could  not  understand  how  the  ag- 
ricultural interest,  or  the  shipping  interest, 
or  the  colonial  interests  of  this  country, 
could  be  effected  by  such  changes.  They 
must  look  to  other  causes,  and  amongst 
them  they  must  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
effect  of  their  own  past  legislation.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  admit  that  as  an  in- 
dividual Member  of  Parliament  he  must 
bear  his  full  share  of  responsibility  for 
many  of  those  past  acts  of  legislation  to 
which  he  had  given  his  support ;  and  he 
was  bound  to  add,  that  he  was  disap- 
pointed at  the  results  which  had  ensued 
from  them  ;  and  he  feared  that  they  had 
not  tended  to  ameliorate  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  classes,  as  he  had  an- 
ticipated that  they  would  have  done,  for 
if  the  price  of  provisions  had  been  re- 
duced, so  also  had  the  wages  of  labour. 
Let  it  not  be  supposed,  however,  if  he 
were  disappointed  at  the  result  of  those 


measures,  that,  therefore,  he  wm  |irepaied 
to  deny  the  advantages  of  free  trade  ;  but 
unhappily  in  this  country  the  people  were 
too  easily  induced  to  mdi  uito  Tiolent  ex- 
tremes, and,  of  late,  the  Miniatry  of  this 
country  had  been  far  too  prone  to  pander 
to  the  popular  wishes  of  the  hour.  Who, 
for  example,  denied  the  adTftntages  of  rail- 
road communication,  yet,  who  woidd  not 
express  disapprobation  at  the  way  in 
which  the  railroad  specolations  were  car- 
ried on  in  1845  and  1846,  not  only  un- 
checked, but  absolutely  enconraged  by 
the  Ministry  of  the  day,  and  that,  do 
doubt,  in  accordance  with  the  popular  feel- 
ing of  the  time  ?  In  the  same  way,  he 
might  be  prepared  to  admit  the  advantages 
of  free  trade,  and  at  the  same  time  express 
his  disapprobation  of  the  mode  in  which  it 
had  been  carried  out  by  the  Goremment, 
without  due  consideration  for  those  in- 
terests which  had  grown  up  and  been  fos- 
tered by  previous  Acts  of  the  Legialatare. 
He  was  quite  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
repeal  of  the  com  laws  had  a  great  and 
noble  object  in  view — ^ihat  of  affording  re- 
lief to  the  labouring  classes  of  the  countiy, 
by  lowering  the  price  of  food.  It  might 
have  been  an  experiment  not  altogether 
unattended  with  danger ;  but  a  great  good 
was  to  be  gained,  and  it  was  worth  the 
risk  to  be  incurred ;  whether  it  should  ul- 
timately turn  out  to  be  succesafal  remained 
yet  to  be  proved ;  but  he  must  adnut, 
under  any  circumstances,  that  the  authon 
of  the  measure  had  a  great  and  nohle  end 
in  view.  But  the  measures  which  had 
been  lately  passed  by  the  Government  held 
out  no  such  prospects  of  advantage  to  the 
people  ;  for  it  could  not  be  pretended  that 
the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws  conld 
have  been  expected  to  make  such  redue- 
tions  in  the  cost  of  freight  as  to  rednee 
the  price  of  those  commodities  which  were 
consumed  by  the  great  mass  of  the  la- 
bouring classes  in  this  country.  He 
never  understood  why  those  laws  had  been 
repealed,  until  he  was  informed  hy  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripen 
that  the  real  object  was  to  place  the  capi- 
tal on  the  column  of  free  trade.  What  he 
understood  it  to  mean  was,  to  assert  the 
principle  of  free  trade  at  any  cost  and  any 
sacrifice,  because  they  were  afraid  that 
some  reaction  might  take  place  so  long  as 
any  portion  of  the  old  system  remained  in 
existence.  They  might  depend  upon  it, 
however,  that  such  a  course  would  itself, 
in  the  end,  assuredly  produce  that  reac- 
tion which  they  so  much  feared.     By  the 
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]\^%iy  and  incoDBiderate  manner  in  which 
they  had  hitherto  pursued  that  principle, 
they  had  already  brought  ruin  and  desola- 
tion on  son^e  of  our  finest  colonies,  and 
reduced  thousands  of  people  to  a  state  of 
beggary  and  starvation,  and  all  by  that 
misapplication  of  a  principle  good  in  itself, 
which  if  it  had  been  wisely  and  judiciously 
applied  might  not  only  have  conferred  a 
blessing  upon  the  people  of  this  country, 
but  have  been  of  advantage  also  to  the  West 
India  proprietors  themselves.  Again,  was 
any  one  prepared  to  deny  the  great  public 
inconvonienpe  which  had  arisen  in  conse- 
quence of  the  sudden  manner  in  which  the 
import  duties  were  reduced,  not  only  leav- 
ing this  country  burdened  with  a  perma- 
nent income  tax,  which  origint^lly  was  im- 
posed for  a  period  pf  three  years,  but 
leaving,  at  the  same  time,  a  large  deficit 
in  the  revenue,  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  unable  to  fill  up  by  the  ap- 
plication of  direct  taxation?  The  great 
author  of  this  policy,  who  had  dragged  the 
Government  at  his  chariot  wheels,  howev0r 
much  they  might  assert  the  contrary — he 
meant  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Rid- 
ing of  Yorkshire — he  at  least  was  perfectly 
consistent.  He  knew  full  well  that  the 
perseverance  in  this  system  would,  inevi- 
tably lead  to  the  dissolution  of  our  colonial 
empire;  he  knew  well  that  the  people  of 
this  country  would  not  long  endure  to  be 
heavily  taxed  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
ing large  naval  and  military  establishments 
for  the  defence  of  colonies  which  had  been 
rendered  useless  and  of  no  advantage  to 
this  country,  by  placing  them  precisely  in 
the  position  of  foreign  countries.  What 
advantage  could  Canada  be  henceforth  to 
this  country  more  than  if  she  formed  one 
of  the  States  of  America;  and  how  long 
would  the  people  be  disposed  to  vote  for 
the  maintenance  of  an  army  there  ?  De- 
pend upon  it,  the  time  was  not  distant 
when  the  troops  of  this  country  would 
be  brought  back  from  Canada ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  was  aware,  if  this  system  were 
persevered  in,  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
dissolution  of  our  colonial  empire ;  and 
he  frankly  confessed  that  that  was  the  ob- 
ject he  meant  to  accomplish.  He  also 
knew  well  that  the  reduction  of  the  import 
duties  which  he  recommended  must  inevi- 
tably lead  to  the  reduction  of  the  revenue; 
and  he  said  that  that  was  the  object  he 
wished  to  accomplish,  because,  by  reduc- 
ing the  revenue,  it  would  compel  a  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure.     So  far,  then,  as  the 


hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  was 
concerned,  he  was  consistent,  and  the  mea- 
sures were  calculated  tp  obtain  thp  object 
he  had  in  view;  but  they  who  were  pre- 
pared tP  preserve  the  colonies  and  main- 
tain the  colonial  system — they  who  said 
that  it  was  not  pdfMible  to  reduce  the  re- 
venue so  long  as  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
up  large  naval  and  military  establishmentsi 
for  the  defence  of  the  colonies,  and  that  if 
the  import  duties  were  reduced  it  would 
be  necessary  to  impose  additional  taxation, 
and  therefore  last  year  they  proposed  to 
double  the  income  tax — they  were  not  con- 
sistent, because,  whilst  they  pursued  the 
course  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  pointed  out  to 
them,  they  denied  the  inevitable  results  to 
which  it  le(|.  The  people  of  this  country 
were  sufficiently  alive  to  the  advantages 
they  were  likely  to  derive  from  the  systena 
of  free  trade  which  had  been  accomplished 
— a  system  which  consisted  of  unrestricted 
imports,  but  of  restricted  and  highly-taxed 
exports,  and  they  would  not  consent  to 
purchase  it  at  the  cost  which  was  proposed 
to  them.  The  people  of  this  country 
would  not  submit  to  direct  taxation  in 
time  of  peace,  and  so  Government  waa 
carried  on  with  a  large  deficit  in  the  Ex- 
chequer. Such  a  system  would  only  end 
in  compelling  Government  at  last  to  plun- 
der the  public  creditor,  as  they  had  plun- 
dered West  India  proprietors  under  the 
specious  pretext  of  the  benefit  of  the  pub- 
lic; and  he  admitted  that  the  public  had 
derived  benefit  from  the  plunder.  Al- 
though it  was  possible  that  the  present 
Government  might  not  enjoy  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House,  yet,  from  the  com- 
bination of  parties,  and  their  relying  soipe- 
times  on  one,  and  sometimes  on  another, 
they  were  able  to  carry  whatever  measures 
they  might  bring  forward.  Let  them  go 
on  then  in  that  course.  Reduce  the  im- 
port duties,  and  add  to  the  direct  taxation 
of  the  country;  double  the  income  tax; 
abolish  the  navigation  laws,  and  let  our 
trade  be  carried  on  by  foreign  ship^  ; 
these  were  all  measures  which  they  con- 
templated, and  the  people  of  Engl^s^nd 
would  soon  be  able  to  appreciate  their 
values;  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when, 
with  ruined  and  deserted  colonies,  with 
broken-down  finances,  with  the  burden  of 
the  public  debt  pressing  on  the  direct  ^- 
tion  of  the  country,  the  people  would  be 
taught  by  sad  experience  the  real  value  of 
these  measures,  and  to  estimate  the  merits 
of  their  authors.  Then  the  reaction  whicb 
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ihej  80  much  feared  would  take  place; 
then  at  last  would  the  tardy  indignation  of 
this  people  bo  raised  against  the  authors  of 
these  evils;  they  would  bo  regarded  as  the 
most  reckless  and  inconsiderate  set  of  men 
who  had  ever  availed  themselves  of  the 
power  and  influence  of  oflice  to  pass  laws 
wjuriouidy  affecting  great  and  important 
interests,  and  calculated  to  ruin  the 
finances  and  destroy  the  resources  of  a 
great  and  powerful  empire. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  Sir,  I  expected  from 
the  Motion,  or  rather  I  expected  to  have 
beard  from  the  speech,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  some  reason  for  the 
adoption  of  what  I  think  is  a  very  extra- 
ordinary proceeding.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  must  know,  and  I  think  he  led  the 
House  to  believe,  that  the  Motion  he  was 
about  to  make  was  of  a  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary character.  It  is  one  of  those 
constitutional  means  which  the  House  pos- 
sesses of  taking  into  its  own  hands  the 
business  of  the  House,  when,  in  conse- 
quence of  various  circumstances,  the  6o- 
Temment,  or  any  other  body,  gets  posses- 
sion of  power  in  the  State,  and  by  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  power  seeks  to  effect  the 
welfare  and  l;appiness  of  the  people.  I 
see  nothing.  Sir,  in  the  existing  state  of 
the  country  that  should  warrant  this  ex- 
tnordinary  interference  with  the  business 
of  legislation.  "  Yes,"  says  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckingham  shire.  ••  I  think 
thofe  is — I  will  dislocate  all  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Se>*ion — I  will  come  forward 
with  a  Motion  which  shall  dispossess  the 
Government :"'  for  that  is  the  meaning  of 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  no 
other  meaning  can  be  attached  to  it.  "1 
will  disp:»s«ess  the  Government  of  th:5 
cvvaatry.  as  at  preheat  existing,  of  the 
lowers  which  it  p^i^sess^*,  and  I  will  ap- 
propnaxe  tbem  to  ^^.ys<^l^"  for  that  !S  the 
B»easing  whsch  I  anach  to  ih*t  phrase 
vhic^  tbe  h.Mi.  Meaber  ha*  addressed  to 
Me.  "  I  asa  prepared  i?  taie  ibe  Goverc- 
■MBt  into  my  own  hands,'*  New.  Sir.  if 
tW  Imq.  Mecnber  d>e*  uot  r:ea::  ii:s,  he 
■Mill  ]»K'<&ing.  He  ssys.  *'  St^  niiwise 
Imw*  WiM  yocT  pi:we«d:T:^  so  ir^odicious 
kw  Vmb  yvxcr  w^vo  sysrem  cf  lepslaiice. 

I  esDie  focwmro — I,  the  beid   :f  a 
}«riT" — as^i   ibe    2r:o.    Gecilecai: 

^Hws  oe.   I  b<w«  TO  cccxT^tii^^ate 

lias  kis  £rs5  ajwarsuct"*  is  tii^ 

"1       >i  Airt'  of  tire  T*fcr:y — *•  I  ^:.:r^ 

I  yie  MTs;.   "a*  u>e   !?wii  %c   a 

i«iu«  witii  a  |««5*w*?^  for  w?  jur* 

wiuc^   1  satyiivisic  t>>?  !•.  t. 


Gentleman  will  tell  the  House  when  joo. 
Sir,  happen  to  leave  the  chair — for, 
hitherto,  with  all  the  hon.  (xentleman's 
ingenuity,  he  has  either  not  been  able— or 
not  been  willing  would  perhaps  be  better 
— to  state  to  us  what  it  is  that  he  means 
upon  the  present  occasion.  His  whole 
force  has  been  confined  to  criticism.  He 
has  not  told  us — though  I  mast  saj.  when 
he  concluded  his  observations,  that  I 
thought  he  was  about  to  tell  ns — what  his 
proposal  was — what  he  had  to  substitute 
for  the  recommendation  of  the  present 
Ministry.  I  was,  however,  doomed  to  dis- 
appointment; and  he  confined  himsdf  first 
to  the  translation  of  a  sentence  from 
Cicero,  and  then,  stating  it  in  the  original 
Latin,  leaving  us — Shaving  hima^  stated 
that  it  would  be  pedantic — ^in  total  igno- 
rance of  what  his  whole  scheme  of  policy 
might  be.  I  suppose.  Sir,  that  we  are 
here  to  deal  with  the  great  interests  of  a 
great  nation.  We  are  not  here  for  the 
exhibition  of  any  rhetorical  artifice — ^we 
are  not  here  to  deal  with  phases,  but  with 
things — we  are  not  here  to  deal  with  the 
mere  exhibition  of  the  rhetoiieian's  art, 
but  with  the  great  bosiness  of  l^slaton 
who  wish  to  gorem  the  great  interests  of 
the  country.  I  want  to  know  what  the 
hon.  Member  has  propoonded  upoo  this 
occasion  ?  I  remarked  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman avoided  one  thing  most  especially 
— he  placed  his  whole  ailment  vpan  a 
date,  and  not  upon  a  principle.  He  said, 
I  **  In  the  year  1S4C  the  present  Gorers- 
*  ment  came  into  o£ce:  and  from  tfiat  time 
I  to  the  present  nothing  bnt  misduef  has 
'  resulted  fmm  their  conduct.*'  Kosr,  I  aik 
.  the  lion.  Meniber  how  it  was  that  the  pie- 
ser.t  Govemmmt  came  into  oSce  ?  idiy  it 
was  r  and  upon  what  principle  it  was  f 
^  and  I  will  ask  the  Hcvnse  to  lecoOect  it. 
I  w:I1  shortly  state  what  it  was  thst 
brv^nght  the  present  GovcmmeBt  into  of- 
lice. and  the  bi^n.  Gentleman  Idmsclf  into 
i^oiice.  Sir.  for  some  time  a  vety  large 
prop>n2cn — I  wHI  state  it  at  once — the 
ireN:.^=::3rj:i  panyintbe  ^Tilr  ~rrr  hrad 
ed  by  a  rixrht  boo.  Barooet  w^om  I  see 
{^T^Tv^site.  and  whe»»e  name  I  am  vflEa^  to 
r.:>30cr — I  m^ari  the  right  kcm.  Baiyct 
the  Mei::':«er  rcr  Tamwcrik  That  right 
l>:-n.  Gr£i>!:^as  was  tbea  at  tW  fcmd  of 
tie  Ti&ny  wli^^ih  1  1MIV  jtee  eppoBte.  At 
:b*:  ::Ti:-e-  ilvy  wore  a  masei  psny.  They 
«-f,-*  -.zrt^i  ':s  ,-CT*a5riw:«  i*ibe  grcax  in- 
:iTv>:s  c:  :•>£  c.cirrnr,  aW  tis  dbe  c»- 
nil-es  w*lS^^  s^.^sM  rcc^lafe  the 
ve.-TiTi*;-':  oc   li^  cvmurr.     TW 
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of  that  party  was  the  first  to  acknowledge 
that  great  truth  which  wo  had  contributed 
to  establish.  [A  lattgh,]  Oh!  I  can  under- 
stand the  laugh  of  ignorance.  And  now, 
Sir,  that  that  laugh  has  ceased,  I  proceed 
to  say  that  the  great  principle  which  we 
sought  to  establish  was — to  explain  in 
three  words — the  principle  of  free  trade. 
And  the  first  to  admit  the  value  of  that 
proposition  was,  I  say,  the  most  enlight- 
ened man  amongst  you — I  mean  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
who,  being  Minister  at  that  time,  adopted 
the  great  principles  that  had  been  the 
leading  doctrines  which  we  had  adopted 
for  many  years  of  our  lives.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  being  at  the  head  of  the 
most  powerful  party  that  this  country  al- 
most ever  saw — a  party  united  and  brought 
into  power  under  the  most  extraordinary 
circumstances — with  no  interest  swaying 
him  but  the  interests  of  this  country, 
yielded  to  truth,  and  to  truth  only,  for 
he  must  have  felt,  when  he  did  so,  that 
he  broke  through  ties  that  had  been 
for  years  the  ties  that  made  his  life  a 
happy  life — that  he  had  departed  from 
the  interests  of  himself,  of  his  friends, 
of  his  own  private  relations;  and  that 
he  had  submitted  himself  for  the  interests 
of  his  country.  Such,  1  say,  was  the 
power  of  truth  on  the  mind  of  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  passed  a  law  in  ac- 
cordance with  his  free-trade  principles  ; 
and  while  he  was  doing  so,  lo  !  there  rose 
that  star  which  has  been  now  for  some 
time  a  brilliant  luminary,  because  it  has 
been  supported  by  the  peculiar  position  of 
the  party  opposite  ;  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  opposition  to  the  principles  and 
the  person  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
did  win  himself  a  way,  I  acknowledge  with 
great  ability — so  far  as  his  art,  as  far  as 
the  mere  exhibition  of  ability,  served  him, 
but  no  farther — did  win  himself  a  way  to 
renown  in  this  House.  Well,  the  repeal 
of  the  corn  laws  having  been  passed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  party  was  split 
into  two  —  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Into 
twenty] — yes,  he  might  say  into  twenty, 
and  then  it  was  that  the  present  Ministry 
came  into  office.  They  came  into  office 
because  you  were  divided,  not  because 
they  were  strong  :  they  did  not  come  into 
office  on  any  principle,  but  because  all 
your  principles  had  gone  afloat,  you  hav- 
ing been  bound  together  against  what  I 
believe  to  be  truth,  and  the  most  en- 
lightened amongst  you  having  yielded  to 
the  suggestions  of  reason  and  to  the  exi- 


gencies of  the  State.  You  would  not  be<> 
lieve  what  he  believed,  because  you  had 
not  the  evidence  that  he  had,  and  having 
been  split  up  and  divided,  you  were  ren- 
dered an  utterly  inefficient  body  in  the 
State.  Then  the  noble  Lord  came  into 
office  on  the  principle  of  free  trade;  and 
from  that  time  to  the  present,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire has  been  carping  at  the  endeavours 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  carry  on  the  business 
of  the  Government.  And  what  has  the 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  to-night?  Why, 
tliat  in  every  department  of  the  State,  at 
home,  abroad,  and  in  Ireland,  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  present  Government  have 
been  opposed  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  believes  to  be  right  principles.  I 
accept,  Sir,  his  statement.  And  if  we 
could  believe.  Sir,  that  a  Government 
could  be  submitted  to  a  rhetorician — if  we 
could  believe  that  truth  should  be  made 
the  subservient  handmaiden  of  a  mere 
artificer  of  words — then  I  should  say  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  in  a  position 
to  undertake  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Gentleman,  on  this  occa- 
sion, has  not  stated  any  thing  that  should 
induce  us  to  depart  from  the  principles  of 
free  trade  that  have  been  adopted  as  the 
guide  and  rule  of  our  commercial  legisla- 
tion. He  has  appealed  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  various  classes  of  the  community. 
For  example,  he  says  that  the  agricultural 
labourer,  and  the  agricultural  community, 
on  the  present  occasion,  are  those  that 
sufl^er,  and  are  the  mere  victims  of  the  law 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repealed. 
Now,  I  deny  this  proposition.  I  say  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  the  agricultural 
labourer  is  better  off  than  he  has  been  in 
my  recollection.  I  say  that  his  wages 
have  not  diminished,  in  any  part  of  the 
country,  in  the  slightest  degree.  I  say 
that  from  my  own  knowledge,  without  the 
slightest  fear  of  contradiction.  ["  Oh, 
oh  !"]  I  state  what  I  know,  and  let  those 
that  cry  "Oh,  oh,'*  attempt  to  answer 
me.  In  the  county  of  Hants,  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  receives  9s.  a  week,  and  he 
has  not  ceased  to  receive  that  sum  since 
there  was  any  alteration  of  the  com  laws. 
The  com  laws  themselves  have  not,  I  be- 
lieve, altered  the  price  of  com  in  any  way 
whatsoever,  and  not  altering  the  price  of 
corn,  I  ask  how  the  labourer,  who  has  c<m- 
tinued  to  receive  his  9s.  a  week,  can  have 
been  injuriously  affected  by  the  free-trade 
policy  ?  [Murmurs  from  the  Protectionist 
benches,]     If  you  object  to  that,  I  will 
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put  the  matter  on  other  ground.  I  apk  I 
why,  on  the  present  occasion,  there  should  ; 
be  any  departure  from  the  ordinary  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution — why  the  ordi- 
nary forms  of  the  law,  and  the  ordinary 
forms  of  the  constitution,  cannot  answer 
the  exigencies  of  the  present  occasion? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  the  existing 
circumstances  of  the  country  are  such  as 
to  require  us  to  interfere  in  an  unusual 
manner  with  the  present  condition  of  the 
Ministry.  I  deny  it,  and  maintain  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  position  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  or  of  the  party  to 
which  he  belongs,  to  induce  us  to  depart 
from  the  present  arrangement  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  our  confidence  either  to 
him  or  to  his  i)arty.  I  believe  the  great 
principles  that  have  led  to  the  present 
state  of  things.  [Interruption.^  I  can 
well  understand  why  a  miserable  pique 
should  induce  persons  to  bo  rude  in  this 
House,  and  to  be  guilty  of  conduct  which 
they  would  not  pursue  against  individuals 
towards  whom  they  were  not  influenced  by 
personal  spite.  But  I  wish,  simply,  and 
in  a  homely  and  humble  manner,  to  ex- 
press my  opinion  to  the  House.  I  hope 
the  House  will  receive  it  in  as  kindly  a 
spirit  as  it  is  delivered,  and  not  subject  me 
to  the  interruption  which  I  fancy,  Sir, 
does  arise.  [ Cries  o/" Question!**]  Well, 
I  will  go  to  the  question  ;  I  wish  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire. I  want  to  know  why  we 
should  take  the  extraordinary  course  which 
he  recommends  of  departing  from  the  ordi- 
nary rules  that  regulate  the  business  of 
the  Session,  and  interrupting  the  debates 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  into  consideration 
the  state  of  the  nation.  Sir,  what  is  the 
state  of  the  nation  ?  I  assert  that  it  is 
one  of  great  hope  and  confidence — one 
which  I  believe  the  state  of  the  world 
abroad  teaches  us  to  fancy  and  expect  will 
bo  one  of  constant  and  increasing  advan- 
tage to  this  country.  I  believe  that  the  arts 
and  manufactures  of  this  country  are,  at 
the  present  moment,  in  a  gradually  im- 
proving state,  and  that  trade  and  com- 
merce arc  aho  steadily  giving  us  stronger 
and  stronger  reason  to  believe  that  we  are 
ivhout  to  improve  our  condition.  I  say,  be- 
sides this,  that  our  great  mischief  in  the 
past  yeiir  has  arisen  from  the  deficient 
lmrv(^st,  and  not  from  the  policy  pursued 
bv  th(»  (lovornnient.  In  opposition  to  the 
hon.  (icnthMnan,  who  attributes  all  the 
evils  tlmt  have  uriHon  since  the  formation 
nf  the  (U>vrriiin(!nt  to  th«;  conduct  of  the 


GoTemment,  I  say  that  very  different  cir- 
cumstances abundantly  account  for  them 
all.     The  famine  in  Ireland,  the  convul- 
sions  abroad,   and  the  deficient  harvest, 
are  sufficient  to  account  for  the  deficiencies 
of  the  revenue  and  the  difficulties  of  our 
mercantile  state,  without  requiring  qi  to 
go  to  the  principles  of  free  trade  to  ac- 
count for  them.     But  I  assert  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  mercantile  commonity 
is  in  an  improving  condition.     I  speak  as 
one   having   knowledge   and   authority  in 
this  matter.     I  represent  a  large  mercan- 
tile community,  daily  engaged  in  the  busi- 
ness of  trade,  and  from  them  do  I  learn 
that   in   the  districts  of  the  great  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  trade  is  improving; 
and  when  trade  is  improving  there,  may  I 
not  say  the  great  mercantile  community  of 
the  country  is  improving  also?    Bat  the 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  agricultoral 
community  is  suffering.  That^  Sir*  I  deny^ 
I  say  that  if  there  is  any  class  in  the  agri- 
cultural community  suffering,  it  is  the  land- 
lords, and  the  landlords  alone — not  the  la- 
bouring population  of  ady  part  of  the  com- 
munity.    But  the  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
*•  Look  at  Ireland  !*•  Well.  I  will  look  at 
Ireland,  and  I  say  that,  as  far  as  Gorem- 
ment  is   concerned,  it  is  not  a  suffering 
community.     It  may  be  suffeHnjr  frotn  the 
misfortunes    with  which  Providence   has 
visited  it,  but  not  from  any  legislation  of 
tlie  Government;  and  that  is  all  that  we 
have  to  consider  on  the  pHiseht  oeeasiotoi 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  thdt  the  Gh>- 
vernment  has  been  the  advocate  of  erery- 
thing  wild  and  irrational;  and  he  Attributes 
all  the  continental  revolutions  to  the  pre- 
sent Government.     What !  cAil  it  be  said 
that  the  revolutions  in  France,  in  Qenna&Tt 
or  in  Italy,  were  the  result  of  this  eountry  s 
legislation  or  policy  ?  On  the  con^tityi  Sir, 
I  believe  that  this  country's  policy  has  been 
well  carried  oUt,  and  that  tne  noble  Ldrd 
at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Department  on 
the  present  occasion  has  wisely  eonsidei^ 
the  interests  of  England^  abd  done  hid  Ut- 
most to  maintain  the  peacd  of  Eurdpe^  by 
abstaining  from  any  admixture  of  our  poUirer 
with  any  of  the  disputes  of  the  cotitiiieiital 
nations.     But  what  would  hate  iMden  the 
condition  of  this  House  and  the  covrntiy  if 
the  great  principles  of  free  tHuie  bad  not 
been  adopted — if  the  right  hon.  Banmet 
had  opposed  them,  along  with  hlA  pftrly, 
and   set  himself  obstinately  agaiiist  the 
feelings  and  wishes  df  the  great  body  of 
the  people?    Can  we  believe  that  on  the 
present  occasion,  we  woold  hay^  had  die 
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peace  and  security  which  we  now  enjoy  ?  I 
heliere  the  hen.  Gentleman,  too  devoted  to 
his  statistics,  has  forgotten  to  take  into 
account  the  great  moral  question  -ihat 
mixes  itself  up  with  this  matter.  In  all 
these  questions  the  feelings  and  convic- 
tions of  the  people  must  be  regarded,  or 
you  endanger  the  peace  and  security  of  the 
country.  And  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  opposed  himself  to  the  feelings  of  the 
country,  like  France  and  Germany,  we 
would  have  had  confusion  and  riot  and  ter- 
rible distress,  and  all  the  terrible  disasters 
that  the  world  abroad  had  seen,  instead  of 
the  peace  and  quiet  and  order  with  which 
ive  had  gone  through  the  mighty  change. 
Like  France,  We  should  have  been  a  coun- 
ti^  with  a  Government  without  law,  and 
without  the  slightest  chance  or  hope  of 
quiet  or  of  freedom;  and  we  should  have 
experienced  all  the  terrible  disasters  of 
which  France  has  been  the  unfortunate 
scene.  But,  I  say,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tnan  may  take  it  to  himself  as  a  great 
evidence  of  his  wisdom  and  sagacity^  that 
for  the  last  two  years,  when  almost  the 
whole  world  has  been  in  commotion — when 
thrones  have  been  toppling  down,  and  con- 
istitutions  swept  from  the  face  of  the  earth 
— and  when  nations  and  peoples  have  been 
rising  against  their  governments,  and  their 
governments  have  been  unable  calmly  to 
address  themselves  to  a  consideration  of 
the  wants  and  necessities  of  their  subjects 
— we  have  seen  England  riding  quietly, 
and  safely,  and  happily  through  the  storm. 
The  history  of  the  past  year  is  the  best 
monument  and  the  best  evidence  of  the 
wisdom  of  yielding  in  time  to  the  wishes 
and  advancing  intelligence  of  a  people; 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  by  his  pru- 
detitial  legislation,  has  acquired  for  the 
great  people  whom  it  was  then  his  in- 
terest and  his  duty  to  govern,  a  state 
of  peace,  tranquillity,  and  happiness,  which 
no  other  nation  in  Europe  now  enjoys. 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  said,  he  quite  con- 
curred with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  in  the  opinion  he  had 
expressed,  that  recent  legislation  had  been 
most  mischievous  ;  and^  also,  in  the  wish, 
that  the  Ministerial  benches  should  be 
Otherwise  occupied.  But  if  the  present 
vote  Was  to  be  considered,  in  any  mea- 
sure, as  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  he  begged  to 
say,  that  that  vote  ought  to  refer  rather 
to  the  Government  which  preceded  them, 
namely,  to  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Bat-onct  the  Member  for  Tamworth  ; 


because  be  believed,  that  if  that  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  taken  the  tnatter  of  free 
trade  in  hand,  but  had  stood  firm  to  the 
principles  upon  which  he  came  into  power, 
the  system  which  was  now  in  operation, 
and  the  evil  effects  of  which  were  so  much 
deplored,  would  never  have  been  establish- 
ed.    Statements  had  been  made,  in  the 
course   of    this    debate,   which  he   (Mr. 
Plumptre)  thought  he  was,  in  some  mea- 
sure, in  a  situation  to  coUtradict,  especial- 
ly with  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural population.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  referred  to  the  prosperity  of  certain 
manufacturing  towns,  and  he  doubted  not, 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  they  might 
be  prosperous;  but  the  fear  he  entertained 
with  reference  to  these  towns  was,  that 
if   things   continued   as   they   Were    now 
amongst  the  agricultural  population,  the 
manufacturing  towns,  too,  must  ultimately 
be  involved  in  that  fiiin  which  he  thought 
was  fast  coming  upon  agriculture.     Thejr 
were  not  to  be  surprised,  hoWever,  that 
the  manufacturing  towns  were  prospering, 
when  they  considered,  that  there  had  Jwe- 
viously  been  a  suspension  of  demand  fcr  & 
certain  period.     This  was  necessarily  6ufc- 
ceeded  by  a  fresh  demand  ;  and  there  had 
also  been  a  call  for  goods  in  large  mar^ 
kets,  which  were  never  before  opened  to 
our  manufacturers.     The  hon.  and  leiirli- 
ed  Member  for  Sheffield  had  stated,  that 
there  was  no  distress  amongst  the  agricul- 
tural population.    He  (Mr.  PlUmptre)  most 
distinctly  denied  the  statement,  and  Wduld 
read  a  return  upon  the  subject,  which  he 
had  in  his  possession,  and  which  might, 
almost,  be  regarded  as  official.     This  re- 
turn had  not  been  issued  undel*  the  imme- 
diate sanction  of  the  Poor  LaW  Commis- 
sioners, but  was  in  the  handwriting  of  the 
governors  of  certain  union  woi'khouses,  in 
the  eastern  division  of  Kent,  and  gave  ft 
comparative  view   of  the  state  of  these 
union  workhouses  at  the  present  moment, 
and  at  a  cdrresponding  period  last  year. 
In   the    first    union  workhouse,   for  the 
twelve  weeks  ending  the   15th  of  May, 
1844,  there  were  97  ablebodied  men,  and 
164  ablebodied  women;  and  for  the  twelve 
weeks  ending  the  15th  of  JUUd^  in  the 
present  year,  216  iLblebodied  men,   add 
193  ablebodied  women;  being  an  increltse 
for  the  latter  period  of  119  men,  aDd  29 
women.      In  the  next  union  WorkhousO, 
for  the  12  Weeks  of  last  year,  there  were 
139  ablebodied  men,  aud  355  ablebodied 
women  ;   and,  for  the  same  period  of  the 
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present  year,  301  ablebodied  men,  and 
474  ablebodied  women;  being  an  increase 
of  162  men,  and  119  women.  In  tbe 
Dover  union  workbouse,  for  tbe  12  weeks 
of  last  year,  tbere  were  182  ablebodied 
men,  and  380  ablebodied  women;  and,  for 
tbe  same  period,  in  the  present  year,  334 
ablebodied  men,  and  439  ablebodied 
women  ;  being  an  increase  of  152  able- 
bodied  men,  and  59  ablebodied  women. 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  by  read- 
ing the  returns  of  the  whole  of  the  unions, 
but  the  sum  total  was  this — that,  for  the 
12  weeks  of  1848,  there  were  in  those 
houses,  848  ablebodied  men,  and  2,391 
ablebodied  women  ;  and,  for  the  corre- 
sponding period  in  the  present  year, 
2,101  ablebodied  men,  and  3,158  able- 
bodied  women  ;  making  a  difference  of 
1,253  men,  and  767  women.  Now, 
"facts  were  stubborn  things,**  and  these 
were  facts.  Another  indication  of  the 
distress  which  existed,  had  come  under 
his  own  observation.  17  or  18  ablebodied 
men,  out  of  a  population  of  700  or  800 — 
and  these  17  or  18  men  representing, 
with  their  wives  and  families,  70  or  80  in- 
dividuals, had  lately  came  to  him,  and 
asked,  **  What  are  we  to  do  ?  We  are 
without  employment,  and  have  no  bread  in 
our  houses.  We  come  to  ask  you,  if  you 
would  advise  us  to  go  into  the  union  work- 
house? But,  if  we  go  there,  we  are 
afraid,  when  we  come  out  again,  that  we 
shall  lose  our  cottages.*'  He  (Mr. 
Plumptre)  blamed  them  for  coming  to  him 
in  that  manner,  but  he  gave  them  the  best 
advice  in  his  power.  This  was  a  fact, 
however,  that  such  a  body  of  men  was  out 
of  employ,  in  that  small  population,  in  the 
month  of  June  last.  Yet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  told  the 
House,  there  was  no  distress  amongst  the 
agricultural  labourers.  But  there  was 
still  another  indication  of  distress  amongst 
the  agricultural  labouring  population.  Not 
only  were  the  workhouses  unusually  filled 
— not  only  was  there  a  great  want  of  em- 
ployment of  the  people  in  their  own  pa- 
rishes, but  they  had  men  walking  about 
the  parishes,  in  search  of  work,  who  came 
from  a  distance.  He  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  person  of  influence  in  the  county  of 
Kent,  who  was  well  known  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  western  division  of  that 
county.  The  writer  stated,  that  he  at- 
tributed the  distress  at  present  existing 
among  the  farmers  and  the  labourers,  to 
the  free-trade  measures  of  that  House  ; 
and  although  they  would  have  that  year 


an  early  and  abundant  crop,  yet  the  prices 
were  so  low,  that  they  would  be  in  no  bet- 
ter position.  He  also  added,  that  there 
werQ  a  vast  number  of  ablebodied  labour- 
ers out  of  employment.  The  theory  of 
free  trade  might  be  all  very  well,  but  to 
carry  it  out,  as  it  had  been  carried  out  in 
that  House,  was  neither  wisdom  nor  jus- 
tice ;  and  he  feared  it  would  terminate  ia 
the  ruin  of  the  agricultural  interest.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  assumed,  that  there  had  been 
an  increase  in  the  consumption  of  sugar; 
but  when  the  state  of  the  West  Indian  in- 
terest was  considered  —  their  fortunes 
broken,  and  their  properties  destroyed  ; 
and  when  it  was  considered  that  the  ad- 
mission of  slave-grown  sugar  had  given 
considerable  encouragement  to  the  slave 
trade,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  no  great  reason  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  result  of  his  policy.  He  believed 
there  was  a  great,  deep,  and  pressing  dis- 
tress in  the  agricultural  districts,  and  his 
conviction  was,  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
free-trade  measures  that  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  that  House. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  that  as  it  was  now 
past  twelve  o'clock,  he  should  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  hoped,  if  the  de- 
bate were  adjourned,  that  hon.  Members 
having  Motions  on  thePaper  for  To-morrow 
would  postpone  them,  in  order  to  allow  the 
present  adjourned  debate  to  come  on. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  would  at 
once  have  acceded,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, but  his  Motion  was  of  very  great 
importance  to  his  constituents,  and  he 
could  not  consent  to  waive  it.  If  the  Go- 
vernment would  either  consent  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  his  Committee,  or  give  him  a 
night  for  discussion  of  the  question,  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  allowing  the  ad- 
journed debate  to  come  on. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  intimated  that  this 
was  an  arrangement  with  which  he  really 
could  not  comply. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  did  not  think  the 
request  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem« 
her  for  Marylebone  unreasonable.  The 
noble  Lord  was  a  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  not  extraordinary  that 
he  should  ask  for  a  Government  day,  see- 
ing that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  had  been  favoured 
with  a  Government  day  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  forward  a  Motion,  the  avowed  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  turn  out  the  Govern- 
ment.    The  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
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of  far  more  interest  to  the  pablic  than  the 
flash-in-the-pan  Motion  which  had  occupied 
their  attention  that  night.  Since  the  great 
gun  had  gone  off,  the  House  might  now 
just  as  well  go  to  a  division  without  pro- 
tracting a  debate  on,  to  say  the  least,  a 
ridiculous  Motion. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  was  afraid 
that  he  could  not  accede  to  the  request  to 
postpone  his  Motion.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  made  a 
present  of  a  day  to  the  hou.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  Members  on  that  (the  Ministerial  side) 
of  the  House  should  have  a  day  taken  from 
them.  His  duty  to  his  constituents  would 
not  permit  him  to  give  way. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  has  been  unjustly 
severe  on  the  noble  Lord.  I  did  not  my- 
self think  it  any  favour  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  appoint  a  day  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Motion  of  which  I  had  given 
notice.  I  thought  that  the  noble  Lord,  in 
that  spirit  I  expected  he  would  exhibit, 
would  have  accepted  the  glove  thrown 
down  by  this  side  of  the  House  ;  and  I 
cannot  for  a  moment  admit  that,  because 
the  noble  Lord  thought  it  right  to  meet 
this  discussion,  that  any  Gentleman  sitting 
on  the  same  side  of  the  House,  and  not  in 
the  habit  of  supporting  him,  should,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  introduce  it  in  the  same 
manner.  But  this  I  will  say,  that  if  my 
Committee  is  granted,  I  will  grant  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  his. 
With  respect  to  the  attack  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  on  my  Motion,  that 
it  is  a  flash-in-the-pan,  I  confess  I  never 
knew  any  Motion  of  the  kind  proposed  in 
this  House  which  has  not  been  met  with 
the  same  accusation.  Of  course,  when  the 
general  existing  policy  of  the  Government 
is  challenged,  they  consider  there  is  no- 
thing practical  in  our  propositions  ;  but 
allow  me  to  say  that  there  never  was  a 
more  political  Motion  than  the  one  I  have 
brought  forward  this  evening.  It  is  in  the 
power  of  every  Member  of  this  House  to 
make  it  more  practical  by  voting  for  it. 
Vote  for  it,  and  you  will  find  it  is  a  prac- 
tical question.  My  experience  of  this 
House  sufficiently  assures  me  that  majori- 
ties of  this  House,  organised  apparently 
to  oppose  such  Motions,  melt  away  under 
the  force  of  truth.  ["  Question,  question!  *'] 
I  am  speaking  to  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment, and  to  the  observations  which  have 
been  made.  It  has  been  said  that  this  is 
a  flash-in-the-pan  Motion.     I  say  it  is  an 


earnest  and  serious  Motion.  Its  object  is 
to  turn  out  the  Government.  We  may  not 
succeed ;  but  we  shall  succeed  some  day. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

The  House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  3,  1849. 

MfNUTBS.]  Public  Bills. — 1*  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland) ; 
Sewert  Acts  Amendment ;  Marriages  in  Foreign  Countries 
Facilitating. 

2*  Militia  BalloU  Suspension  ;  Sites  for  Schools. 

3*  Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island). 
Pbtitionh  Prkskntbd.  By  the  Bishop  of  Norwich,  tram 
St.  Giles  in  the  Fields,  and  Farringdon  Without,  against 
Granting  any  New-  Licenses  to  Beer  Shops. — From  Mar- 
ton,  Sexhow,  Broughton,  and  several  other  Places,  against 
the  present  Mode  of  Assessing  the  Income  Tax. — From 
Lythe,  against  any  Alteration  of  the  Marriage  Law  ;  also 
for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  to  define  the  Powers  of  the 
Committee  of  Privy  Council  on  Education  s  and  for  the 
Extentension  of  the  Church  of  England. 

THE  ARMY  IN  INDIA. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  rose 
to  move  for  papers  explanatory  of  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  Crown  has 
granted  to  the  Court  of  Directors  of  the 
East  India  Company,  or  to  the  army  in 
India,  property  conquered  from  the  enemy. 
He  said  he  rose  to  make  this  Motion  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  placing  himself  in  order 
while  he  drew  their  Lordships'  attention, 
and  particularly  that  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  to  a  matter  connected  with  the 
hooty  taken  in  the  late  war  in  India,  and 
which  appeared  to  him  immediately  to  af- 
fect the  legal  rights  and  the  honour  of  the 
Crown,  and  indirectly  the  just  expectations 
of  the  army  lately  serving  in  the  Punjab, 
that  their  recent  services  would  be  con- 
sidered by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
that  the  booty  taken  in  war  would  be 
granted  to  them  in  the  same  manner  as 
had  been  foimerly  done  to  armies  serving 
in  the  field  at  the  close  of  successful  mili- 
tary operations.  He  believed  he  should 
satisfy  their  Lordships  that  booty  captured 
in  war  had  been  inadvertently,  he  was 
quite  certain,  misapplied  by  the  Governor 
General  of  India  to  the  use  of  the  East 
India  Company.  When  he  spoke  of  the 
East  India  Company,  he  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  by  the  words  *'  East  India 
Company,"  he  meant  no  more  than  the 
Government  of  India,  and  that  that  Com- 
pany  had  no  personal  interest  whatever  in 
this  matter — this  property  had  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  treasury  of  India,  and  so  far 
had  increased  the  means  of  the  Govenv- 
ment  of  India;  but  it  in  no  manner  affect- 
ed the  private  interests   of  any  of  the 
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members  of  the  Company  or  of  the  Court 
of  Directors.  Now,  he  apprehended  that 
the  law  was  perfectly  clear  on  this  ques- 
tion. When  booty  was  taken  in  a  con- 
quest, where  the  troops  of  the  Company 
alone  were  employed,  it  was  left  entirely 
at  the  disposal  of  the  governing  power  of 
the  Company;  but  in  all  cases  where  Her 
Majesty's  troops  co-operated  with  the 
troops  of  the  Company,  by  the  letters  pa- 
tent of  1758,  the  Crown  possessed  all  the 
power  over  the  booty  taken,  and,  accord- 
ing to  universal  custom,  that  booty,  with 
such  reservations  of  portions  of  it  as  Her 
Majesty  might  be  advised  to  make,  had 
been  granted  to  the  army  that  had  served 
in  the  operations  in  which  it  was  taken. 
He  would  now  read  extracts  from  the  let- 
ter of  the  Governor  General  to  the  Secret 
Committee,  dated  the  7th  of  April,  on 
reading  certain  paragraphs  of  which  his 
notice  was  first  attracted  to  the  subject, 
and  he  became  at  once  convinced  that  a 
mistake  had  been  committed.  One  of  these 
paragraphs  was  to  the  effect,  that  to  liqui- 
date the  debt  due  from  the  Government  of 
Lahore,  and  to  cover  the  expenses  of  the 
war,  the  Governor  General  had  confiscated 
the  property  of  that  State  to  the  use  of  the 
East  India  Company;  bat  that  he  had  ex- 
cluded the  Koh-i-nur  (the  great  diamond 
which  formerly  belonged  to  the  Great  Mo- 
gul) from  this  arrangement.  Now,  he  ap- 
prehended that  confiscation  implied  pos- 
session or  power  over  the  object  to  be 
confiscated  ;  and  in  this  case  the  property 
to  be  confiscated  was  the  property  of  the 
enemy.  That  power  over  it  could  only  be 
obtained,  and  was  obtained,  by  right  of 
war;  and  when  so  obtained,  that  property, 
under  the  circumstances  of  Her  Majesty's 
forces  having  been  engaged  in  the  opera- 
tions, belonged  to  the  Crown,  and  could 
not  be  legally  disposed  of  by  the  Governor 
General  of  India  for  the  use  of  any  party 
whatsoever.  The  Koh-i-nur,  as  well  as  all 
the  other  property  of  the  State  of  Lahore, 
taken  possession  of  by  Her  Majesty's 
troops,  belonged  solely  to  Her  Majesty  by 
the  right  of  War.  But  a  paper  had  been 
recently  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House, 
which  he  really  did  not  know  how  to  de- 
scribe; but  it  would,  he  presumed,  be  re- 
ferred to  in  justificiitiou  of  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  Governor 
General.  It  was  not  a  treaty,  and  in  no 
respect  was  it  a  diplomatic  transaction,  but 
it  was  described  as  being  **  terms  granted 
to  the  Maharajah  of  Lahore,"  and  accept- 
ed by  him,  in  which  he  was  made  to  resign 


all  claim  to  the  Crown  of  Lahore;  but  the 
property  of  the  State  was  to  be  confis^ 
cated  for  the  debt  and  the  expenses  of  the 
war  to  the  use  of  the  East  India  Company. 
Nothing  in  that  paper  would  change  the 
state  of  the  right  of  the  Crown  before  that 
paper  was  signed;  and  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Governor  General,  by  any-  diplo- 
matic act,  to  defeat  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  before  that  document  was  drawn 
up.  Two  free  parties  were  necessary  to  a 
contract;  but  the  Maharajah  was  a  pri- 
soner at  the  time  this  was  drawn  upi  and^ 
therefore,  was  not  a  party  capable  of  con- 
tracting; and  while  he  was  a  prisoner  the 
property  remained  in  the  possession  of  Her 
Majesty's  officers  till  the  termibation  of 
the  war,  and  was  not  his  to  dispose  of  for 
the  use  of  the  East  India  Company^  eren 
if  he  were  inclined.  The  usual  course  wiih 
respect  to  booty  had  been  for  the  Court  of 
Directors  to  petition  Her  Majesty,  prayiiig 
for  a  distribution;  and  the  Crown  had  been 
usually  advised  to  grant  one-half  of  it  to 
the  East  India  Company;  but  the  Crown 
had  the  power,  if  so  advised,  and  in  par- 
ticular cases  it  had  exercised  it^  of  except^ 
ing  any  important  or  precious  syinbel  ef 
conquest  from  the  destribiition ;  fot  in- 
stance, in  the  case  of  the  booty  taken  at 
Hydrabad,  the  battle-axe  df  Nadir  ShAh 
was  reserved  by  Her  Majesty  in  virtue 
of  Her  prerogative  royal,  and  the  rest  was 
distributed  among  the  troops  engaged.  If 
the  Board  of  Contt-ol,  of  which  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  was  a  member,  should 
agree  with  him  thdt  this  prbpeHy  had  beeii 
inadvertently  placed  in  fiands  to  Whidh  it 
did  not  belong,  whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Court  of  Direoiol^,  it  was 
the  clear  duty,  as  it  Was  indisputably  with- 
in the  power,  of  the  Board  of  Cdntt^oli  te 
insist  upon  the  despatch  to  India  of  orders 
countermanding  the  misapplication  of  the 
property.  He  fully  believed  that  the  greatest 
of  all  our  dangers  in  India  was,  that  persotis 
in  authority,  too  Confided t  of  the  apparent 
security  of  their  positioUj  should  not  treat 
the  army  with  the  consideriktiob  with  Which 
it  had  hitherto  been  regarded.  He  Would 
caution  those  in  power  against  any  want  df 
consideration  to  the  army;  but)  above  All, 
they  must  be  just  to  the  army  if  they  de- 
sired to  maintain  it.  Under  any  ciirUtn- 
stancesj  he  would  have  pressed  this  case 
on  the  attention  of  their  Lordships,  be- 
lieving that  the  army  had  a  jUst  ebdm  to 
redress  from  the  Crown.  But  he  doUld 
not  dismiss  from  his  mind  the  peeuliai"  eir- 
cumstanoes  in  which  the  army  of  the  Pun^ 
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jab  now  stood.  On  every  recent  occasion 
in  which  great  successes  had  attended 
their  exertions  in  the  field,  pecuniary  re- 
wards in  the  shape  of  batta  had  been 
granted  to  the  army.  Lord  Auckland 
gave  it  for  the  first  campaign  in 
Afghanistan.  He  (the  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough)  himself  had  granted  it  for  the 
operations  at  Ghuznee  and  Cabul;  and  it 
was  granted  for  the  campaign  in  Scinde 
which  led  to  the  annexation  of  that  pro- 
vince; and  also  for  the  campaign  in  Gwa- 
lior.  It  had  not,  however,  been  allowed 
for  the  campaign  of  the  Sutlej,  although 
the  services  of  the  army  had  been  brilliant 
and  successful ;  and  if  this  booty,  the  sub- 
ject of  his  present  Motion,  was  not  granted 
to  the  army,  no  pecuniary  reward  whatso- 
ever would  be  received  by  the  troops.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  repeating  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  papers. 

The  Marquess  of  LAN8D0WNE  said 
thikt  there  could  be  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  papers  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  just  called  their  attention. 
With  regard  to  the  distinguished  services 
of  the  army  in  the  recent  successful  cam- 
paign in  the  Punjab,  he  was  perfectly 
persuaded  that  no  disposition  was  felt 
either  by  the  Government  or  by  the  East 
India  Company  to  undervalue  the  services 
of  the  army,  ol*  withhold  from  it  the  re- 
wards justly  due  to  its  distinguished  exer- 
tions^ and  which  the  army  had  legally  a 
insht  to  enjoy.  But  as  far  as  he  could 
<}ollect  the  nature  of  the  objections  taken 
by  the  noble  Earl  to  the  recent  proceed- 
ings of  the  Governor  General  of  India, 
the  question  simply  turned  upon  this — 
how  far  the  State  property  of  Lahore, 
including  the  precious  stone  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  particularly  adverted, 
was  to  be  considered  as  booty  of  war, 
and  how  far  it  was  to  be  considered  as 
State  property  liable  to  be  the  subject 
of  the  negotiation  of  treaty?  Had  that 
property  and  that  precious  stone  been 
liable,  from  the  mode  in  which  it  was  ob- 
tained possession  of,  to  be  considered  as 
booty  01  war,  it  would  have  been  liable  to 
be  dealt  with,  and  ought  to  have  been 
dealt  with,  in  the  mode  described  by  the 
noble  Earl.  But  the  Governor  General  did 
iconsider,  at  the  termination  of  the  war, 
when  he  was  in  a  situation  rendering  it 
uhnecessary  to  carry  the  hostilities  any 
further,  that  he  might  negotiate  and  con- 
clude a  treaty  with  the  Sovereign  Prince, 
from  whom  he  thought  himself  justified, 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  that  war 


had  been  closed,  in  requiring  the  complete 
cession  of  the  property  of  the  State  of  La« 
bore.  Notwithstanding  that  cession,  the 
property  having  been  obtained  by  treaty^ 
and  not  as  booty,  was  liable  to  be  disposed 
of  according  to  the  stipulations  which  the 
Governor  General  had  thought  best  fitted, 
on  due  consideration,  to  meet  the  justice 
of  the  case,  and  the  wants  of  the  case. 
He  held  in  his  hand  some  of  the  conditions 
of  the  treaty  concluded  by  the  Governor 
General.  One  of  them  was,  that  all  the 
property  of  the  State  of  Lahore,  of  what- 
ever description,  should  be  confiscated  to 
the  East  India  Company,  in  part  pay^ 
ment  of  the  debt  due  from  the  State  of 
Lahore  to  the  British  Government,  and 
pay  the  expenses  of  the  war.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  had  said  the  Maharajah  was 
a  prisoner  when  the  treaty  was  drawn  up; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not  so 
understood  the  fact.  They  understood  the 
Maharajah  was  still  recognised  as  a  sove* 
reign  prince  when  the  treaty  was  concluded; 
and  if  guards  and  sentries  had  been  placed 
about  his  person  by  the  orders  of  the  Go- 
vernor General,  it  was  not  to  prevent  his 
escape,  as  in  the  case  of  a  prisoner,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  his  protection.  The 
Governor  General  thought  himself  per- 
fectly at  liberty  to  conclude  a  treaty  with 
that  Prince  with  respect  to  all  the  property 
of  Lahore,  and  to  dispose  of  it  in  the  way 
that  he  deemed  best  for  the  government  of 
India,  and  the  rights  of  the  Sovereign  of 
the  country.  That  was  all  the  explanation 
he  could  at  present  give  to  the  noble  Earl; 
but  he  would  promise  him  that  the  whole 
subject  should  be  reconsidered,  with  a  view 
to  ascertain  the  legal  bearing  of  the  trans- 
actions. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  said: 
My  Lords,  I  must  do  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral of  India  the  justice  to  say^  that  my 
noble  Fiiend  who  spoke  on  this  side  of  the 
House  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  is  mis- 
taken if  he  supposes  that  the  services  re^ 
cently  performed  by  the  army  in  India 
have  not  been  highly  estimated  and  justly 
considered  by  him  in  his  recommendations 
to  the  public  authorities  in  this  country, 
for  the  bestowal  of  those  rewards  which 
have  been  so  highly  merited  by  the  ser- 
vices of  that  army;  or  if  ho  supposes  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  this  coun- 
try, and  those  that  have  been  officially  con- 
sulted on  the  subject,  have,  on  this  occa- 
sion, been  niggardly  and  remiss  in  grant- 
ing the  rewards  and  honours  most  prised 
by  the  army.      That  has  been  most  Wii* 
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lingly  doiio  by  Her  Majesty *s  servants,  at 
the  rcconHnendatioa  of  tlie  Commander-iii' 
Chief  and  the  Governor  General  j  and  L 
can  entertain  no  doubt  tliat  the  Governor 
General  will  extend  still  further  pecuniary 
rewardK,  if  it  shauld  he  in  his  |)o«'er  to 
grant  them.  My  uublc  Friend  has  stated 
ckarly  the  position  in  whieli  the  rjnestioii 
stands  an  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  East  India  Company.  But» 
my  Lords,  there  is  not  oidy  the  question 
of  personal  property,  or  of  nioveable  pro- 
perty, whitdi  is  properly  the  subjeet  of 
booty;  but  there  are  also  vast  landed  [iro- 
perties*  The  Sovereign  of  this  State  bad 
landed  property  ;  the  Sirdars  ivho  eoiu- 
niandcil  the  armies,  and  who  were  traitors 
to  the  State  and  to  the  Britisli  Govern- 
ment, had  landed  properties;  and  tlieir 
properties,  not  exactly  moveable,  became 
liable  to  the  consequences  of  booty.  All 
these  are  included  in  the  word  **  property" 
which  is  stated  to  have  been  confiscated; 
but,  at  all  events,  the  Governor  General,  in 
bis  own  proelamation,  niay,  if  be  thinks 
proper,  do  what  is  called  **  confiscate" 
property;  but  when  he  cornea  to  an  ar* 
rangement  as  with  the  Mali  a  raj  ah  Dbuleep 
Siii^Hi,  I  fancy  the  word  nsed  is  not  the 
word  *'eonfi.scate  ** — nUbou^b  the  word 
does  not  matter — but  that  it  would  be  the 
won!  **  seize/'  When  I  say  that,  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  it  will  at  all  alter  the 
legal  acceptation  of  tlio  property  after  it 
comes  into  the  possession  of  the  British 
authorities.  My  Lords,  it  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary,  but  it  was  a  decidedly 
"wiae  and  politic  arrangement  on  the  part 
of  the  Governor  General,  which  required 
that  this  Maharajali  Dbuleep  Singh,  not- 
withstanding that  his  country  had  been 
conquered  and  bis  army  destroyed,  and 
everything  belonging  to  him  was  iu  the 
possession  of  the  conquerors — 1  &ay  it  was 
a  wise  and  politic  arrangement  to  re- 
quire that  the  Maharajah  should  be  a  party 
to  the  cession  made  of  the  territories,  and 
also  of  all  properties,  landed  or  personal, 
moveable  or  immoveable*  I  say  it  v^^as 
"wise  and  desirabte  that  he  should  make  a 
political  cession,  by  a  political  act,  of  these 
properties,  besides  that  of  the  military  act 
of  occupation  of  the  territories,  and  the 
seizure  of  the  moveable  property  by  tiie 
mditary  forces  under  the  authority  of  the 
Governor  General.  That  was,  in  my 
opinion,  a  wise  and  politic  arrangement. 
But  it  does  not  signify  in  what  manner  the 
property  comes  into  the  possession  of  the 
ofBcers  of  the  East  India  Company.     I  con- 


sider it  to  be  liable  to  all  the  provisions  of 
the  law  of  England  from  the  moment  it 
comes  into  possession  of  the  govcrniog  au- 
thorities. Under  these  circumstances,  I 
would  suggest  to  my  noblo  Friend  that  tlie 
most  regular  modo  of  proceeding  would  be 
to  leave  the  nmtter  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  settle  this  <|nes- 
j  tion  with  the  Court  of  Directors  (including 
I  the  question  of  booty  for  the  army),  being 
I  convinced  that  the  Governor  General  and 
the  Government  authorities  at  liome,  are 
anxious  as  any  parties  can  lie  to  promote 
the  benefit  of  the  army. 

Lord  GLENELG  said,  that  bo  con- 
curred in  what  bad  fallen  from  the  noble 
and  gallant  Duke  who  had  jast  sat  down. 
He  did  not  at  all  intend  to  enter  into  the 
very  wide  subject  of  military  booty  or  mil- 
itary property;  but  he  wished  to  make  a 
few  observations  upon  what  had  fallen  from 
his  noble  Friend  and  the  tmble  and  gallant 
Duke,  with  respect  to  what  was  called  a 
treaty  between  the  two  parties.  Merely 
for  the  sake  of  accuracy,  and  without  wish- 
ing to  cast  any  rcilection  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor  General,  or  to  call  in  ques- 
tion the  policy  or  wisdom  of  the  course 
pursued,  hut  merely  for  the  sake  of  accu- 
racy, be  wished  to  observe  that  this  trans* 
action  did  not  profess  to  be  a  treaty  be- 
tween the  two  parties  to  the  arraugcment. 
It  WAS  an  arrangement  merely  citecuted 
on  the  part  of  the  conqueror,  and  stipulated 
that  certain  concessions  should  be  made  iu 
the  event  of  certain  conditions  being  fulfiM- 
ed,  It  was  announced  in  these  papers  that 
whether  the  terms  were  acceded  to  or  not, 
these  arrangements  of  the  Governor  Go- 
vernor General  were  to  be  carried  into 
effect;  and  Mr.  Elliot,  who  had  conducted 
t!ie  transaction,  bad  said  that  if  they  chose 
to  refuse  the  cession  of  the  property,  the 
only  difference  in  their  case  wouhl  be,  that 
there  wunld  be  no  further  consideration  of 
their  interests. 

The  Eakl  of  ELLRNBOROUGH:  It 
was  stated  that  the  Maharajah  should  be 
entirely  at  bis  merey. 

Loan  GLENELG  thought  the  Governor 
General  bad  dealt  fairly  with  the  parties. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  had  drawn  a  dis- 
tinction between  booty  obtained  by  the 
Company's  forces  and  booty  obtained  by 
the  Queen's  forces. 

The  Eaul  of  ELLENBOROUGH: 
Where  the  Queen  *8  forces  co-operate. 

Lord  GLENELG:  But  the  Queen  bad 
control  over  both.  The  East  India  Com- 
pany had  acted  merely  as  a  trustee  of  the 
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CrowtJ  of  tills  country.  By  tlio  last  Charter 
Act  tbcy  were  marie  tlie  re|HL*sciitative3  of 
the  Crown,  anil  tLoy  could  not  dispose  of 
prizes  taken  in  war.  Siicli  property  came 
to  the  Cronn.  lie  thoug^ht  tliat  the  noble 
and  call  ant  Duke  had  properly  explained 
the  clause  in  the  arrangenjent  which  stated 
that  all  the  property  of  the  State  was  to  he 
eonfiaeated  to  the  East  India  Company, 
The  Governor  General  could  not  help  using 
the  expression  that  such  property  should 
be  so  confiscated;  but  still  it  was  impossible 
that  any  arraui(enient  n)ade  by  an  inferior 
antboritj  would  supersede  the  prerogative 
of  tlie  supreme  and  paramount  authority. 
The  East  India  Company  ruled  over  that 
district,  and,  as  their  servant,  lie  could  not 
Bay  that  all  the  property  should  he  confis- 
cated to  the  Crown,  But  these  words  of 
the  Governor  General  could  not  he  consi- 
dered binding  either  upon  the  East  India 
Company  or  upon  the  Crown.  Again  ex- 
pressing his  ac<|meBceneo  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  gallant  iJnke,  he  con- 
cluded by  expressing  a  hope  that  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  would  pay  that  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  which  its  importance 
deserved. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  oh- 
servations  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  last 
spoken  were  entitled  to  great  respect  with 
their  Lortlships.  Ho  thought  the  word 
**  confiscation/*  as  applied  to  this  trans- 
action, was  contrary  to  all  idea  of  contract 
between  two  parties.  The  Governor  Gc- 
nernl  njiglit  be  the  servant  of  the  Company, 
and  in  tlie  first  instance  he  might  prohably 
be  compelled  to  **  confiscate/^  If  the  pro- 
perty belonged  to  the  Crown  as  bootyt  and 
the  Company  were  the  trustees  of  the 
Crown,  it  woidd  be  no  gift;  and  on  that 
construction,  to  hand  over  tJie  great  jewel 
would  he  no  gift.  The  noble  Earl  had  im- 
puted no  blame  to  the  Governor  General. 
But  it  was  altogether  n  curious  state  of 
things;  for  when  we  heaiiJ  of  a  treaty  be- 
tween two  States,  or  a  contract  between 
two  individuals,  it  was  generally  considered 
that  the  contracting  Powers  had  some  power 
with  respect  to  refusing  or  giving  their 
assent  to  such  contract. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH,  in 
replying,  observed  that  he  had  not  meant 
to  attribute  to  the  Governor  General  any- 
thing more  serious  than  inadvertence,  as 
not  having  sufficiently  borne  in  mind  tlie 
legal  condition  of  the  pro[terty.  There 
was  some  itiact'urucy  of  ex|irossion.  With 
respect  to  lauded  property,  the  territory 
went  to  the  East  India  Company  by  Act 


of  Parliament,  That  which  was  called  & 
treaty,  which  had  received  the  assent  of  a 
person  in  duresse,  who  was  told  that  whe- 
ther he  assented  or  not,  it  would  come  to 
tbe  same  thing,  and  he  should  lose  his 
kingdom — that  so-called  treaty  had  no 
validity  whatever  in  the  East.  He  doubt- 
ed whether  a  European  moralist  would 
consider  it  very  binding.  He  was  happy 
to  find  that  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  viewed 
this  matter  in  pretty  much  the  same  light 
that  he  did,  and  that  he  agreed  with  bun 
in  thinking  that  the  question  was  of  suf- 
ficient importance  to  justify  a  serious  in- 
vestigation. It  ought,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  he  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Attorney  General,  as  the  officer  on 
whom  especially  devolved  the  duty  of 
taking  care  that  the  rights  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty should  not  he  in  any  degree  in- 
fringed upon.  If  it  should  be  found  de- 
sirable, as  be  most  assuredly  believed  it 
would  be,  to  have  a  judicial  decision  on  the 
question,  it  would  be  very  easy  to  raise 
such  a  case  as  would  procure  one.  There 
was  nothing,  either  in  law  or  propriety^  to 
prevent  the  army  from  memorialising  the 
Queen  on  the  subject;  and  if  thoy  did  so, 
their  memorial  would ,  as  a  nnvtter  of 
course,  be  referred  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  By  the  decisifui  of  that  body,  he 
would  be  quite  satisfied  to  abide;  but  he 
certainly  did  think  that  there  was  sufficient 
in  the  case  to  make  it  highly  desirable  that 
It  should  be  fully,  fairly^  and  judicially  re* 
considered,  and  that  in  the  event  of  the 
decision  being  against  the  Crown,  every- 
thing that  was  praetieable  should  be  done 
te  satisfy  the  army  that  that  decision  was 
at  least  according  to  law. 
MotioUj  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SURIEVALTY  OF  WKSTMORELAND, 
Loud  CAMPBELL  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  execution  for  one  year  of 
the  office  of  sheriff  in  the  county  of  West- 
moreland. The  shrievalty  of  that  county 
was  hereditary  in  the  ncdde  family  of 
Thanet;  but  the  late  Lord  Thnnet  having 
bequeathed  it  at  his  death,  some  donbta 
arose  as  to  the  vaUdity  of  the  bequest.  In 
the  meanwhile  the  assizes  were  approach- 
ing and  the  county  was  without  a  sherilf. 
Tlje  Bill  he  had  brought  in  had  been  with 
the  consent  of  the  Thanct  family. 

Loud  BROUGHAM  acquiesced  in  the 
propriety  of  introducing  the  Bill  The 
claimant  of  the  office  would  have  to  appeal 
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lingly  done  by  Her  Majesty's  servants,  at 
the  recommendation  of  the  Commander-in< 
Chief  and  the  Governor  General;  and  I 
can  entertain  no  doubt  that  the  Governor 
General  will  extend  still  further  pecuniary 
rewards,  if  it  should  be  in  his  power  to 
grant  them.  My  noble  Friend  has  stated 
clearly  the  position  in  which  the  question 
stands  as  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  East  India  Company.  But, 
my  Lords,  there  is  not  only  the  question 
of  personal  property,  or  of  moveable  pro- 
perty, which  is  properly  the  subject  of 
booty;  but  there  are  also  vast  landed  pro- 
perties. The  Sovereign  of  this  State  had 
landed  property  ;  the  Sirdars  who  com- 
manded the  armies,  and  who  were  traitors 
to  the  State  and  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment, had  landed  properties;  and  their 
properties,  not  exactly  moveable,  became 
liable  to  the  consequences  of  booty.  All 
these  are  included  in  the  word  **  property" 
which  is  stated  to  have  been  confiscated; 
but,  at  all  events,  the  Governor  General,  in 
his  own  proclamation,  may,  if  he  thinks 
proper,  do  what  is  called  "confiscate" 
property;  but  when  he  comes  to  an  ar- 
rangement as  with  the  Maharajah  Dhuleep 
Singh,  I  fancy  the  word  used  is  not  the 
word  **  confiscate  ** — although  the  word 
does  not  matter — but  that  it  would  be  the 
word  **  seize."  When  I  say  that,  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  it  will  at  all  alter  the 
legal  acceptation  of  the  property  after  it 
comes  into  the  possession  of  the  British 
authorities.  My  Lords,  it  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary,  but  it  was  a  decidedly 
wise  and  politic  arrangement  on  the  part 
of  the  Governor  General,  which  required 
that  this  Maharajah  Dhuleep  Singh,  not- 
withstanding that  his  country  had  been 
conquered  and  his  army  destroyed,  and 
everything  belonging  to  him  was  in  the 
possession  of  the  conquerors — I  say  it  was 
a  wise  and  politic  arrangement  to  re- 
quire that  the  Maharajah  should  be  a  party 
to  the  cession  made  of  the  territories,  and 
also  of  all  properties,  landed  or  personal, 
moveable  or  immoveable.  I  say  it  was 
wise  and  desirable  that  he  should  make  a 
political  cession,  by  a  political  act,  of  these 
properties,  besides  that  of  the  mihtary  act 
of  occupation  of  the  territories,  and  the 
seizure  of  the  moveable  property  by  the 
military  forces  under  the  authority  of  the 
Governor  General.  That  was,  in  my 
opinion,  a  wise  and  politic  arrangement. 
But  it  does  not  signify  in  what  manner  the 
property  comes  into  the  possession  of  the 
officers  of  the  East  India  Company.     I  con- 


sider it  to  be  liable  to  all  the  provisions  of 
the  law  of  England  from  the  moment  it 
comes  into  possession  of  the  goveiiiing  au- 
thorities. Under  these  circumstances,  I 
would  suggest  to  my  noble  Friend  that  the 
most  regular  mode  of  proceeding  would  be 
to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion with  the  Court  of  Directors  (including 
the  question  of  booty  for  the  army),  being 
convinced  that  the  Governor  General  and 
the  Government  authorities  at  home,  are 
anxious  as  any  parties  can  be  to  promote 
the  benefit  of  the  army. 

Lord  GLENELG  said,  that  he  con- 
curred in  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
and  gallant  Duke  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  did  not  at  all  intend  to  enter  into  the 
very  wide  subject  of  military  booty  or  mil- 
itary property;  but  he  wished  to  make  a 
few  observations  upon  what  had  fallen  from 
his  noble  Friend  and  the  noble  and  gallant 
Duke,  with  respect  to  what  was  called  a 
treaty  between  the  two  parties.  Merely 
for  the  sake  of  accuracy,  and  without  wish- 
ing to  cast  any  reflection  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor  General,  or  to  call  in  ques- 
tion the  policy  or  wisdom  of  the  course 
pursued,  but  merely  for  the  sake  of  accu- 
racy, he  wished  to  observe  that  this  trans- 
action did  not  profess  to  be  a  treaty  be- 
tween the  two  parties  to  the  arrangement. 
It  was  an  arrangement  merely  executed 
on  the  part  of  the  conqueror,  and  stipulated 
that  certain  concessions  should  be  made  in 
the  event  of  certain  conditions  being  fulfill- 
ed. It  was  annouilced  in  these  papers  that 
whether  the  terms  were  acceded  to  or  not, 
these  arrangements  of  the  Governor  Go- 
vernor General  were  to  be  carried  into 
effect;  and  Mr.  Elliot,  who  had  conducted 
the  transaction,  had  said  that  if  they  chose 
to  refuse  the  cession  of  the  property,  the 
only  difference  in  their  case  would  be,  that 
there  would  be  no  further  consideration  of 
their  interests. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH:  It 
was  stated  that  the  Maharajah  should  be 
entirely  at  his  mercy. 

Lord  GLENELG  thought  the  Governor 
General  had  dealt  fairly  with  the  parties. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  had  drawn  a  dis- 
tinction between  booty  obtained  by  the 
Company's  forces  and  booty  obtained  by 
the  Queen's  forces. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH: 
Where  the  Queen's  forces  co-operate. 

Lord  GLENELG:  But  the  Queen  had 
control  over  both.  The  East  India  Com- 
pany had  acted  merely  as  a  trustee  of  the 
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Crown  of  this  country.  By  the  last  Charter 
Act  they  were  made  the  representatives  of 
the  Crown,  and  they  could  not  dispose  of 
prizes  taken  in  war.  Such  property  came 
to  the  Crown.  He  thought  that  the  noble 
and  gallant  Duke  had  properly  explained 
the  clause  in  the  arrangement  which  stated 
that  all  the  property  of  the  State  was  to  be 
confiscated  to  the  East  India  Company. 
The  Governor  General  could  not  help  using 
the  expression  that  such  property  should 
be  so  confiscated;  but  still  it  was  impossible 
that  any  arrangement  made  by  an  inferior 
authority  would  supersede  the  prerogative 
of  the  supreme  and  paramount  authority. 
The  East  India  Company  ruled  over  that 
district,  and,  as  their  servant,  he  could  not 
say  that  all  the  property  should  be  confis- 
cated to  the  Crown.  But  these  words  of 
the  Governor  General  could  not  be  consi- 
dered binding  either  upon  the  East  India 
Company  or  upon  the  Ctown.  Again  ex- 
pressing his  acquiescence  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  gallant  Duke,  he  con- 
cluded by  expressing  a  hope  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  pay  that  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  which  its  importance 
deserved. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  oh- 
servations  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  last 
spoken  were  entitled  to  great  respect  with 
their  Lordships.  Ho  thought  the  word 
*•  confiscation,**  as  applied  to  this  trans- 
action, was  contrary  to  all  idea  of  contract 
hetween  two  parties.  The  Governor  Ge- 
neral might  be  the  servant  of  the  Company, 
and  in  the  first  instance  he  might  probably 
be  compelled  to  **  confiscate.'*  If  the  pro- 
perty belonged  to  the  Crown  as  booty,  and 
the  Company  were  the  trustees  of  the 
Crown,  it  would  be  no  gift;  and  on  that 
construction,  to  hand  over  the  great  jewel 
would  be  no  gift.  The  noble  Earl  had  im- 
puted no  blame  to  the  Governor  General. 
But  it  was  altogether  a  curious  state  of 
things;  for  when  we  heard  of  a  treaty  be- 
tween two  States,  or  a  contract  between 
two  individuals,  it  was  generally  considered 
that  the  contracting  Powers  had  some  power 
with  respect  to  refusing  or  giving  their 
assent  to  such  contract. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH,  in 
replying,  observed  that  he  had  not  meant 
to  attribute  to  the  Governor  General  any- 
thing more  serious  than  inadvertence,  as 
not  having  sufficiently  borne  in  mind  the 
legal  condition  of  the  property.  There 
was  some  inaccuracy  of  expression.  With 
respect  to  landed  property,  the  territory 
went  to  the  East  India  Company  by  Act 


of  Parliament.  That  which  was  called  a 
treaty,  which  had  received  the  assent  of  a 
person  in  duresse,  who  was  told  that  whe- 
ther he  assented  or  not,  it  would  come  to 
the  same  thing,  and  he  should  lose  his 
kingdom — that  so-called  treaty  had  no 
validity  whatever  in  the  East.  He  doubt- 
ed whether  a  European  moralist  would 
consider  it  very  binding.  He  was  happy 
to  find  that  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  viewed 
this  matter  in  pretty  much  the  same  light 
that  he  did,  and  that  he  agreed  with  him 
in  thinking  that  the  question  was  of  suf- 
ficient importance  to  justify  a  serious  in- 
vestigation. It  ought,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  be  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Attorney  General,  as  the  oflScer  on 
whom  especially  devolved  the  duty  of 
taking  care  that  the  rights  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty should  not  be  in  any  degree  in- 
fringed upon.  If  it  should  be  found  de- 
sirable, as  he  most  assuredly  believed  it 
would  be,  to  have  a  judicial  decision  on  the 
question,  it  would  be  very  easy  to  raise 
such  a  case  as  would  procure  one.  There 
was  nothing,  either  in  law  or  propriety,  to 
prevent  the  army  from  memorialising  the 
Queen  on  the  subject;  and  if  they  did  so, 
their  memorial  would,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  be  referred  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.  By  the  decision  of  that  body,  he 
would  be  quite  satisfied  to  abide;  but  he 
certainly  did  think  that  there  was  sufficient 
in  the  case  to  make  it  highly  desirable  that 
it  should  be  fully,  fairly,  and  judicially  re- 
considered, and  that  in  the  event  of  the 
decision  being  against  the  Crown,  every- 
thing that  was  practicable  should  be  done 
te  satisfy  the  army  that  that  decision  was 
at  least  according  to  law. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SHRIEVALTY  OF  WESTMORELAND. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  execution  for  one  year  of 
the  oflSce  of  sheriff  in  the  county  of  West- 
moreland. The  shrievalty  of  that  county 
was  hereditary  in  the  noble  family  of 
Thanet;  but  the  late  Lord  Thanet  having 
bequeathed  it  at  his  death,  some  doubts 
arose  as  to  the  validity  of  the  bequest.  In 
the  meanwhile  the  assizes  were  approach- 
ing and  the  county  was  without  a  sheriff. 
The  Bill  he  had  brought  in  had  been  with 
the  consent  of  the  Thanet  family. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  acquiesced  in  the 
propriety  of  introducing  the  Bill.  The 
claimant  of  the  office  would  have  to  appeal 
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to  a  court  of  law  for  a  deoisioB  on  his 
claim. 

Bill  read  1». 

ATJPIT  OF  RAILWAY  ACCOUNTS  BILL. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  he 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE,  in  moving  that 
their  Lordships  should  go  into  Committee 
en  this  Bill,  ohserved,  that,  he  wished, 
in  the  first  place,  to  disabuse  people's 
minds  of  the  impression  which  was  in- 
dustriously created  that  the  Bill  was  one 
originating  only  with  a  private  Member 
of  their  Lordships'  House.  He  wished  it 
to  be  known  that,  on  the  contrary,  in  in- 
troducing the  measure,  which  was  founded 
on  a  report  of  a  Select  Committee  of  their 
Lordships,  he  had  acted  as  the  organ  of 
the  House  and  of  Government,  and  that  the 
measure  before  them  had  met  with  their 
approval,  as  well  as  the  approval  of  the 
Select  Committee.  He  did  not  think  there 
would  have  been  a  discussion  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  had 
the  public  properly  understood  its  scope 
and  provisions.  Capitalists  had  already 
pledged  themselves,  wisely  or  unwisely  he 
would  not  say,  to  an  outlay  of  300,000,000/. 
for  the  construction  of  railways.  If  their 
Lordships  would  contrast  the  sum  of 
300,000,000^  embarked  in  railway  under- 
takings—200,000,000/.  of  which  had  been 
already  expended— with  the  740,000,000/., 
the  amount  of  the  national  debt,  such  a  con- 
trast could  not  fail  to  open  up  ground  for 
grave  reflection.  When  it  was  considered 
that  a  sum  of  300,000,000/.  was  appro- 
priated to  one  branch  of  industry,  and 
withdrawn  from  other  branches  of  industry, 
and  that  this  had  been  done  under  the  au- 
thority of  Parliament,  the  magnitude  of 
the  question  became  apparent.  Parlia- 
ment had  already  sanctioned  12,000  miles 
of  railway.  [Lord  Brougham:  It  must 
necessarily  be  a  monopoly.]  Yes;  and  it 
was  a  monopoly  which  necessarily  swal- 
lowed up  all  other  modes  of  conveyance. 
Can  it  be  doubted  that  a  system  of  this 
magnitude  is  undeserving  of  Parliamentary 
attention,  more  especially  when  we  con- 
sider that  all  travelling,  much  of  our  com- 
merce, the  service  of  the  Post  Office,  and 
the  movement  of  troops,  depend  on  its  due 
management  and  administration.  It  had 
been  objected,  that  a  system  of  auditing 
might  with  equal  justice  be  extended  to 
bank-stock  companies;  but  he  confessed  he 
eould  not  see  the  analogy  between  the 
&•  As  the  Legislature  had  created  these 


companies,  and  had  sanctioned  this  ^- 
propriation  of  money,  which  had  led  to 
such  consequences,  the  Legislature  wa^ 
bound  to  provide  a  remedy  for  any  abuses 
which  were  proved  to  exist.  If  eyer  4 
system  had  introduced  amongst  all  glasses 
of  the  community  in  this  country  the  spirit 
of  gambling — a  spirit  unexampled  in  any 
former  times,  and  surpassing  even  the  ex- 
citement attendant  on  the  South  Sea 
scheme  in  England,  or  the  projects  of  Law 
in  France — it  was  the  spirit  which  ha4 
been  created  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  our 
own  time.  The  high  as  well  as  the  low 
had  been  participators  in  that  spirit  of 
gambling  and  adventure.  Where  was  the 
spirit  of  gambling  to  be  found  at  all 
times  ?  It  was  in  those  pursuits  in  which 
the  fluctuations  were  great,  and  in  which 
the  chance  of  great  gain  induced  men  to 
run  great  risks  in  the  hope  of  great  gains. 
This  was  the  case  in  railway  adventures 
under  the  present  system.  It  was  proved 
in  evidence  that  in  the  shares  of  one 
particiilar  company,  the  diflerenoe  be*^ 
tween  the  highest  and  the  lowest  priee 
represented  a  fall  of  3,000,000/.  of  cupi- 
tal;  and  this  in  a  period  of  two  months. 
Further,  he  would  take  as  an  example 
four  of  the  greatest  of  the  railway  cour 
panics,  and  would  trace  the  value  pf 
their  stock  throughout  the  years  IS45, 
1846,  1847,  in  August  1848,  and  in  Ocw 
tober  1848.  The  value  of  North-Weat^ra 
stock  in  1845  was  252;  in  1846  it  had 
fallen  to  210;  in  1847  to  170;  in  the  Au- 
gust  of  1848  to  114,  and  in  October  of  the 
same  year  to  104.  The  Great  Western 
stock  had,  during  the  same  period,  sunk 
from  246  to  77;  the  South-Western  from 
82  to  36,  and  the  Midland  from  180  to  C6. 
The  average  fall  in  the  value  of  the  stock 
of  twelve  companies  amounted  to  64  per 
cent.  Now,  this  was  mainly  attributsble 
to  the  defective  mode  in  which  the  financial 
affairs  of  railway  companies  were  now  con- 
ducted, and  to  the  consequent  want  of  con- 
fidence which  the  people  entertained  in  the 
financial  condition  of  the  companies.  No 
confidence  was  felt  in  the  accounts  on  the 
faith  of  which  no  sane  man  would  venture 
on  making  an  investment  In  these  matters 
no  one  trusted  his  neighbour  in  times  of 
panic  and  alarm,  and  the  discredit  extended 
from  the  badly  managed  to  the  best  managed 
railways.  It  affected  the  whole  railway 
interest.  He  would  proceed  to  explaiii  to 
the  House  more  in  detail  to  what  cause 
many  of  these  misfortunes  might  be  traced. 
In  the  first  place,  as  their  Lordships  were 
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aware,  Parliament  granted  to  the  directors 
power  for  raising  money  by  shares  to  a 
eertaia  araoupt,  and  powers  for  borrowing 
further  specified  sums.  But  Parliament 
had  been  weak  enough  to  imagine,  that  as 
these  powers  were  granted  for  a  particular 
purpose,  the  funds  raised  would  only  be 
applied  to  that  purpose.  But  as  long  as 
railway  companies  could  raise  capital  and 
borrqw  money  on  any  pretence,  and  could 
spend  it  on  any  object,  at  their  discretion, 
the  shareholders,  the  House,  and  the 
country  had  no  security  whatever.  If 
a  sum  granted  for  capital  could  bo  trans- 
ferred for  the  purposes  of  swelling  the 
dividend,  that  transaction  gave  a  fraudu- 
lent value  to  the  shares  upon  which 
such  dividend  was  made,  and  encouraged 
individuals  who  were  ignorant  of  the  opera- 
tion, to  think  that  the  profits  of  the  rail- 
way were  greater  than  was  actually  the 
eajBe;  when  that  fallacious  dividend  ceased 
i—ag  soon  it  must — there  must  take  place 
an  immense  fall  in  the  value  of  the  whole 
property.  The  Act  of  Parliament  ex- 
pressly provided  that  the  scheme  of  divi- 
dend should  be  prepared  so  as  not  to  re- 
dape  the  capital  of  the  company.  Thus 
the  application  of  capital  to  dividend  was 
clearly  against  law.  But  the  prohibitory 
e^actment  was  ineffectual — there  was  no 
power  provided  to  enforce  this  stipulation — 
there  was  no  sufficient  machinery  provided 
to  render  it  certain  that  the  accounts  of  the 
company  were  correct  and  true,  and  that 
the  dividend  was  paid  out  of  profits.  The 
Act,  no  doubt,  provided  that  the  accounts 
should  be  always  open  to  shareholders. 
Was  there  not  a  late  case  shown — that  of 
the  North  Wales  Railway — in  which  the 
accounts  had  been  kept  in  cypher  ?  The 
Act  also  provided  for  the  appointment  of 
auditors,  and  for  the  investigation  of  the 
accounts  by  them,  and  the  subsequent  con- 
sideration of  the  accounts  by  the  sharehold- 
ers. Now,  he  knew  a  company  which  had 
^tually  sent  round  to  the  shareholders  one 
series  of  printed  accounts,  and  had  laid 
quite  another  version  of  them  in  manuscript 
upon  the  table — the  company  in  question 
afterwards  pleading,  that  the  accounts 
having  been  so  laid  upon  the  tabic,  had 
been  Drought  under  the  cognisance  of  the 
shareholders,  to  whom  quite  a  different  re- 
port had  been  submitted,  in  a  printed  shape. 
Again,  the  Act  provided  that  there  should 
be  an  auditor,  and  that  that  auditor  should 
be  a  shareholder.  He  was  generally  ap- 
pointed, at  the  suggestion  of  the  directors 
whose  accounts  he  was  appointed  to  check, 


by  a  committee;  his  powers  of  investigation 
were  very  limited,  and  he  was  himself  one 
of  the  company  whose  affairs  were  to  be 
inquired  into.  Quis  custodiat  ipsos  nus- 
todes  ?  In  fact,  to  make  an  audit  efficient^ 
it  was  indispensable  that  there  should  be 
an  independent  auditor.  This  was  the 
principle  applied  to  the  public  service,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  ex- 
tended to  railway  matters.  He  now  came 
to  the  abuse  of  the  misapplication  of  funds. 
If  there  was  one  principle  more  clearly 
established  than  another,  it  was  that  di- 
rectors were  only  trustees  for  the  carrying 
out  of  certain  objects,  for  the  realisation  of 
which  Parliament  had  granted  them  cer- 
tain powers,  and  that  beyond  those  objects 
they  should  not  travel.  But  what  had  been 
the  actual  practice  ?  The  money  entrusted 
to  them  had,  in  too  many  cases,  beep 
made  use  of  for  purposes  entirely  foreign 
to  those  for  which  it  was  granted.  Ho 
did  not  necessarily  attribute  moral  de- 
linquency to  many  of  such  directors.  In 
such  transactions,  he  believed  they  often 
sought  to  advance  the  interest  of  the 
shareholders;  but  to  show  how  far  these 
practices  had  been  carried,  he  would 
take  the  case  of  some  well -managed 
railway,  and  not  such  a  one  as  the 
unfortunate  North  Wales,  of  which  their 
Lordships  had  witnessed  such  a  morbid 
anatomy.  He  would  take  the  Southwes- 
tern Railway.  He  had  examined  the 
chairman  of  that  railway,  Mr.  Chaplin, 
and  from  that  investigation  it  appeared 
that  Mr.  Chaplin  had  borrowed  money  for 
the  purposes  of  the  railway  from  the  North 
Wales  Company,  on  his  own  individual  se- 
curity, and  on  that  of  his  co-directors. 
On  his  examination,  Mr.  Chaplin  stated 
that  these  were  proceedings  not  strictly 
regular,  but  that  he  had  made  it  on  mo- 
tives of  general  policy,  knowing  the  pres- 
sure on  the  shareholders,  and  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Bank  of  England,  to  prevent 
railways  getting  money.  Again,  other 
funds  raised  or  borrowed,  nominally  for 
the  purposes  of  the  railway,  had  been 
in  fact  applied  to  the  establishment  of 
steam  navigation  between  the  Channel 
Islands  and  Southampton.  In  another 
case  money  raised  to  construct  a  rail- 
way to  Harwich,  had  been  applied  to  con- 
struct a  line  to  Norwich.  But  the  most 
extraordinary  of  all  was  the  case  of  the 
Caledonian  Railway.  Their  case  was  this : 
they  purchased  and  trafficked  in  the  shares 
of  other  companies  without  even  the  au- 
thority of   their  own    shareholders,   and 
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trndenialily  contrary  to  law  :  this  was  done 
apparently  with  the  object  of  obtaining  a 
control  over  other  railways.  Their  ac- 
tual condition  was  this  :  they  had  expend- 
ed out  of  the  money  entrusted  to  them  to 
make  the  Caledonian  railway  381,000^.  in 
trafficking  in  the  shares  of  other  companies 
— that  they  were  indebted  in  other  liabili- 
ties to  the  extent  of  117,000?.— that  they 
had  entered  into  guarantees  for  the  pay- 
ment of  240,000i.  in  one  quarter,  and  for 
the  payment  of  two  sums  of  150,000?.  each 
in  two  other  quarters.  They  were  also  un- 
der obligations  to  pay  to  the  North  Western 
line  1,020,000?.,  while  they  were  liable  for 
upwards  of  93,000?.  of  calls  payable  to 
several  other  lines.  The  chairman  of  this 
railway,  Mr.  Hope  Johnston,  a  most  excel- 
lent and  respectable  man,  admitted  that 
these  proceedings  were  not  legal,  but  that 
they  had  been  undertaken  for  the  interest 
of  the  Caledonian  Railway.  Of  this  he 
had  no  doubt;  but  they  ought  to  prosecute 
their  interests  in  a  legal  way.  In  the  case 
of  another  railway,  Mr.  Laing,  the  chair- 
man— a  most  intelligent  man — admitted 
that  the  directors  of  his  line  had  ex- 
pended 38,000?.  in  the  purchase  of  shares 
in  another  company,  and  stated  that  the 
object  was  to  prevent  that  line  from  being 
carried  out — an  object  in  which  the  com- 
pany which  Mr.  Laing  represented,  the 
Brighton  Railway  Company,  fully  suc- 
ceeded. In  fact,  he  considered  that  they 
had  employed  their  capital  in  buying  off 
opposition.  Having  succeeded  so  well  by 
land,  this  company  thought  they  would 
try  an  adventure  by  sea.  So  they  pro- 
posed to  establish  steam  communication 
between  Brighton  and  Dieppe,  paying 
for  the  steamers  out  of  the  fund  en- 
trusted to  them  for  the  construction  of 
the  railway.  He  would  only  allude  to 
one  other  case,  that  alluded  to  in  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Hutton,  the  official  as- 
signee at  Bristol.  This  intelligent  witness 
stated,  that  having  to  examine  into  the  ac- 
counts of  a  railway  company,  he  found 
that  a  balance  of  31,000?.,  which  was 
stated  to  lie  in  the  hands  of  the  bankers  of 
the  company,  really  consisted  of  22,000?. 
of  overdue  and  protested  bills  of  their  own 
secretary,  the  remainder  including  secu- 
rities of  about  equal  value.  Now,  none 
of  these  melancholy  facts  could  have  taken 
place  if  there  were  a  proper  system  of  au- 
diting accounts  established.  Under  an  im- 
proved system  these  malpractices  would  be 
detected  and  put  an  end  to;  the  shareholders 
would  have  the  facts  of  the  case  brought 


I  before  them,  and  be  able  to  take  their 
steps  accordingly.  His  Bill  was  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  the  shareholders — it  was 
intended  to  enable  them  to  exercise  a  pro- 
per control  over  their  directors  and  chair- 
men. It  was  intended  to  give  them  a  se- 
curity in  the  fidelity  of  the  accounts  laid 
before  them.  It  was  supported  by  the 
bulk  of  the  evidence  of  some  of  the  great- 
est railway  authorities,  examined  before 
the  Select  Committee,  and  he  had  now  to 
ask  their  Lordships  to  pass  the  measure 
through  Committee  without  further  delay. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  only  wished  to 
state  that  he  approved  of  the  Bill;  that 
he  thought  the  country  indebted  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  bringing  it  forward ;  and 
I  that  nothing  could  be  so  absurd  as  the  cry 
that  the  Bill  came  too  late. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  1st  Clause, 

The  Earl  of  LONSDALE  stated,  that 
he  objected  generally  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  objected  to  the  principle  of  Go- 
vernment interfering  with  the  private  con- 
cerns of  companies.  As  they  had  free 
trade  in  every  thing  else,  he  thought  that 
they  ought  to  have  free  trade  in  railways 
also.  As  the  chairman  of  a  small  com- 
pany managing  a  railway  of  only  twelve 
miles  in  length,  he  coidd  state  that  that 
company  would  very  seriously  object  to 
the  expense  of  having  an  auditor  all  the 
way  from  London  to  examine  their  ac- 
counts every  year. 

The  Earl  of  YARBOROUGH  remarked 
upon  the  extraordinary  haste  with  which 
the  Bill  had  been  hurried  through  the 
House  up  to  its  present  stage.  He  did  not 
deny  but  that  there  might  be  an  improve- 
ment in  the  mode  of  auditing,  and  he  saw 
no  reason  why  an  auditor  should  be  neces- 
sarily a  shareholder.  However,  if  Govern- 
ment interfered  upon  the  point,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  result  would  be  that  share- 
holders would  get  indifferent,  would  neg- 
lect to  institute  a  proper  control  over 
their  own  accounts,  and  that  the  advan- 
tage which  was  anticipated  from  the  Bill 
would  not  by  any  means  be  realised.  He 
abhorred  the  malpractices  which  had  taken 
place  with  respect  to  railway  management 
as  much  as  any  man,  but  still  he  doubted 
the  power  of  the  present  Bill  to  make  any 
important  change  for  the  better. 

Earl  POWIS  complained  that  the  Bill 
had  been  hurried  through  the  House  with 
railroad  speed,  so  that  the  parties  most 
concerned  could  have  little  knowledge  of 
its  provisions.     He  suggested  a  postpone- 
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ment  of  the  measure  for  some  days,  in 
order  to  afford  time  for  a  closer  examina- 
tion than  had  yet  been  made  into  its  de- 
tails. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  did  not  think  the 
expense  of  auditing  would  be  much  after 
the  first  attempt.  The  evidence  of  Messrs. 
Chaplin,  Swift,  and  Russell,  seemed  to 
agree  that  an  auditor  was  desirable,  the 
only  diflPerence  being  as  to  the  mode  of  his 
appointment.  He  thought  that  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  advantageous 
both  to  the  railway  companies  and  the 
public.  Too  much  was  said  about  the  in- 
terests of  the  shareholders  in  this  matter. 
But  that  part  of  the  public  who  might 
wish  to  become  purchasers  of  shares,  as 
well  as  the  general  public  who  were  de- 
pendent on  railways  for  the  means  of  com- 
munication throughout  the  country,  were 
also  interested  in  the  solvency  of  railway 
companies.  He  supported  the  Bill,  there- 
fore, on  these  grounds,  and  not  from  any 
hostility  to  railway  companies  or  their  di- 
rectors. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  was  absurd 
to  say  that  they  (the  House  of  Lords)  had 
no  right  to  legislate  for  those  companies. 
They  had  a  legal  right  to  interfere;  and 
they  would  interfere  with  their  mode  of 
management,  because  every  railway  com- 
pany was  a  monopoly.  In  the  case  of 
roadside  inns  there  might  be  great  diffi- 
culty in  interfering  to  regulate  their  man- 
agement for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  But, 
after  all,  another  could  be  set  up  in  oppo- 
sition, and  thereby  a  check  was  afforded. 
But  the  railways  had  a  complete  and  per- 
fect monopoly,  and  the  interference  of 
Pariiament  was  necessary  to  regulate  their 
proper  management. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  proposed  some 
verbal  Amendments. 

Earl  POWIS  objected  to  the  powers 
given  to  the  commissioners  under  the  fifth 
clause,  for  altering  the  mode  in  which  the 
companies  should  keep  their  accounts. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  assured  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  regulation  was  intended  to 
facilitate  the  operations  of  the  railway 
companies,  not  to  throw  difticulties  in  their 
way. 

Earl  POWIS  objected  to  the  provision 
in  the  twenty-first  clause,  that  the  lists  of 
shareholders  should  be  printed  for  inspec- 
tion. He  considered  it  to  be  a  most  un- 
warrantable intrusion  into  the  private  af- 
fairs of  individuals,  to  make  an  arrange- 
ment whereby  any  one  could  ascertain  the 

VOL.CVI.    {IS} 


number  of  shares  held  by  any  individual  in 
any  company. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  all  that 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill  was,  that  the 
shareholders  in  any  company  should  be  af- 
forded an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  who 
their  partners  were.  It  was  not  intended 
that  a  list  should  be  hung  up  publicly  in 
the  railway  offices,  although  such  an  ar- 
rangement had  been  found  necessary  in 
the  case  of  joint-stock  banks,  but  merely 
that  a  list  of  the  shareholders  should  be 
kept,  to  which  any  shareholder  could  have 
access  whenever  he  pleased. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Report  to  be  received  on  Thursday. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  3,  1849. 

MiNUTKs.]    Public  Bills.— l"  Mines  and  CDllieriei. 

2*>  Municipal  Corporations  (Irdand). 

Reported. — Friendly  Societies. 

3°  Pupils  Protection  (Scotland). 

Pbtitionb  Preskntko.  By  Mr.  Bright,  from  Manchester, 
and  by  other  hon.  Members,  from  a  Number  of  Plaoes, 
for  Universal  Suffrage.  &c. — By  Sir  R.  Ferguson,  ttom 
Londonderry,  for  the  Endowment  of  Londonderry  Free 
Church :  also  for  the  Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ire- 
land) Bill.— By  Mr.  Traill,  fjcom  Canisbay,  against,  and 
by  Mr.  Tancred,  ft-ora  Banbury,  in  favour  of,  the  Mar- 
riages  Bill.— By  Lord  Ashley,  ftom  Bath,  for  an  Altera- 
tion of  the  Sunday  Trading  (Metropolis)  Bill.—  By  Mr. 
J.  H.  Vivian,  from  Swansea,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 
Attorneys'  Certificates.- By  Mr.  Coke,  from  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Downham  Union,  for  the  County  Rates  and 
Expenditure  Bill. — By  Sir  G.  Grey,  ttom  Dudley,  for  the 
Adoption  of  Measures  for  the  Prevention  of  Accidents  fai 
Mines.— By  Mr.  Herries,  from  the  Glandford  Brigg  Union, 
for  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By 
Sir  C.  Knightley,  from  Titchmarsh,  and  other  Plaoes  in 
Northamptonshire,  for  the  Protection  of  Women  BilL — 
By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Forfar,  for  the  Postponement  of 
the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Grogan,  fhMn 
Dublin,  Dundrum.  and  Rathfamham  Railway  Company, 
for  the  Railways  Abandonment  Bill. — By  Lord  Dudley 
Stuart,  from  Marylebone,  for  Acknowledging  the  Roman 
Republic. — By  Mr.  C.  Pearson.  fh>m  Thomas  Best,  of 
Lambeth,  against  the  Royal  Pavilion  (Brighton)  Bill. — By 
Captain  Harris,  from  Leicester,  for  the  Scientific  SodeUes 
BilL— By  Mr.  James  Howard,  ttom  Malmesbury,  for  an . 
Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  on  this  Bill;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  proceeded  to  state 
that  he  was  induced  to  suhmit  the  clause 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  from  a  con- 
viction that  the  country  could  no  longer  de- 
fray the  enormous  expense  of  outdoor  re- 
lief. Did  the  House  know  the  extent  of 
the  increase  of  outdoor  paupers  ?  A  recent 
Parliamentary  return  showed  that  in  the 
Ballina  union  there  were  34,000  paupers, 
in  the  Ballinrobe  41,000,  in  Castlebar 
2  S 
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21,000,  in  Castlereagh  16,000,  in  New- 
castle 17,000,  and  in  the  Westport  27,000. 
Could  any  one  believe  that  the  property  of 
Ireland  could  support  such  a  mass  of  pau- 
perism ?  A  great  number  of  the  unions  in 
the  south  and  west  of  Ireland  were  bank- 
rupt, and  in  others  it  was  of  late  found  im- 
possible to  collect  the  rates.  In  the  union 
of  New  Ross,  in  one  of  the  best  counties  in 
Ireland,  Captain  Newport,  the  vice-guar- 
dian, reported  that  in  one  day  he  had  300 
applications  for  outdoor  relief,  and  that 
rates  in  the  union  were  no  longer  collect- 
able. He  asked  whether  the  Government 
was  prepared  to  perpetuate  a  line  of  policy 
which  had  been  condemned  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  also  by 
the  Committee  of  their  own  House  ?  He 
warned  the  House,  that  if  they  persisted 
in  this  system  they  would  have  to  return — 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  told  them  they  would  have  to 
do — to  the  legislation  of  former  years,  and 
refuse  to  give  outdoor  relief.  He  believed 
that  if  the  workhouse  test  were  adopted  in 
every  instance,  fraud  and  deceit  would  be 
no  longer  practised  on  the  guardians  and 
ratepayers.  The  clause  which  he  wished 
to  have  inserted  stated,  that  the  system  of 
outdoor  relief  demoralised  the  pauper.  Of 
this  there  could  not  be  a  question,  for  they 
had  it  in  evidence  that  the  grossest  frauds 
were  daily  practised  on  the  guardians. 
Cases  were  known  in  which  women  brought 
the  same  children  three  or  four  times  to 
obtain  relief,  and  that  children  were  hired 
at  a  few  pence  a  day  in  order  that  they 
might  accompany  persons  who  were  not 
provided  with  those  qualifications  for  relief. 
He  contended  that  no  country  could  pos- 
sibly stand  such  a  drain  upon  its  resources. 
England  could  not  long  last  upon  such  a 
system.  Did  not  the  House  remember  the 
clamour  which  was  raised  in  the  wealthy 
union  of  Manchester,  when  there  were 
1,300  paupers  placed  upon  outdoor  relief? 
How,  then,  could  it  be  expected  that  Ire- 
land, impoverished  and  borne  down  as  she 
was,  could  support  such  a  drain  ?  He  did 
not  wish  the  Government  at  once  to  issue 
an  order  to  stop  outdoor  relief,  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  the  urgent  necessity 
that  existed  for  limiting  the  system,  as  he 
was  convinced  that  the  property  of  Ireland 
was  daily  breaking  down  under  its  in- 
fluence. All  the  persons  of  the  middle 
class  in  Ireland  who  had  the  means  to  quit 
the  country  were  emigrating,  to  avoid  the 
pressure  of  taxation,  which  weighed  them 
down.     The   most  useful  classes  of  the 


community  were  expatriating  themsolyea, 
and  emigrating  to  America,  where  there 
was  no  outdoor  relief.  To  his  own  know- 
ledge there  were  hundreds  of  houses  in  the 
city  of  Waterford  which  were  tenantless, 
and  for  which  no  occupants  could  be  found 
at  even  half  the  rent.  Let  him  not  be 
told  that  he  was  advocating  a  principle  by 
which  relief  would  be  refused  to  the  poor. 
He  was  in  favour  of  relieving  the  poor  when 
there  were  not  twenty  Members  in  the 
House  to  support  him;  but  he  was  op- 
posed to  giving  outdoor  relief  to  the 
ablebodied.  Let  relief  be  given  to  the  old, 
the  weak,  and  the  disabled,  out  of  the 
house  if  necessary,  but  do  not  let  them 
give  outdoor  relief  to  the  ablebodied  with<- 
out  subjecting  them  to  the  workhouse  test. 
He  assured  the  House  that  an  inroad  of  the 
Atlantic,  the  visitation  of  an  erratic  bog, 
or  the  invasion  of  300,000  Cosaacks,  could 
not  more  effectually  desolate  the  country 
than  the  continuance  of  the  system  oi  out- 
door relief  to  the  ablebodied.  He  would 
beg  to  propose  the  following  Clause : — 

"  And  whereas  it  is  found  that  outdoor  tellef 
demoralises  the  paupers,  leads  to  great  frauds, 
pauperises  the  ratepayers,  and  destroys  all  motives 
for  exertion  on  the  part  of  both  landed  proprietors 
and  capitalists,  be  it  therefore  enacted,  that  from 
the  1st  of  January,  1850,  it  shall  not  be  lawiUl 
for  any  board  of  guardians  in  Ireland  to  grmnt  re- 
lief to  tho  ablebodied  poor  out  of  t^  work^ 
house." 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  opposed  the  clause, 
because  the  hon.  Gentleman*!  Motion,  un- 
der the  guise  of  a  clause  to  be  added  to 
the  present  Bill,  was  really  a  clause  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Act  of 
1847.  It  was,  therefore,  hardly  proper  to 
discuss  so  great  a  question  upon  the  pro- 
posal to  add  a  clause  to  the  present  Bill. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  the  sufferings 
of  the  poor,  and  said  that  they  had  no 
sufficient  means  of  existence  already;  but 
he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  could  not  understand 
how  the  taking  away  the  relief  now  given 
to  them  could  add  to  their  means  of  sub- 
sistence, or  improve  their  condition.  He 
knew  a  distinction  was  made  between  the 
sick  and  ablebodied  poor;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  succeeded  in  refusing  relief  to  the 
ablebodied  poor,  he  would  not  find  there 
was  much  economy  in  it,  because  the  same 
persons  would  come  a  few  days  afterwards, 
and  demand  and  receive  relief  as  sick. 
They  would  qualify  themselves  by  their 
misery  and  destitution  to  receive  relief  as 
sick  poor,  and  as  such  they  must  be  re- 
lieved. The  greater  portion  of  the  700,000 
persons  who  were  now  reeeiving  outdoor 
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relief  in  Ireland  came  under  the  descrip- 
tion of  sick,  aged,  and  infirm  poor,  and 
were  not  ablebodied  poor.  Looking  upon 
the  clause  then  as  a  repeal  of  the  poor- 
law,  he  must  give  it  his  opposition. 

Mr.  DICKSON  had  seen  the  ill  effects 
of  granting  outdoor  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied  poor  in  Ireland,  and  had  himself 
heard  a  man  who  possessed  forty  cows 
apply  for  outdoor  relief,  saying,  **  Why 
should  I  not  have  my  whack?*'  The 
ooantry  could  not  pay  the  rates  if  this 
demoralising  system  were  continued,  and 
he  would  support  the  clause. 

Mr.  W.  fag  an  said,  that  if  there  was 
sufficient  accommodation  in  the  work- 
houses, he  would  be  unfavourable  to  out- 
door relief.  Such  was  not  the  case,  and, 
therefore,  he  was  of  opinion  that  outdoor 
relief  should  be  afforded.  He  thought 
that  if  Ireland  recovered  herself,  and  as- 
sumed her  ordinary  condition,  as  he  felt 
she  would,  they  would  find  that  they  would 
not  have  to  complain  of  relief  being  afford- 
ed to  the  ablebodied  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  CONOLLY  supported  the  insertion 
of  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Waterford,  and  said 
that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  lay  down  the  broad  principle, 
that  every  man  should  live  by  the  sweat  of 
his  brow.  If  they  did  not  go  the  whole 
way  with  the  hon.  Baronet,  they  ought  at 
all  events  to  make  some  modification  of 
the  present  system. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  felt  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  question  which  had  been 
Drought  forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  but 
looking  to  the  attendance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, especially  from  Ireland,  he  put  it  to 
him  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
postpone  his  Motion  till  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  also  admitted 
the  importance  of  the  clause.  He  did  not 
accuse  those  who  supported  it  with  any 
want  of  consideration  for  the  poor,  but 
they,  had  not  shown  by  what  other  means 
than  those  at  present  resorted  to,  the  poor 
of  Ireland  could  be  supported.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  that 
it  was  desirable  to  return  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible to  the  workhouse  test.  The  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  the  power  of  with- 
holding outdoor  relief  to  the  ablebodied 
poor  whenever  circumstances  justified  their 
doing  so.  Admitting  the  abuses  insepara- 
ble from  out-of-door  relief,  and  the  desira- 
bleness of  returning  as  soon  as  possible  to 
the  workhouse,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Waterford  would  be  satisfied  with 
that  expression  of  his  opinion,  and  with- 
draw the  clause. 

Sir  II.  W.  BARRON  said,  that  after 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  should  not  press  his  clause  to 
a  division. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Colonel  DUNNE  then  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  a  clause  to  the  following  pur- 
port : — That  in  electoral  divisions,  where 
the  ratepayers  of  any  townland  or  union 
of  townlands  within  such  division  shall  un- 
dertake to  support  a  portion  of  their  poor, 
then  such  townlands  to  be  exempted  from 
any  rate,  except  for  union  and  establish- 
ment charges.  In  the  event  of  any  pauper 
appealing  to  the  board  against  the  sup- 
port afforded  him  under  the  foregoing  cir- 
cumstances, the  guardian  to  give  him 
relief;  and  in  case  of  decision  of  guardians 
being  disputed,  appeal  to  lie  to  the  magis- 
trates and  assistant  barristers  at  quarter- 
sessions. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
a  plan  similar  to  that  contained  in  this 
clause  was  embodied  in  a  Bill  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stroud.  That  Bill  having  been  read  a 
first  time  was  fully  debated  on  the  second 
reading,  and  the  House  decided  against 
that  plan  for  a  labour  rate  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not,  therefore,  think  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  go  into  a  fresh  debate  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  he  would  put  it  to  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  whether  he  would  deem  it 
expedient  to  press  the  House  to  a  division. 

Sir  a.  B.  BROOKE  said,  that  although 
he  agreed  in  the  spirit  of  the  Motion  which 
had  been  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  practical  in  the  shape  in  which  it  was 
brought  forward.  To  carry  it  out  it  would 
bo  necessary  that  the  entire  poor  of  the 
electoral  division  should  be  supported ;  he 
would  be  inclined  to  support  it,  provided  it 
was  arranged  that  the  entire  poor  of  the 
electoral  division  should  be  maintained* 

Mr.  rOULETT  SCROPE  said,  that 
the  proposal  before  the  House  was  one  cal- 
culated to  stimulate  private  employment, 
and  he  would  therefore  give  it  his  support. 
Surely  nothing  could  be  more  reasonable 
than  to  employ  the  enormous  number  of 
ablebodied  paupers  who  were  now  sup- 
ported on  the  rates,  while  the  laud  was 
lying  uncultivated  all  around.  The  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
went  to  cure  this  anomalous  state  of  things, 
2S2 
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and  was  one  which  he  considered  a  wise 
Government  ought  not  to  reject. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  did  not  agree  with 
those  who  thought  that  Irish  Members 
were  indiflferent  to  the  question  now  under 
consideration.  He  believed  he  might  say 
that  almost  every  Member  representing  an 
Irish  constituency,  and  at  present  in  Lon- 
don, was  then  in  the  House.  They  had 
had  ample  experience  of  the  extent  to 
which  Ministers  could,  generally  speaking, 
command  majorities  to  outvote  the  Irish 
Members,  and  he  strongly  recommended 
them  on  the  present  occasion  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  preponderance  which  at 
that  moment  they  possessed,  and  defeat 
Ministers  by  coming  at  once  to  a  division. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  did  not  disapprove 
of  the  clause  proposed  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  near  him,  but  he  thought 
that  its  operation  ought  to  be  limited  to 
two  or  three  years. 

Sir  G.  GRET  said,  that  the  principle 
of  this  clause  was  identically  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stroud.  That  prin- 
ciple had  been  fully  discussed,  and  the  di- 
Tiaion  was  only  41  to  166.  Any  person 
who  referred  to  the  majority  would  find 
that  the  greater  number  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers present  on  the  occasion  were  opposed 
to  that  Bill.  He  now  asked  whether  the 
House,  by  a  clause  of  a  few  lines,  would 
adopt  the  same  principle  ? 

Mr.  GROGAN  had  dissented  from  the 
Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stroud,  and  would  again  dis- 
sent from  it,  because  he  would  object  to 
anything  that  interfered  with  independent 
labour;  but  he  could  speak  from  his  own 
knowledge  of  the  benefit  resulting  from  a 
plan  somewhat  hke  that  now  recommend- 
ed. If,  by  doing  as  proposed,  the  rates 
could  be  kept  down,  the  suggestion  would 
be  deserving  of  serious  attention ;  and  pro- 
bably the  Government  might  take  the  pro- 
position into  their  own  hands,  and  modify 
it,  with  a  view  to  remove  the  objections 
to  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  very  doubtful  whether  the 
Irish  Members,  especially  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken,  was  in  favour  of 
the  clause;  for  it  appeared  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  a  compulsory  allotment  of  labour 
in  certain  districts,  and  that  was  what  the 
clause  proposed  to  do.  The  hon.  Gontlc- 
maii  approved  of  a  plan  which  he  believed 
to  have  been  adopted  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 


land, and  frequently  in  parishes  in  Eng- 
land, where  the  farmers,  by  general  agree- 
ment, on  seeing  a  number  of  labourers  out 
of  work,  gave  them  employment,  and  thus 
avoided  a  considerable  burden  of  poor-rate; 
but  there  was  no  clause  to  make  them  do 
it.  If  it  were  voluntary,  the  object  was 
accomplished  without  any  Act;  but  if  it 
were  made  compulsory,  they  would  run  the 
greatest  danger.  It  was  proposed  many 
years  ago  to  make  such  a  law  in  this  country ; 
but  Lord  Althorp  satisfied  the  House  that 
it  would  be  most  objectionable.  And  though 
various  amendments  had  been  made  in  the 
poor-law  from  the  year  1833  up  to  the 
present  time,  no  such  amendment  had  been 
made  in  it,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  in- 
terpret such  a  clause  if  the  House  adopt- 
ed it. 

Mr.  GROGAN,  in  supporting  the  clause, 
did  not  mean  any  compulsory  allotment 
whatever.  He  considered  it  should  be 
done  by  a  voluntary  association,  in  a  town- 
land  or  district,  for  giving  employment  to 
the  unemployed. 

Mu.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  consi- 
dered that  the  proposition  was  different 
from  the  principle  embodied  in  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stroud.  By  this  proposition,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  a  permissive  power  to  make 
voluntary  arrangements,  and  to  subject 
those  voluntary  arrangements  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  boards  of  guardians.  He 
did  not  think  they  were  bound  by  the  de- 
cision on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  to  reject  this  proposition,  which 
should  be  discussed  on  its  own  merits. 

Mk.  STAFFORD  thought  the  object 
of  the  clause  was  good;  but,  on  consider- 
ing the  machinery  by  which  it  should  be 
carried  out,  he  felt  it  would  be  quite  im- 
practicable. On  that  ground  he  would  be 
compelled  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  howeyer 
specious  the  proposal  might  appear,  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  carry  it  out. 
He  should,  therefore,  be  compelled  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  opposing  the 
clause. 

Colonel  DUNNE,  in  reply,  stated  that 
he  had  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  in 
the  administration  of  the  poor-law  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  was  convinced  that  none  of 
the  difficulties  apprehended  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  opposed  the  clause  would,  in 
reality,  exist. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  18; 
Noes  80:  Majority -62. 
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Ker,  R. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Fiahorty,  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 

TELLEllS. 

Dunne,  Col. 
Crawford,  \V.  S. 


Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
15arron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bateson,  T. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Burke,  Sir  T,  J. 
Fagan,  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
French,  F. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Grognn,  E. 
Hamilton,  J.  U. 

Sir  D.  NORREYS  brou^rht  forward  a 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  com- 
missioners to  require  the  board  of  guar- 
dians, when  in  want  of  sufficient  funds  for 
payment  of  debts,  to  borrow  such  sum  as 
might  be  required,  on  the  security  of  the 
rates  of  the  union  at  large,  but  on  condi- 
tion that  the  sum  so  borrowed  should  be 
repaid,  with  interest,  by  instalments  ex- 
tending over  a  period  not  exceeding  ten 
years,  and  the  instalments  and  interest 
payable  thereon  should  be  the  first  charge 
on  the  rates  of  the  union,  and  the  trea- 
surer should  be  bound  to  pay  oif  the  in- 
stalments and  interest  as  they  became  due 
out  of  any  money  in  his  hands  to  the  credit 
of  the  union,  or  to  advance  the  amount 
thereof,  and  charge  interest  on  such  ad- 
yance  ;  and  for  so  doing  the  order  of  the 
commissioners  should  be  a  sufficient  dis- 
charge. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  this  clause,  in 
its  present  shape,  was  very  objectionable. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it  might  not 
be  right  to  enable  guardians  to  borrow 
money  which  might  be  required  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  and  to  spread  its  repayment 
OTer  a  certain  period  ;  but  this  clause  went 
much  further.  It  required  the  guardians 
to  borrow,  and  also  required  the  treasurer 
to  lend,  money  at  a  cei*tain  rate  of  in- 
terest, which  was,  he  thought,  a  most  ar- 
bitrary requirement,  especially  if  the  office 
of  the  treasurer  was  compulsory.  He  also 
considered  that  it  would  be  improper  to 
make  the  repayment  of  such  loans  the  first 
charge  upon  the  rates,  for  the  first  charge 
upon  the  rates  ought  clearly  to  be  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Lord  NAAS  then  moved  the  follow- 
ing clause : — 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  That  so  much  of  an  Act 
passed  in  the  second  year  of  Her  present  Ma- 
je8ty*8  reign,  intituled, '  An  Act  for  the  more  ef- 
fectual Relief  of  the  Destitute  Poor  in  Ireland,' 
as  enacts  '  that  any  covenant  or  agreement 
whereby  any  person  liable  to  pay  rent,  and  en- 
titled, under  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  to  deduct 
therefrom  any  rate,  or  portion  of  rate,  shall  have 


covenanted  or  agreed,  or  shall  hereafter  covenant 
or  agree,  to  forego  such  deduction,  shall,  so  far  as 
such  rate  is  concerned,  be  of  no  effect,'  be  re- 
pealed, except  as  to  anything  heretofore  done,  or 
now  pending  under  this  Act." 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  if  the 
Committee  divided,  he  would  vote  in  fa- 
vour of  the  clause. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  71  ; 
Noes  10:  Majority  61. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Armstrong,  H.  B. 
BaiTington,  Visct. 
Barron,  Sir  II.  W. 
Bellow,  R.  M. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Caulfeild,  J.  M. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F, 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Davie,  Sir  II.  R.  F. 
Dickson,  S. 
Divett,  E. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ellis,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hamilton,  J.  li. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Ker,  R. 


Kershaw,  J. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morgan,  H.  K.  G. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgravc,  Earl  of 
Napier,  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.  Sir  W. 
Stafford,  A. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
TufneU,  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Willyams,  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  U. 
WyvUI,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Grogan,  E. 
Naas,  Lord 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Ci-awford,  W.  S. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A, 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 
O'Brien.  T. 
Perfect,  R. 
Power,  Dr. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 


Scully,  F. 
Stansfield,  W.  R. 
Sullivan,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Fagan,  W. 
Roche,  E.  B. 


Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 
House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress  ;  to  sit  agaia 
at  twelve  o'clock  on  Thursday. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 
Lord  DUDLEY   STUART  said,   the 
Motion  which  he  was  ahout  to  suhmit  to 
the  attention  of  the  House   for   the    ap- 
pointment of   a   Select    Committee,    was 
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not  new  in  its  clmruL'ter,  for  in    1844   a 
Motion  of  a  Bimikr  nature  was  made  by 
au  lion.   FrieDd  of  his  now  on  tlie  Trea* 
8ury  bencb,   upon  whose  support  lie  eon* 
fidt«iitly  reckoned  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  Motion  was,   however,  resisted  by  tbo 
Government  of  the  day,  and  no  Comnjitteo 
was   consequently  appointed.      Tliat   was 
five  years  ago,  aiul   no  Committee  had,  in 
fact,  sat  on  tbis  important  subject  for  fif- 
teen years.    Tbat,  in  itaelf,  was  a  snffioient 
renflon  to  induce  the  House  to  accede  to 
his  Motion.     But  there  were  others,   and 
one  was,  tbo  enormous  increase  wlucli  had 
taken  place  in  the  police  rates,   Forcignera 
were  always  greatly   surprised  to  see   so 
few  soldiers  in  our  capital,   and  wondered 
how  with  fio  small  a  force   peace  could  be 
maintained.     But  tbcy  forgot  that  our  po- 
lice force  was  an  army  to  ail  intents  and 
purjHjses,  and  tbo  amount  exacted  for  the 
support  of  that  army  had  gone  on  increas- 
ing,  till  in  1848   it   reached  the    sum  of 
374,021)  L      But    not   only  bad   tbe    rate 
increased  to  tbis    enormous    amount,  but 
it  was  drawn  from    tbe  people  in  a  way 
the  moat    oppressive,    because    the   most 
unjust.       The    police    were    provided   for 
originally  by  a  rate  of  Sd,  hi  tbe  pound ; 
8ubBe(|ueutly  2d.  was   granted   from   the 
Consolidated     Fund,    up     to    a    certain 
amount  ;    but,  in  1847,   the   magistrates 
of  Middlesex  rniHctl  the  vahiation  of  pro- 
perty  by  the  enornioua  amount  of  nearly 
1,500,000;.  the    effect  of   which    was  to 
add    to    the    annual    police    rate   of   tlio 
ratepayers  of  Middlesex,  36,6171.      This 
injustice  was   represented  to  the  Govern- 
ment,  wbo  felt    tbe  justice   of   the  com- 
plaint, and  undertook  to  remedy  tbo  evd, 
and  an  official  correspondence  took  place 
between  tbe  right  hon.    Baronet  tbo  Se- 
cretary of  State  for   tbe  Homo   Depart- 
ment, and  tbe  police  couimissionerA;  and 
the  right  lion.   Baronet  was  in  hopes  that  , 
an  arrangement  might  have  been   made, 
and   no  duubt   intended   that   it  sboulil  bo  i 
carried  out,   for  a  Bitl  wa^i   brought  in  on  i 
the  25tb  of  last  May;  tbe  second  reading  ! 
waa  put  olT  tigain,    and  again*   and  again,  j 
and  50  waif  the  Committee,  till  at  la.nt  on 
the  27th  of  June,  at  tifo  o'clock   in  tbo  ' 
nmming,  without  any  notice  to  the  par-  j 
ties  concerned,  it  came  on ,  and   upon  the  i 
Motion  of  the  (fovornmeut,  the  order  was 
discharged.      Of  this  tbo    ratepayers,   he  I 
thought,    had    reason    to    complain,    and 
their  complaints  would  be  much  louder  if 
the  inquiry  he  sought  should  be  refused*  \ 
It  waa  not  his  purpose  to  coroidain  of  the  . 
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conduct  of  the  police;  but  hebeheved  that 
tbe  metropolis  might  be  as  well  and  as 
efficiently  protected  by  a  much  less  number 
of  men,  and  at  a  much  less  cost,  as  they 
formerly  were  in  many  of  the  metropolitan 
parishes.  His  hon.  Friend,  to  whom  he 
bad  alluded  in  bringing  on  his  Motion, 
stated,  that  in  the  parish  of  Marylcbono 
previous  to  tlie  establisbment  of  the  new 
police,  the  amount  collected  was  9,000^  j 
!  and  tbe  number  of  policeraen  employed 
25G  ',  while  at  the  time  he  spoke  the 
amouut  bad  increased  to  20,0002.,  or 
!  more  than  double,  lie  was  not  one  of 
tbo  so  who  regarded  the  ywlice  as  so  very 
admirable  and  uublameable  a  force.  Many 
of  them,  he  knew,  were  prone  to  eioeed 
their  duty  and  oppress  the  people.  No 
doubt,  they  were  found  extremely  con- 
venient by  gentlemen  wbo  were  in  tbe 
i  habit  of  going  to  parties,  by  making  way 
I  for  them  and  getting  them  their  car- 
I  riagea.  But  inrpiiro  of  tbe  people,  ask 
I  tbem  if  they  found  them  uo  convenieiit« 
and  they  would  tell  you  that  wbcrever  a 
i  pohceman  was  found,  there  was  a  petty 
tyrant.  lie  knew  tbis  was  attributable 
to  their  being  uneducated  nmu,  aud  all  bo 
asked  was,  tbat  they  should  be  severely 
punished  when  they  were  found  to  bo  iu 
!  tho  wrongt  though  bo  mucli  feared  that  ei 
'  general  leaning  existed  in  magistrates  to 
favour  the  police,  the  result  of  which  was, 
tbat  the  liberties  of  the  people  were  put  \n 
jeopardy.  They  had  seen  bow  unaerupu- 
Ions  these  men  had  shown  IheniBeiveB  in 
giving  evidence  on  trials,  even  when  on 
their  oath.  lie  did  not  speak  without 
book,  hut  couhl  quote  cases  if  he  were 
not  afraid  of  wearying  tlie  House.  With* 
in  the  very  last  month  a  person  had  been 
brought  before  a  magiatrate  and  sent  to 
trial,  charged  by  a  policeman  with  a  hor- 
riblo  offence;  but  when  the  ease  came  into 
court,  the  jury,  just  as  the  counsel  for  tho 
defence  had  begun,  stopped  him,  and  at 
once  acr|uitted  tho  defendant.  It  was  hor- 
rihlo  to  think  tbat  any  Gentlenmn  in  tbat 
House  might  in  tbe  same  way  be  exposod 
to  such  an  imputation.  Grant  him  a 
Committee,  and  all  these  things  might 
be  investigated,  as  well  as  tbe  great  cost, 
and  why  this  large  army  should  be  main* 
tained  in  the  year  184U,  when  all  was  at 
peace  in  this  country.  His  belief  was, 
that  the  Government  in  IS4S  made  tha 
disturbances  winch  took  place  in  tbat  year» 
a  pretext  for  increasing  this  force,  and, 
having  got  it,  they  were  unwilling  to  di* 
minlsh  it.     This  ought  to  be  reaibted.     If 
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ho  oould  liop43  that,  by  anything  which  he 
cottld  add,  he  oould  itilluenco  tho  minds  of 
the  Government,  ho  might  be  tempted  to 
trespasfl  longer  ou  their  attention;  but  bo 
thought  he  sbouhi  best  consult  the  wishes 
uf  tho  House  by  at  oncQ  moving  for  tho 
uppointmcnt  of  tho  Select  Committee, 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
•'  Tliiit  tt  Select  Committee  l»e  appointed  to  in- 
qiiii*c  mU)  tho  iimnnGr  of  umkiii;^  the  AaMusaiiieiit 
in  tho  ttuveral  Counties  for  tho  miiintentinco  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  and  into  the  o.vptniditure 
tiicrcof ;  as  well  aa  into  tin?  tifoneval  udmmkirn- 
tion  of  the  Foreo,  and  oa|>et.*iaU¥  into  the  recent 
uanuiil  inorenMHl  charge  of  upwards  of  35,UUUi, 
on  tho  l^unty  of  Middlesex/' 

Sir  G.  GREY  rcaUy  thonght  it  would 
he  a  very  needless  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
lloniiC  if  he  were  to  enter  upon  a  defeuce 
of  the  police  against  the  charge  of  tyranny 
brought  against  that  body  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Marylcbone,  and 
to  contrast  with  what  the  noble  Lord 
thought  the  petty  tyranny  of  an  armed 
force,  the  security  of  person  and  property 
enjoyed  since  the  establishment  of  the 
police.  There  waa  evidently  but  one  opin- 
ion ia  the  House  as  to  the  value  of  that 
force.  With  regard  to  charges  brought 
against  policemen — and  it  must  be  ex- 
pected that  in  such  a  large  body  there 
would  be  such  cases^ — the  commissioners, 
where  the  parties  were  not  brought  before 
justices,  exercised  their  power  of  dismissal 
or  fiuspension  wherever  they  thought  tlie 
constable  had  exceeded  his  duty  or  acted 
improperly.  The  noble  Lord  had  not  laid 
the  slightest  Purliameiitary  ground  for  the 
inquiry  he  proposed.  He  had  dealt  only 
in  general  statements.  Undoubtedly  there 
was  nothing  new  in  the  Motion;  there  was 
a  most  minute  and  satisfactory  inqniry  in 
1834  into  tho  constitution  and  general 
administration  of  the  force.  There  bad 
been  no  alteration  in  these  rcHpeels  since, 
though  no  doubt  tlic  number  had  been  in- 
creased; and  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  did  not  see 
any  good  in  renewing  the  inquriy.  Origin- 
ally the  whole  expcnjio  was  provided  by  an 
8d.  rate  levied  upon  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts; but  by  a  subsequent  Act  it  was  set- 
tled that  when  6(/.  out  of  the  8c^.  had 
been  collected,  the  Treasury  might  issue 
out  of  tho  Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  equal 
to  the  remaining  2d*  in  the  pound,  subject 


was  introduced  under  very  diferent  cir» 

cumstances;  and  he  had  an  opportunity 
then  of  stating  the  circumstances  under 
which  his  letter  was  written,  and  need  not 
repeat  the  statement.  lie  admitted  that 
the  difference  in  the  vahmtions  in  the  me- 
tmpolitan  counties  constituted  a  grievance! 
but  it  was  one  which  he  was  endeavouring 
to  remove,  and  in  regard  to  whicli  he  was 
in  communication  with  tlio  magistrates; 
he  might  remark,  that  Middlesex  was  still 
valued  very  mueh  below  tho  ]»roperty-tax 
valuation.  Ilo  would  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment an  Address  for  a  return  showing  tho 
increase  and  expense  of  the  force  hi  1848, 
and  also  uf  the  increase  in  tho  number  of 
houses  and  streets  in  the  metropolitan  dis- 
trict wnthin  the  last  ten  years. 

Amendment  proposed — ► 

*•  To  \eti\c.  out  tho  word  *  That '  to  the  end  of 
the  QtK^tiou,  in  order  to  odd  th«  wordt '  there  be 
laid  heforc  this  IIoub«^  a  Return,  flhowing  tho  in- 
crease of  thfl  Rate  in  the  year  1«48  above  that  of 
the  year  lw47,  for  the  nitiintenjineo  of  tho  Metro- 
politan Police  Force,  in  tho  county  of  Middlesex, 
and  each  of  tho  other  ooimties,  parts  of  which  are 
within  the  Metropolii  HoUoe  District,  and  ihow- 
iug  wliat  proportion  the  valuation  ujH>n  which  tho 
Police  Rate  in  now  raiaed  bear«  to  the  aetnal 
value  of  the  property  in  each  of  tho  €.*ouiiticit 
within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District,  as  nearly 
as  it  can  be  ascerttiined  :  * 

"  Also,  a  Return  of  tho  Expenditure  of  guoh 
Lnoreased  Rate : 

'♦  Al«o,  a  Return  of  the  number  of  House*  bailt, 
and  of  new  Streets  fortncd{with  their  length  in 
rniles)  within  tlio  Metropolitan  Police  Di^triot, 
since  the  Ut  day  of  JiintuLry  \S39,  when  the  limilc 
of  the  proiont  district  were  fixed,  to  the  prctent 
tinje,  m  tar  ai  the  same  can  be  ascertained  : 

**  Also,  a  Returit  of  the  iiicren«e  of  tho  Ponu- 
Ution  within  the  said  Distriot,  sineo  the  1st  day 
of  January  1830,  fto  far  as  tho  same  o&n  be  saoor- 
tained." 

Mil.  BROTOERTON  concurred  with 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone,  in  protesting  against  the  injtistice  of 
this  rate.  Instead,  however,  of  ita  helng 
unjust  as  regards  the  inhabitants  of  Mary- 
lebone,  he  considered  that  it  was  flagrantly 
unjust  as  regards  the  different  counties 
and  his  own  constitucntB,  The  county  of 
Middlesex  was  valued  at  (5,000,000^.;  Lan- 
cashiro  was  assessed  at  a  som<3what  less  sum; 
Manchciiter  was  assessed  at  a  like  sum. 
The  expense  of  tho  police  in  Marylebone 
was  2ifi00L\  while  the  expense  of  tho 
police  of  Manchester  was  29,000Z.  In  ad- 
only  to  the  limitation  that  the  sum  so  i  dition  to  the  charge  required  to  bo  made  up 
issued  by  tho  Treasury  should  not  exceed  1  for  their  own  police  at  Manchester,  they 
BO.nUiU, ;  and  there  was  now  issued  that  ^  had  to  pay  a  largo  portion  of  the  money 
sum  annually,  with  some  *»tIior  items  dc- 1  taken  fniui  the  Consohdatcd  Fund  to  sup- 
frayed  by  the  public,  malting  the  amount  i  port  the  metropolitan  police  force*  This 
nearly  90,000/,     The  Bill  of  last  Session    he  thought  most  unjust,  and  ho  hoped  that 
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not  new  in  its  character,  for  in  1844  a  F  conduct  of  the  police;  but  he  believed  that 
Motion  nf  A  -imiiar  nature  wa3  made  by  the  metropolis  might  be  as  well  and  as 
an  lion.  Friend  oi  his  now  on  the  Trea-  efficiently  protected  by  a  much  less  number 
ury  bench,  upon  whose  support   he  ('on-    of  men,  and  at  a  much  less  cost,  as  they 


Rdeutly  reckoned  on  the  present  occasion 
The  Motion  was,  however,  resisted  by  the 


formerly  were  in  many  of  the  metropolitan 
parishes.     His  hon.  Friend,  to  whom  he 


Governmeut  of  the  day,  and  no  Committee    had  alluded  in  bringing  on   his    Motion, 


was  consequently  appointed.  That  was 
Hvc  years  ago,  and  no  Committee  had,  in 
fact,  sat  uu  this  important  subject  for  tif- 
ti'ei!  vcars.    That,  in  itself,  was  a  siilficient 


stated,  that  in  the  parish  of  Marylebono 
previous  to  the  establishment  of  the  new 
police,  the  amount  collected  was  9,900^. ; 
and  the    number  of   poUcemen   employed 


]ji»  Moiion.  But  rhoi-e  were  others,  and 
one  was,  the  eiiuniiuus  increase  which  had 
taken  placf-  iu  the  police  rates.  Foreigners 
v*v.\M  111  WHYS  greatly   surprised   to  see   so 


reaH4iu  to   induce   the   House   to  accede  to    256  ;    while  at  the    time   he    spoke    the 

amount  had  increased  to  20,0002.,  or 
more  than  double.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  regarded  the  police  as  so  very 
admirable  and  unblameable  a  force.  Many 
t»Mv  .noldietti  ill  our  capital,  and  wondered  of  them,  he  knew,  were  prone  to  exceed 
how  mth  .-^u  .iniall  a  force  i>eace  could  be  their  duty  and  oppress  the  people.  No 
liiiAintuined.  Hut  they  t'urguc  that  our  po-  doubt,  they  were  found  extremely  con- 
ii<;4;  force  wan  an  army  to  all  intents  and  venient  by  gentlemen  who  were  in  the 
l>ur)H>n(;n,  and  thu  amount  exacted  for  the  habit  of  going  to  parties,  by  making  way 
:ii|ip4>il  of  that  an uy  had  gone  on  increase 
Hi^,  till  in  IH48  it  reached  the  sum  of 
;;'<  \,*)2\)L       Hut    nut    only   had   the    i*ate 


for  them    and   getting   them   their    oar- 

riages.      But  inquire  of   the  people,  ask 

them  if  they  found    them  so   cod  venient, 

in(;ii',iii:d   to  tliiii    onoiniuuK    amount,  but    and  they  would  tell  yon  that  wherever  a 


it  \%<V3  drawn  from  the  people  in  a  way 
thu  iiiodt  opprerthive,  because  the  most 
unjunt.  The  police  were  provided  for 
oii^in^liy  by  a  rate  of  «H</.  in  the  pound; 
•»ub«»oi|iicn(ly  'Zd*  waii  granted  from  the 
i'onooiidatod      Fund,     up     to     a    certain 


policeman  was  found,  there  was  a  petty 
tyrant.  He  knew  this  was  attributable 
to  their  being  uneducated  men,  and  all  he 
asked  was,  that  they  should  be  severely 
punished  when  they  were  found  to  be  in 
the  wrong,  though  he  much  feared  that  a 


'iuiount  ;  hut,  iu  lH47,  the  magistrates  general  leaning  existed  iu  magistrates  to 
of  .Vi  idditiieA  rained  the  valuatiou  of  pro-  '  ravour  the  police,  the  result  of  which  was, 
pfii  ty  \ty  thu  euuruiourt  amount  of  nearly  j  that  the  liberties  of  the  people  were  put  in 
l,/i(X;,(>OU/.  thu  ulfect  of  which  was  to  I  jeopardy.  They  had  seen  how  unsorupu- 
4dd  to  thu  uittiual  police  rato  of  the  I  lous  these  men  had  shown  themselves  in 
irtt4}pay<}rtt  of  Middlenex,  36,61 7^  This ;  giving  evidence  on  trials,  even  when  on 
injuAtit^u  was   iuju'u«ented  to  the  Govern-    their  oath.      He  did   not   speak  without 


niitnt,  wli(»  felt  the  Justice  of  the  com- 
plaint, and  undertook  to  remedy  the  evil, 
und  an  (i)Hcia)  oorrcMpondenoo  took  place 
Sn-XvtiiMii  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Sc- 
c;M-.ttt»y  of  Statu  for  the  Homo  Depart- 
in<tnl,  and   the  police  commissioners;  and 


book,  but  could  quote  cases  if  he  were 
not  a&aid  of  wearying  the  House.  With* 
in  the  very  last  month  a  person  had  been 
brought  before  a  magistrate  and  sent  to 
trial,  charged  by  a  policeman  with  a  hor- 
rible offence;  but  when  the  case  oame  into 


rible  to  think  that  any  Gentleman  in  that 
House  might  in  the  same  way  be  exposed 


thn  light  hou.  liaronet  was  iu  hopes  that  court,  the  jury,  just  as  the  counsel  for  the 
an  urruiiguuiuiit  might  have  been  made,  |  defence  had  begun,  stopped  him,  and  at 
•tiid  no  doubt  intended  that  it  should  be  once  acquitted  the  defendant.  It  was  hor- 
i:aui«dout,  for  a  Hill  was  brought  in  on  " " 
tliiv 'i/ilh  <if  hittt   May;  the  second  reading 

WH1  )iitt  oil'  again,   and  again,  and  again,  !  to   such   an   imputation.      Grant   him    a 

iind  fill  v^a>i  the  ('ommittoe,  till  at  last  ou    Committee,  and    all  these   things    might 

|l«f. '•^'/Ui  of  .lune.  at  two  o'clock  in  the  '  be  investigated,  as  well  as  the  groat  cost, 

ni((iidnti(.   wtihnut  any   notice  to  the  par-    and  why  this  largo  army  should  be  main- 

|i  .N  (.on^MiMnd,  It  oame  on,  and  upon  the  i  tained  in  the  year  1849,  when  all  was  at 

H(Hi  ol  ihd  (iovtMuiucnt,  thu  order  was '  peace  in  this   country.     His   belief  was, 

h<Utt('i)       Of  thiM  thu   ratepayers,  he !  that  the  Government  b  1848  made  the 

imd    iuH«oii   to    complain,    and   disturbances  which  took  place  in  that  year, 

IhImU  iVituld  be  niuoii  louder  if  a  pretext  for  increasing  this   force,  and, 

t  iui  «MU^Ia  bhould  bo  refused,   having  got  it,  they  were  imwilUiig  to  di- 

\Yi  ((l«  |MU|MiAu  to  uuinplain  of  the   minish  it.     This  oaght  to  be  resisted.     If 
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he  oould  hope  that,  hy  anything  which  he 
could  add,  he  could  influence  the  minds  of 
the  Goyernment,  he  might  he  tempted  to 
trespass  longer  on  their  attention;  hut  he 
thought  he  should  hest  consult  the  wishes 
of  the  House  hy  at  once  moving  for  the 
oppointment  of  the  Select  Committee. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  manner  of  making  the  Assessment 
in  the  BOTcral  Counties  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  and  into  the  expenditure 
thereof ;  as  well  as  into  the  general  administra- 
tion of  the  Force,  and  especially  into  the  recent 
annual  increased  charge  of  upwards  of  35,000^. 
on  the  County  of  Middlesex." 

Sir  G.  GREY  really  thought  it  would 
he  a  very  needless  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House  if  he  were  to  enter  upon  a  defence 
of  the  police  against  the  charge  of  tyranny 
hrought  against  that  hody  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Marylebone,  and 
to  contrast  with  what  the  noble  Lord 
thought  the  petty  tyranny  of  an  armed 
force,  the  security  of  person  and  property 
enjoyed  since  the  establishment  of  the 
police.  There  was  evidently  but  one  opin- 
ion in  the  House  as  to  the  value  of  that 
force.  With  regard  to  charges  brought 
against  policemen — and  it  must  be  ex- 
pected that  in  such  a  large  body  there 
would  he  such  cases — the  commissioners, 
where  the  parties  were  not  brought  before 
jostices,  exercised  their  power  of  dismissal 
or  suspension  wherever  they  thought  the 
constable  had  exceeded  his  duty  or  acted 
improperly.  The  noble  Lord  had  not  laid 
the  slightest  Parliamentary  ground  for  the 
inquiry  he  proposed.  He  had  dealt  only 
in  general  statements.  Undoubtedly  there 
was  nothing  new  in  the  Motion;  there  was 
a  most  minute  and  satisfactory  inquiry  in 
1834  into  the  constitution  and  general 
administration  of  the  force.  There  had 
been  no  alteration  in  these  respects  since, 
though  no  doubt  the  number  had  been  in- 
creased; and  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  did  not  see 
any  good  in  renewing  the  inquriy.  Origin- 
ally the  whole  expense  was  provided  by  an 
8a.  rate  levied  upon  the  metropolitan  dis- 
tricts; hut  by  a  subsequent  Act  it  was  set- 
tled that  when  ^d,  out  of  the  %d,  had 
been  collected,  the  Treasury  might  issue 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  equal 
to  the  remaining  2d,  in  the  pound,  subject 
only  to  the  limitation  that  the  sum  so 
issued  by  the  Treasury  should  not  exceed 
60,000{.;  and  there  was  now  issued  that 
sum  annually,  with  some  other  items  de- 
frayed by  the  public,  making  the  amount 
nearly  90,000^.     The  Bill  of  last  Session 


was  introduced  under  yerj  different  cir- 
cumstances; and  he  had  an  opportuniljf 
then  of  stating  the  circumstances  under 
which  his  letter  was  written,  and  need  nol 
repeat  the  statement.  He  admitted  that 
the  difference  in  the  valuations  in  the  me- 
tropohtan  counties  constituted  a  grievance^ 
but  it  was  one  which  he  was  endeavouring 
to  remove,  and  in  regard  to  which  he  was 
in  communication  with  the  magistrates; 
he  might  remark,  that  Middlesex  was  stiU 
valued  very  much  below  the  property-tax 
valuation.  He  would  more  as  an  Amend- 
ment an  Address  for  a  return  showing  the 
increase  and  expense  of  the  force  in  1848, 
and  also  of  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
houses  and  streets  in  the  metropolitan  dis- 
trict within  the  last  ten  years. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  That '  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '  there  bo 
laid  before  this  House,  a  Return,  showing  the  in- 
crease of  the  Rate  in  the  year  1848  above  that  of 
the  year  1847,  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
and  each  of  the  other  counties,  parts  of  which  are 
within  the  Metropolis  Police  District,  and  show- 
ing what  proportion  the  valuation  upon  which  th» 
Police  Rate  is  now  raised  bears  to  the  actual 
value  of  the  property  in  each  of  the  counties 
within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District,  as  nearly 
as  it  can  bo  ascertained  : ' 

"  Also,  a  Return  of  the  Expenditure  of  lueh 
increased  Rate : 

"  Also,  a  Return  of  the  number  of  Houses  built, 
and  of  new  Streets  formed  (with  their  length  in 
miles)  within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District, 
since  the  Ist  day  of  January  1839,  when  the  limits 
of  the  present  district  were  fixed,  to  the  present 
time,  so  far  as  tlio  same  can  be  ascertained : 

"  Also,  a  Return  of  the  increase  of  the  Popu« 
lation  within  the  said  District,  since  the  Ist  day 
of  January  1839,  so  far  as  the  same  can  be  asoeiv 
tained." 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  concurred  with 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone, in  protesting  against  the  injustice  of 
this  rate.  Instead,  however,  of  its  being 
unjust  as  regards  the  inhabitants  of  Mary** 
lebonc,  he  considered  that  it  was  flagrantly 
unjust  as  regards  the  different  counties 
and  his  own  constituents.  The  county  of 
Middlesex  was  valued  at  6,000,000?.;  Lan- 
cashire was  assessed  at  a  somewhat  less  sum ; 
Manchester  was  assessed  at  a  like  sum. 
The  expense  of  the  police  in  Marylebone 
was  21,000^;  while  the  expense  of  the 
police  of  Manchester  was  29,0002.  In  ad- 
dition to  the  charge  required  to  he  made  Up 
for  their  own  police  at  Manchester,  they 
had  to  pay  a  large  portion  of  the  money 
taken  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  sup- 
port the  metropolitan  police  force.  This 
ho  thought  most  unjust,  and  he  hoped  that 
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his  constituents  would  be  relieved  from  this 
additional  burden. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  regretted  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  attack  so  excellent  a 
body  as  the  metropolitan  police.  Although 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  his  Mo- 
tion, he  could  not  go  with  him  in  his  ca- 
lumny on  the  metropolitan  police  force, 
because  he  believed  that  a  more  excellent 
or  efficient  body  of  men  never  existed;  and 
Mr.  Mayne  and  the  other  commissioners 
were  entitled  to  great  credit  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  managed  that  force.  He 
therefore  could  not  join  in  the  attack  of 
the  noble  Lord.  But  that  was  not  the 
question  before  the  House.  What  he 
wished  to  press  upon  their  attention  was  the 
increased  annual  charge  that  had  taken 
place.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  had  said  that  there  was 
no  Parliamentary  ground  for  this  inquiry. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  in  the 
face  of  his  own  letter,  in  which  he  had 
stated  that  the  existing  rate  of  Be?,  ought 
to  be  reduced  to  5d,y  and  that  he  should 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  That  Bill 
was  brought  in,  but  was  withdrawn  after 
the  first  reading.  The  reason  given  for 
withdrawing  the  Bill  was  the  celebrated 
10th  April,  which  he  thought  ought  to 
take  the  credit  of  making  those  fools  which 
were  supposed  to  be  made  on  the  1st. 
Now,  in  1847  there  was  a  new  assessment 
made  for  Middlesex,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  was  misinformed  on  that  sub- 
ject, as  ho  was  on  all  others  not  connected 
with  his  own  district.  Instead  of  the 
assessment  being  6,000,000^.,  it  was 
7.500,000^.  What  the  inhabitants  of 
Middlesex  asked  was  that  a  balance  of 
62,51  U.  should  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
in  the  hands  of  the  police  commissioners. 
Now  if  the  penny  were  taken  off  the  six- 
penny rate,  there  would  still  be  left  a  sur- 
plus of  26,854^.  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
missioners. Now,  what  could  be  the  object 
of  their  having  that  surplus  in  their  hands  ? 
He  should  support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  at  the  same  time  expressing  his  dis- 
sent from  the  attack  he  had  made  on  the 
police  force  of  the  metropolis. 

Sm  W.  JOLLIFFE  considered,  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  contained  a 
most  unjustifiable  attack  upon  the  police 
force.  He  thought  that  the  rural  and 
thinly-peopled  portions  of  the  great  me- 
tropolitan district  had  much  more  reason 
to  complain  than  Marylebone.  A  single 
policeman,  a  foot  patrol,  in  one  of  those 
parishes,  could  be  watched  over  one  of  the 


hills,  and  depredations  committed  in  his  ab- 
sence :  nor  could  he  follow  the  men  who  went 
about  the  country  in  taxed  carts  who  com- 
mitted the  robberies,  or  carried  off  the  stolea 
property.  There  should  be  a  much  larger 
mounted  force  for  that  outpost  duty ;  there 
ought  to  be  three  constables  at  every  sta- 
tion, at  least  two  of  them  mounted,  and 
those  three  men  would  prevent  depreda- 
tions more  effectually  than  seven  or  eight 
at  present.  In  Yorkshire  the  mounted 
police  force  had  been  found  of  the  utmost 
efficiency.  He  should  support  the  Motion, 
hoping  that  inquii-y  might  lead  to  improve- 
ment in  the  system. 

Mr.  HUME  was  anxious  to  support  the 
Motion,  but  not  upon  the  grounds  made  out 
for  it  by  the  noble  Lord.  For  the  last 
twenty  years  he  had,  on  the  ground  of 
economy,  supported  the  principle  that  the 
police  force  should  be  placed  under  one 
head.  He  thought  that  these  local  bur- 
dens should  be  paid  by  local  taxation.  He 
thought  it  most  unfair  that  Manchester, 
for  instance,  should  be  compelled  to  pay 
more  money  than  was  necessary  for  the 
support  of  their  own  force.  It  would  be 
much  better  if  there  was  a  thorough  in- 
spection of  every  board  every  ten  or  twelve 
years :  24,000^.  to  be  levied  annually  from 
Marylebone  was  a  very  heavy  sum,  parti- 
cularly when  it  was  stated  that  one-fourth 
of  that  sum  would  be  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose. He  did  not,  however,  think  that 
there  would  be  time  this  Session  for  this 
inquiry;  for  it  was  well  known  that  hon. 
Members  were  already  getting  tired  of  the 
weight  of  the  business  that  was  imposed 
upon  them.  He  would  advise  the  noble 
Lord  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  to  remain  satisfied  with  the  re- 
turns for  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
moved.  He  did  not  concur  in  the  charges 
against  the  police,  but  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  grant  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry.  If  his  noble  Friend  divided  he 
would  vote  with  him,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  grant  an 
inquiry  at  some  future  period  which  would 
obviate  the  necessity  for  pressing  the  Mo- 
tion to  a  division. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  said,  that  the  pre- 
sent system  of  assessing  for  the  police  rates 
was  very  unfair;  for  even  if  2d,  qt  3d,  in 
the  pound  would  suffice,  the  Act  required 
6df.  to  be  collected.  An  inquiry  was  ab- 
solutely requisite,  and  he  should  certainly 
support  any  proposal  to  that  effect.  At 
the  same  time  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord, 
seeing  what  the  feeling  of  the  House  on 
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the  subject  was,  would  withdraw  his  Motion 
and  renew  it  next  Session. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  there  was  no 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  GoYornmont  to 
raise  any  greater  sum  than  was  ahsolutelj 
necessary  for  the  support  of  the  police. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  a  6d.  rate  must 
be  raised,  whether  it  was  required  or  not. 

Sir  J.  W.  HOGG  reminded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  admitted  the  hard- 
ship of  this  case,  and  had  actually  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  remedy  the  grievance.  Acting 
upon  the  assurance  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  levied  at  that  time  only 
a  5d.  rate  in  Marylebone,  instead  of  6d. 
In  consequence,  however,  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  withdrawing  his  Bill,  he  (Sir  J. 
W.  Hogg)  was  obliged  to  go  to  his 
banker's,  and  upon  his  own  security  to 
raise  the  balance.  The  inhabitants  of 
Marylebone  thought  that  they  might  rely 
upon  the  assurances  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. [Sir  G.  Grey:  I  distinctly  deny 
having  given  any  such  assurance.]  The 
letter  written  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  certainly  in  his  bauds.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  in  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex.  If,  however,  that 
letter  did  not  contain  an  assurance  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  (Sir  J.  W. 
Hogg)  did  not  know  what  an  assurance 
was.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
himself  have  understood  it  as  an  assurance, 
for,  in  conformity  with  it,  he  brought  in  a 
BiU,  which,  however,  he  afterwards  with- 
drew without  any  explanation  or  previous 
communication  with  the  public.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  ought  to  remember  that  the 
police  force  were  sent  into  all  parts  of 
fingland  whenever  an  exigency  arose  re- 
quiring their  services,  therefore  the  pay- 
ment out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  was 
perfectly  justified.  But  he  asked  why  did 
not  the  Government  see  that  a  new  assess- 
ment of  Surrey,  of  Kent,  and  of  Essex, 
was  proceeded  with,  in  order  that  justice 
might  be  done  to  all  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  more  was  paid 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  police 
force  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  than 
would  cover  the  expense  of  sending  them 
throughout  the  country  upon  some  occa- 
sions. But  that  was  not  the  question; 
because,  whatever  expense  was  incurred  in 
sending  the  police  to  any  part  of  the 
country,  it  was  always  charged  to  and 
paid  by  the  locality.  Since  the  hon. 
Member  for  Beverley  had  complained  of 
the    assessment  upon    the   part    of    the 


parish  of  St.  George,  Hanover  Square, 
he  would  only  mention  that  until  the 
new  assessment  of  Middlesex,  two  years 
ago,  the  two  wealthiest  parishes,  St. 
James  and  St.  George,  Hanover  Square, 
paid  the  least  in  rates  of  any  parish 
in  the  county— they  were  greatly  under- 
valued, as  compared  with  the  eastern 
parishes. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  replied : 
He  contended  that  the  explanation  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  with  regard  to  the  police  being 
sent  to  different  parts  of  the  country,  was 
not  satisfactory,  because  though  their  ex- 
penses were  paid  when  they  were  on 
country  expeditions,  still  the  fact  of  their 
being  so  sent  about  rendered  the  employ- 
ment of  a  larger  force  necessary  than 
would  otherwise  be  required.  He  had  not 
meant  to  charge  them  as  a  body  with 
gross  misconduct,  but  what  he  said  was, 
that  they  were  not  so  perfect  and  efficient 
a  force  as  they  might  be.  At  any  rate, 
whether  supported  in  that  particular  or 
not,  he  still  contended  that  the  inhabitants 
of  the  metropolis  were  unjustly  taxed.  He 
had  the  greatest  deference  for  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose ;  but  as 
no  hope  had  been  held  out  to  him  that  the 
Committee  would  be  appointed  at  another 
time  if  he  now  withdrew  his  Motion,  ho 
felt  that  he  should  not  be  doing  his  duty 
if  he  did  not  press  it  to  a  division. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  regretted  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  not  followed  the 
judicious  advice  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montrose.  However,  if  his 
noble  Friend  divided,  he  should  divide  with 
him,  although  not  on  the  grounds  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  himself  advanced. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  28 ;  Noes 
137  :  Majority  109. 

Lift  of  the  Ayes. 


Bagshaw,  J. 
Colvillc.  C.  R. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  U. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Henry,  A. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hume,  J. 
JoUiffe,  SirW.  G.  II. 


King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Lushington,  G. 
Martin,  J. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Scholofield.  W. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Thompson,  Col. 
ThompsoBt  G. 
Waddington,  U.  S. 
Walmslcy,  Sir  J. 
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trie  telegraph,  he  asked  whether  those 
persons  who  were  returned  at  the  com- 
mencement of  a  septennial  Parliament  to 
make  laws  in  consonance  with  the  opinions 
of  the  day,  should  not  he  guided  by  the 
opinions  of  their  constituents  before  the 
seven  years  had  passed  away  ?  He  recol- 
lected that  two  hon.  Members  for  Sheffield, 
as  soon  as  they  had  violated  the  hopes  of 
their  constituents,  were  asked  by  all  those 
who  voted  for  them  to  surrender  their 
seats,  because  they  did  not  represent  the 
different  mind  of  the  same  constituency. 
Every  one  was  aware  that  the  man  who 
entertained  the  opinions  which  he  held 
seven  years  ago,  would  be  looked  upon  as 
a  man  living  behind  his  time.  The  Re- 
form Bill  had  been  a  total  failure.  What 
the  people  said  now  was,  that  they  must 
have  that  particular  franchise  which  would 
confer  the  greatest  social  changes  which 
the  improved  mind  of  the  country  required. 
He  was  told  that  annual  Parliaments 
would  lead  to  annual  confusion.  No  man 
discharged  a  good  servant,  no  one  could 
be  compelled  to  keep  a  bad  one  in  his  ser- 
vice, and  a  constituency  ought  to  be  re- 
presented by  one  who  was  able  to  dis- 
charge his  duties  faithfully.  He  com- 
plained of  hon.  Members  who,  having 
made  a  famous  hustings  speech  in  favour 
of  refonn,  turned  round,  when  returned, 
upon  their  constituents,  and  told  them  that 
a  false  construction  had  been  put  upon 
their  promises.  He  rose  on  the  present 
occasion  under  unfortunate  circumstances, 
not  being  backed,  as  in  the  previous  year, 
by  a  monster  petition.  But  let  not  Mini- 
sters think  that  the  people  had  given  up 
the  cause  of  the  Charter,  because  they  did 
not  petition.  The  fact  was,  that  they  de- 
clined, in  consequence  of  the  disgusting 
manner  in  which  their  petitions  had  pre- 
viously been  treated.  He  had  that  morn- 
ing received  a  letter  from  Birmingham,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  the  people  had 
determined  upon  petitioning  no  more,  but 
would  **  bide  their  time.*'  The  noble 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  taunted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  with  the 
fact  that  he  had  no  petitions  to  support 
him;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was  happy  to 
inform  that  hon.  Member  that  his  cause 
was  making  great  way  outside  that  House. 
He  tendered  to  the  hon.  Member  his  sin- 
cere thanks  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  taken  up  the  cause  of  the  people. 
The  noble  Lord  laughed  to  scorn  the  peti- 
tions of  the  people  ;  but  he  warned  the 
noble  Lord  against   attaching   too   much 


importance  to  the  lack  of  petitions.  That 
absence  was  a  consequence  of  the  absence 
of  trust,  of  hope,  or  of  confidence  in  that 
House,  and  not  of  any  apathy  on  the  part 
of  the  people  as  to  their  just  claims.  Any 
man  who  had  ever  advocated  liberal  prin- 
ciples in  Parliament,  knew  the  difficulties 
with  which  hon.  Members  had  to  contend 
out  of  doors.  When  the  people  were  in 
employment  they  could  not  be  aroused  to 
demand  their  political  rights;  but  as  soon 
as  they  found  themselves  without  employ- 
ment, or  working  at  insufficient  wages, 
they  said,  **  Lead  us  on  ;  wo  are  ready  for 
death  or  the  Charter."  If  the  Government 
were  wise,  instead  of  arousing  the  people 
to  fury,  and  then  coercing  them  to  keep 
them  quiet,  they  would  endeavour,  at  a 
period  of  tranquillity,  to  make  of  society 
one  harmonious  whole.  Charles  James 
Fox  and  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  in  1780, 
advocated  every  point  in  the  Charter  ;  but 
when  Mr.  Fox  was  in  power  he  brought  in 
a  Bill  preventing  Government  contractors 
from  sitting  in  that  House,  saying,  "There 
is  your  Charter  ;  that  is  what  I  promised 
you."  It  was  said  that  the  people  were 
too  ignorant  to  be  enfranchised.  In  France 
the  people  were  more  ignorant,  and  thej 
were  not  so  well  prepared  for  the  exercise 
of  political  rights,  because  no  public  dis- 
cussion had  been  allowed  in  that  countrj. 
But  the  people  of  France,  he  was  prepared 
to  contend,  had  exercised  their  political 
privileges  wisely.  He  asserted  that  no 
people  were  so  advanced  in  political  know- 
ledge as  the  people  of  England ;  but  if 
want  of  education  were  any  charge  or 
ground  of  disability  or  disqualification, 
upon  whom  ought  the  blame,  sin,  crime, 
and  inequality  to  rest,  but  on  the  Govern- 
ment, whose  primary  duty  it  was  to  look 
to  the  education  of  the  people,  luid  who 
were  answerable  for  this  disqualification. 
In  France  you  could  lead  the  minds  of  the 
people  after  Utopias,  theories,  and  airy  and 
metaphysical  nothings:  but  in  England  you 
could  not  do  this,  and  all  the  legal  prose- 
cutions that  the  Attorney  General  might 
institute  would  never  put  them  dowa  in 
the  pursuit  of  their  political  rights.  The 
people  would  never  look  for  any  thing 
short  of  the  People's  Charter,  whole  anid 
entire;  and  he  did  not  bclievw  tliat  tho 
House  would  be  disgraced,  or  the  cha- 
racter of  its  Members  would  bo  lowered,  if 
the  working  classed  we-^  Imitted  to  their 
fair  share  of  _. 

mijrht  t)  I  id  defend 

in  KliTery  hami^^t 


1269 


The  People's 


{July  3} 


Charter. 


1270 


when  that  measure  was  achieved.  Not  one 
of  those  social  changes  or  benefits  that 
were  to  be  produced  by  reform  had  been 
conceded  to  the  working  classes,  but  tliis 
House  was  more  divided  than  ever  it  was 
before  into  classes  repugnant  to  the  rights 
and  interests  of  the  working  classes.  Every 
hon.  Member  must  be  awaro  that  the 
House  was  now  divided  into  classes.  The 
interests  of  officers  in  the  Army  and  Navy, 
merchants,  manufacturers,  shopkeepers, 
and  last,  not  least  in  their  own  belief, 
lawyers,  were  repugnant  to  the  interests  of 
the  working  classes ;  whereas  they  all  lived 
on  the  proceeds  of  their  labour.  There 
was  one  passage  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  which  aston- 
ished and  alarmed  him  last  night — namely, 
when  he  claimed  to  illustrate  the  labour 
question,  he  said  he  did  not  mean  labour, 
but  the  protection  of  the  profits  of  those 
who  made  profits  by  the  labourer.  His 
proposition  was  of  a  different  character : 
it  was  to  give  to  the  labourer  the  fruits 
of  his  own  industry.  If  labour  was  fairly 
represented  in  the  House,  it  must  result  in 
the  advantage  of  all  other  classes.  The 
labour  question  was  convulsing  the  whole 
of  Europe  :  every  country  was  asking  for 
the  proper  development  of  the  labour  ques- 
tion; and  it  could  not  bo  developed  if  the 
wrongs  of  labour  and  if  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  labour  were  concealed  from 
those  who  represented  labour  in  that 
House.  He  was  aware  that  the  state  of 
the  Continent  might  bo  urged  against  con- 
cession to  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try at  this  moment;  but  he  contended  that 
Franee  was  the  strongest  argument  in  fa- 
vour of  his  proposition,  because  there  had 
been  three  elections  in  Paris — two  for  the 
Assembly  and  one  for  President — without 
one  single  convulsion  in  the  country. 
There  was  another  thing  with  regaid  to 
France — namely,  that  the  expression  of 
public  opinion  was  totally  forbidden;  but 
public  opinion  had  not  been  suppressed  in 
this  country,  and  you  could  not  urge  the 
people  to  impetuosity  and  violence.  He 
should  not  detain  the  House  long  with  his 
proposition  ;  it  was  likely  that  ho  might  be 
without  a  House  before  he  concluded  ;  but 
he  believed  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Go- 
Yemment  would  not  lend  themselves  to 
Bueh  a  mode  of  getting  rid  of  his  proposi- 
tion. He  would  analyse  the  several  points 
of  his  proposition,  and  if  they  were  not 
•useeptible  of  argument,  let  the  wisdom  of 
the  House  expose  them;  and  people  out  of 
doors^  if  they  found  they  had  been  de- 


ceived, would  give  up  their  theories  and 
remain  under  the  constitution  as  it  was  at 
present.  He  would  apprise  the  Govern- 
ment that  reformation  did  not  mean  revo- 
lution ;  but  withholding  reformation  veiy 
often  led  to  revolution.  As  to  the  three 
great  measures  of  Roman  Catholic  eman- 
cipation, reform,  and  free  trade — if  there 
had  been  a  modicum  of  justice  to  the  Ca- 
tholics, emancipation  might  have  been  de- 
ferred— if  Old  Sarum  and  other  boroughs 
had  been  disfranchised,  and  some  of  the 
larger  boroughs  enfranchised,  the  Reform 
Bill  might  have  been  deferred  for  some 
time;  and  so  with  regard  to  free  trade. 
His  proposition  was  founded  on  the  original 
Charter,  as  drawn  up  by  Daniel  O'Connell, 
signed  by  four  or  ^ve  Members  of  the 
House — amongst  them,  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale,  who  did  not  shrink  from 
the  avowal  of  these  principles,  by  Mr.  Roe- 
buck, Mr.  Hiudley,  and  others.  It  spoke 
rather  in  disparaging  terms  of  annual, 
and  preferred  triennial  Parliaments  ;  but 
it  did  not  repudiate  them.  If  he  were 
asked  which  of  the  six  points  of  the  Char- 
ter ho  preferred,  he  should  say  annual 
Parliaments,  for  then  hon.  Members  could 
settle  annual  accounts  with  their  consti- 
tuents. On  a  former  occasion,  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated  that  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill  there  had  been  elections 
every  two  years  and  a  half.  It  was  so, 
but  in  those  two  years  of  legislation  the 
representatives  of  the  people  were  not 
aware  that  the  Session  would  break  down, 
and  it  was  only  towards  the  close  of  the 
Session  that  those  who  had  boon  most 
subservient,  invariably  catered  for  support 
by  voting  for  some  popular  measure. 
What  he  contended  for  was,  that  all  men 
who  were  returned  to  the  House  should 
not  be  delegates,  but  the  representatives 
of  the  mind  of  the  constituency.  There 
was  one  very  important  fact  connected 
with  this  question  of  annual  Parliaments, 
and  it  was  strongly  developed  last  year  as 
regarded  Ireland,  and  commercial  distress, 
lie  believed  it  was  an  admitted  fact  that 
many  who  had  votes  in  1847  had  lost 
those  votes  in  consequence  of  pauperism. 
So  that  you  had  representatives  represent- 
ing bankrupt  electors,  dead  electors,  and 
pauper  electors  ?  Could  that  be  the  case  if 
they  had  sessional  Parliaments  ?  There 
was  one  great  object  which  would  be  at- 
tained by  the  adoption  of  annual  Parlia- 
ments, and  it  was  this :  you  legislated  for 
the  mind  of  the  day.  In  this  age  of  rapid 
progress,  when  the  mind  travelled  by  elec- 
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country  was  common  property.  It  was 
his  object,  as  it  was  that  of  the  thou- 
sands he  represented,  to  benefit,  not  them- 
selves only,  but  all  classes,  by  a  better  ap- 
plication of  the  industry  of  the  country, 
and  a  more  complete  development  of  its 
resources.  While  he  saw  this  country 
looking  across  the  Atlantic  for  supplies  of 
food,  while  millions  of  acres  of  land  here 
were  lying  waste  and  uncultivated,  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  labourers 
were  unemployed,  he  must  say  that  some 
change  in  our  Legislature,  some  change  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Legislature,  was  ne- 
cessary. Talk  not  to  him  of  the  ignorance 
of  the  working  classes.  If  they  were  ig- 
norant, who  was  to  blame  ?  He  had  more 
acquaintance  with  the  working  61asses  than 
any  man  who  had  ever  gone  before,  or  who 
would  ever  come  after  him.  Yes,  he  had 
met  them  in  all  places,  and  under  every 
variety  of  circumstance,  and  he  had  never 
heard  a  working  man  make  use  of  an  in- 
decent or  obscene  word.  Let  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  did  not  mix  with  them  as  he  did 
go  amongst  the  working  men  at  their 
meetings,  and  they  would  be  surprised  at 
the  good  sense,  the  eloquence,  and  the 
sincerity  they  would  there  meet  with. 
Why,  then,  should  persons  who  so  con- 
ducted themselves  not  have  a  share  in  the 
representation?  There  was  no  danger 
that  they  would  choose  improper  persons. 
For  their  own  sakes  they  would,  if  they 
had  the  franchise,  elect  those  who  would 
make  the  fittest  representatives.  Then  the 
best  security  for  the  good  conduct  of  the 
lower  classes  would  be  to  clothe  them  with 
the  responsibility  of  the  franchise.  He 
complained  that  the  voice  of  the  people 
now  was  in  a  great  measure  stifled  by  the 
press  in  this  country  as  well  as  on  the  Con- 
tinent. Free-trade  and  other  meetings  of 
the  middle  and  upper  classes  were  reported 
and  commented  on  by  the  newspapers;  but 
if  a  meeting  of  300,000  working  men 
took  place  to  advocate  the  People's  Charter, 
it  was  described  as  a  gathering  of  the  rab- 
ble, or  an  assembling  of  boys,  thieves,  and 
pickpockets.  It  was  impossible  to  get  at 
the  truth  from  the  newpaper  accounts.  It 
was  the  same  with  regard  to  the  fo- 
reign news.  In  the  foreign  news  of  the 
TimeSf  the  events  on  the  Continent,  which 
showed  the  actual  feeling  of  the  peo- 
ple, the  progress  of  popular  opinion 
everywhere  towards  free  institutions,  were 
either  perverted  or  oppressed.  Whole 
nations,  who  were  struggling  for  free- 
dom, were  described  by  the  Times,  first  as 


merely  insurrectionary,  then  as  a  body  of 
insurgents,  and  afterwards,  when  they  be- 
came strong  enough  to  make  their  power 
felt,  they  were  elevated  into  *•  the  demo- 
cratic party."  In  one  morning  paper,  he 
was  happy  to  say,  it  was  not  so.  If  they 
read  the  correspondence  of  the  Daily  Nevos^ 
they  would  there  see  the  mind  of  the  peo- 
ple foreshadowed.  There  they  would  see 
what  the  people  really  thought,  and  what 
they  were  really  doing.  But  the  objeot  of 
the  TifMS  seemed  to  be  to  keep  them  in 
ignorance  of  the  truth  until  it  should  bwst 
upon  them  like  a  clap  of  thunder.  Yet 
what  was  more  necessary  than  that  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  should 
possess  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  feel* 
ings  and  wishes  of  the  people;  and  what 
greater  vice  could  there  be  than  the  with- 
holding or  concealing  such  knowledge  ? 
He  had  seen  much  of  the  working  classes, 
and  had  done  much  for  them,  and  never 
had  he  sought  either  fee  or  reward.  All 
his  services  had  been  performed  gratui- 
tously. When  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, the  Member  for  the  city  of  Limerick, 
stood  for  Youghal,  he  had  laboured  most 
assiduously,  night  and  day,  to  promote  his 
election,  and  had  spared  neither  time  nor 
expense  in  that  work,  but  he  had  not 
charged  a  single  sixpence  even  for  ex* 
penses,  though  it  would  be  admitted  that 
he  was  greatly  instrumental  in  securing 
the  return  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  [Mr. 
J.  O'Connell:  No,  no!]  He  had,  how- 
ever,  received  the  thanks  and  the  grati- 
tude of  the  hon.  Member *s  father  for  the 
services  he  had  rendered  on  that  occasion. 
He  had  never  in  his  life  attended  a  secret 
meeting ;  he  never  wrote  a  private  letter 
on  politics,  nor  had  he  ever  done  anything 
that  he  would  be  ashamed  to  do  in  open 
day.  The  cause  he  now  advocated  might 
have  been  brought  forward  by  others  with 
greater  force,  but  by  none  possessing  more 
of  the  honest  confidence  of  the  working 
classes  than  he  did.  He  proposed  this 
Motion  as  an  independent  Motion;  he  had 
shown  that  the  construction  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  not  in  harmony  with  the 
opinions  of  the  people;  he  had  shown  how 
they  might  develop  the  resources  of  the 
country,  give  employment  to  labour,  and 
destroy  a  powerful  and  dangerous  antagon- 
ism; and  in  expressing  his  determiuation 
to  agitate  a  question  which,  after  all,  was 
but  the  recapitulation  of  the  principles  of 
the  Whig  party  previous  to  the  Reform 
Bill,  without  going  so  far  as  to  say  that 
he  would  die  on  the  floor  of  the  Houae,  he 
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promised  that,  whether  in  the  House  or 
out  of  it,  spite  of  persecution  or  prosecu- 
tion, he  would  never,  until  that  question 
was  carried,  cease  to  advocate  the  People's 
Charter,  and  no  surrender. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

•*  That  this  House,  recognising  the  great  prin- 
oiple  that  labour  is  the  source  of  all  wealth,  that 
the  people  are  the  only  legitimate  source  of  power, 
that  the  labourer  should  be  the  first  partaker  of 
the  firuits  of  his  own  industry,  that  taxation  with- 
out representation  is  tyranny,  and  should  be  re- 
sisted, and  believing  that  the  resources  of  the 
Ck)iinU7  would  be  best  developed  by  laws  made 
by  representatives  chosen  by  the  labouring  classes 
in  eoi\]unotion  with  there  who  live  by  other  in- 
dustrial pursuits ;  that  (in  recognition  of  the  above 
mat  truths)  this  House  adopts  the  principles  em- 
bodied in  the  document  entitled  The  People's 
Charter,  namely.  Annual  Elections,  Universal 
Suffrage,  Vote  by  Ballot,  equal  Electoral  Dis- 
tricts, no  Property  Qualification,  and  Payment  of 
Members." 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  second- 
ed the  Motion. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  that  as  one 
of  those  who  were  concerned  in  the  mo- 
dem origin  of  the  Charter,  he  should,  ho 
thought,  incur  just  hlamc  if  he  allowed  the 
dehate  to  go  over  without  offering  a  few 
words  to  express  his  reasons  for  support- 
ing the  Motion.  In  doing  so,  he  must 
admit  that  he  took  a  wide  and  diffuBivc 
Tiew  of  the  suhject.  He  did  not  consider 
himself  hound  either  to  this  part  of  it  or 
that,  hut  he  looked  to  sec  in  what  direction 
the  current  of  the  Motion  tended,  and  be- 
lieving it  to  be  generally  good,  he  voted  for 
it.  If  he  voted  for  annual  Parliaments,  it 
might  he  his  opinion  that  this  was  a  just 
and  reasonable  thing;  and  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  he  preferred  annual 
Parliaments  if  they  were  practicable,  but 
if  it  should  be  found  that  they  were 
not,  he  did  not  consider  that  he  was  in 
any  way  hound  on  that  subject.  Tliere 
was  one  of  the  six  points  wliich  he  certainly 
looked  upon  as  nn  excrescence — no  part 
in  the  adoption  of  that  could  be  charged  to 
the  modern  authors  of  the  Charter,  to  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  belong.  He  referred 
to  the  payment  of  Members.  That  was 
BO  ohild  of  theirs,  but  had  been  invented 
since,  and  he  could  not  involve  himself 
in  any  promise  to  support  it.  With  regard 
to  the  Ballot,  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  highly  useful  adjunct  to  purity  of  elec- 
tion, and  he  knew  of  nothing  that  would 
give  more  relief  to  a  large  and  merito- 
110118  hody  of  electors  in  the  kingdom. 
Memhers  were  not  bound  by  voting  for 
ike  Motion  to  all  these  several  points;  but 


it  appeared  to  him  that  the  constituencies, 
seeing  such  a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  would 
naturally  ask,  ••  Did  our  representatives 
give  that  general  support  to  the  advance- 
ment of  political  and  popular  freedom 
which  we  had  a  right  to  expect  from  them, 
or  did  they  not  ?  *'  They  would  not  enter 
into  the  reasons  of  their  representatives 
for  dissenting  from  this  point  or  that,  but 
would  look  to  the  division  list  to  ascertain 
whether  they  supported  generally  a  pro- 
position brought  before  them  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise. 

Mr.  HUME  would  vote  for  the  Motion. 
He  denied  that  any  odium  attached  to  the 
Charter,  or  to  those  who  advocated  popular 
rights  in  a  candid  and  constitutional  spirit. 
He  desired  to  see  the  principles  of  reform 
fully  and  fairly  extended,  and  believed  that 
reform,  to  he  efHcipnt,  must  be  made  oon^ 
formable  to  the  feelings  of  the  country. 
He  had  ever  advocated  the  right  of  every 
man  to  bo  represented  in  the  Legislature; 
and  he  could  distinctly  recollect  that  25 
years  ago  there  was  an  excellent  toast 
at  popular  Whig  meetings  and  dinners—* 
namely,  **  The  People:  the  source  of  all 
legitimate  power.*'  He  was  opposed  to 
taxation  without  representation,  which  ho 
with  many  others  considered  tyranny,  and 
he  was  pleased  beyond  measure  to  find 
that  those  out  of  doors  who  had  heretofore 
rendered  reform  unpopular,  and  checked  its 
progress,  were  now  engaged  in  meeting 
the  wishes  of  the  people  by  endeavouring 
to  obtain  for  them  their  just  rights.  Ho 
confessed  that  he  should  prefer  his  own 
more  limited  Motion  to  the  one  now  sub- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham ;  but  when  he  saw  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who  ought  to  be  progressive  in  their 
movements,  standing  still  and  refusing  to 
advance  a  single  step,  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  voting  for  an  extensive  proposition  of 
the  present  kind.  He  thought  the  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  act  in  ignorance  of  the 
strong  feeling  entertained  out  of  doors  re- 
lative to  the  limited  extent  of  the  repre- 
sentation. He  hoped  the  time  was  com- 
ing when  the  middle-class  electors,  seeing 
that  all  those  measures  were  now  rejected 
which  had  for  their  object  a  reduction  of 
the  national  expenditure  and  the  promo- 
tion of  good  government,  would  demand  a 
change  in  the  constitution  of  the  House. 
He  was  happy  to  say  that,  during  tho 
whole  course  of  his  acquaintance  with  the 
working  classes,  he  had  never  heard  them 
advocate  anything  approaching  to  violence. 
He  had  heard  noble  Lords  and  hon,  Mem« 
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bers  declaring  that  the  time  might  come 
when  the  sponge  would  have  to  be  applied 
to  public  property;  but  never  had  lie  list- 
ened to  any  such  sentiment  escaping  from 
the  lips  of  the  working  men  of  England. 
On  the  contrary,  a  more  honest,  disinter- 
ested, and,  he  would  add,  intelligent  class 
of  men  he  had  never  met.  He  believed 
they  would  ever  be  found  reasonable  in 
their  demands,  and  in  every  respect  en- 
titled to  obtain  and  exercise  the  rights  of 
freemen.  England  should  recollect  that 
she  owed  her  greatness  to  the  labours  of 
her  artisans,  the  very  men  who  were  now 
considered  incapable  and  unworthy  of  be- 
ing brought  within  the  pale  of  the  consti- 
tution. Surely,  in  order  to  be  an  English- 
man, a  man  ought  not  to  be  slave.  And 
yet  there  were  four  or  five  millions  of  men, 
of  adult  age,  the  very  strength  and  sinew 
of  the  country,  who  were  still  hold  to  be 
disentitled  to  the  privileges  of  the  State. 
These  men  were  loyal;  they  felt  themselves 
degraded  by  the  stamp  of  inferiority  having 
been  branded  upon  them;  they  were  kept 
at  bay  and  excluded  from  their  just  rights 
upon  the  ground  of  unworthiness.  He  was 
anxious  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  make  these  men  as  contented  as 
they  were  now  dissatisfied,  by  admitting 
them  within  the  pale  of  the  constitution. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  looked  upon  as  a  great  reformer; 
now  that  he  had  the  power,  let  him  carry 
out  those  principles  of  which,  for  so  many 
years,  he  had  professed  himself  to  be  so 
warm  a  supporter.  Let  not  others  be  al- 
lowed to  do  what  he  might  now  accomplish 
with  so  much  facility  and  grace.  Let  him, 
as  a  friend  to  popular  and  religious  free- 
dom, do  justice  to  the  people  by  at  once 
bringing  them  within  the  pale  of  the  con- 
stitution. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  either  of  the  lion.  Gentle- 
men in  supporting  the  Motion,  and  he  did 
not  think  the  arguments  of  either  of  them 
went  the  fidl  length  of  the  Charter.  To 
two  of  the  principles  advocated  in  the  Mo- 
tion he  subscribed,  namely,  to  the  abolition 
of  qualification  for  Members,  and  vote  by 
ballot.  The  question  of  annual  Parlia- 
ments he  would  leave  to  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken. 
Universal  suffrage,  in  the  present  state  of 
society, ;  without  further  enlightenment 
peo     3y  would  be  most  dangerous 

.  loji  .     He  was  opposed  to  equal 
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county  or  his  borough  ;  but  he  was  at  the 
same  time  desirous  of  seeing  the  existing 
inequality  of  constituencies  greatly  modi- 
fied. With  regard  to  the  suffrage,  he  was 
anxious  to  express  his  decided  opinion  that 
the  safest  and  most  conservative  measure 
which  the  Governmeat  could  adopt,  would 
be  a  large  extension  of  the  franchise. 
After  what  we  had  seen  abroad,  of  ancient 
dynasties  being  overturned,  and  established 
Governments  withering  away  like  Jonah's 
gourd,  it  was  essential,  in  a  country  like 
this,  that  measures  should  be  taken  whilst 
the  public  mind  was  calm,  to  admit  within 
the  pale  of  the  franchise  those  large  bodies 
of  intelligent  and  industrious  men  who 
were  now  excluded  from  it.  Whatever 
might  be  the  faults  of  the  Reform  Bill,  it 
was  a  great  blessing  to  the  country  that  it 
had  passed.  The  main  fault  of  that  mea- 
sure was,  that  it  gave  the  franchise  upon 
a  system  of  a  too  philosophical  character. 
The  attempt  to  make  it  uniform  had  not 
been  successful,  whilst  it  had  been  followed 
by  injurious  disproportions.  Any  one  who 
knew  what  a  ten-pound  house  was  in  a 
large  city,  compared  with  a  house  of  the 
same  rent  in  a  small  borough,  whether  in 
England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  need  not 
be  reminded  of  the  utter  absence  of  uni- 
formity. The  effect  of  it  had  been  to 
throw  all  power  into  the  hands  of  one 
class,  and  to  exclude  the  class  below  them, 
who  were  no  less  enlightened,  nor  less  de- 
serving— he  meant  the  working  classes. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goyem- 
mcnt,  in  his  speech  upon  this  question  last 
year,  alluded  to  the  establishment  of  guilds 
in  large  towns,  whereby  to  bring  the  work- 
ing classes  into  the  enjoyment  of  the  fran- 
chise, in  addition  to  the  present  constitu- 
encies. He  (Mr.  M.  J.  0  Connell)  recom- 
mended the  noble  Lord  not  to  lose  sight  of 
that  object,  nor  to  miss  the  opportunity  of 
adding  to  his  character  as  an  extender  of 
the  franchise  to  the  middle  classes  the 
additional  lustre  of  conferring  the  same 
boon  upon  the  working  classes. 

Mr.  G.  THOMPSON  did  not  anUcipate 
any  practical  result  from  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, but  he  felt  that  it  was  important, 
whenever  a  fitting  occasion  offered,  that 
there  should  be,  for  the  sake  of  the  Mem- 
bers within  the  walls  of  that  House  and 
for  the  country  outside,  a  judicious  discus- 
sion on  that  great  national  quesUon — a 
change  in  the  representative  system  of  the 
empire.  He  had  observed  in  t^at  House 
a  retrograde  instead  of  a  progremivo  tnoye- 
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ment  on  tbe  part  of  its  Members — ^he  had 
observed  that  they  had  offered  a  firm  and 
continued  resistance  to  everything  having 
a  tendency  to  enlarge  the  political  rights 
of  the  people.  Every  declaration  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  more  emphatic 
than  the  last — that  nothing  was  to  he  ex- 
pected from  him.  [Lord  J.  Russell  :  No, 
no  !]  The  noble  Lord  held  power  on  a 
condition  imposed  so  far  hack  as  Novem- 
ber, 1837,  that  condition  being  that  he 
would  never  disturb  the  Reform  Bill  of 
1832 ;  and  although  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  deny  that  some  change  in  the  repre- 
sentative system  would  be  desirable,  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  the  originator  of  any  measure  of 
reform  in  the  system— that  he  would  even 
give  his  support  as  a  Member  of  that 
House  to  any  such  measure — much  less 
that  he  would  lend  it  his  sanction.  [Lord 
J.  Russell  :  No,  no!]  It  was  .therefore 
time,  instead  of  making  any  appeal  to  the 
Doble  Lord — which  was  going  on  a  broken 
system,  expecting  to  gather  grapes  from 
thorns,  or  figs  from  thistles  —  that  the 
House  should  see  whether  they  would  not 
take  into  their  serious  consideration  the 
necessary  enlargement  of  the  number  of 
those  who  had  the  privilege  of  sending 
Members  to  that  House.  Now  there  were 
some  facts  connected  with  this  question 
which  did  not  admit  of  debate.  It  was 
not  a  matter  for  debate  whether  the  popu- 
lation of  the  united  kingdom  amounted  to 
28,000,000 — it  was  not  a  matter  for  debate 
that  they  were  as  virtuous,  as  religious, 
and  as  orderly  a  population  as  any  on  the 
face  of  the  globe — it  was  not  a  matter  of 
debate  that  when,  on  the  10th  of  April, 
they  were  threatened  with  an  invasion  of 
London,  there  was  no  disturbance  —  no 
breach  of  order  on  the  part  of  those  who 
met  in  large  numbers  on  Kennington  Com- 
mon, although  a  collision  might  have  oc- 
curred in  consequence  of  the  arrangements 
made  by  the  Government  between  an 
armed  poHce  and  a  peaceable  people — it 
was  not  a  matter  for  debate  that  a  coni- 
roittee  of  noblemen  and  gentlemen  of  in- 
fluence assembled  shortly  afterwards  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  their  aj^proba- 
tion  of,  and  of  bearing  testimony  to,  the 
loyalty  of  those  working  classes — yet  those 
very  classes  who  had  received  this  unequi- 
yocal  acknowledgment  were  the  parties  of 
whom  the  hen.  Member  for  Kerry  was 
afraid — of  whom  the  ^Members  of  ller 
■Majesty's  Govenmient  were  afiaid — and 
VOL.CVI.     {K} 


whom  that  House,  in  its  collective  capacity, 
held  unworthy  of  an  increased  franchise. 
It  was  not  a  debateable  question  that 
though,  as  he  had  stated,  the  population 
of  the  united  kingdom  amounted  to 
28,000,000,  there  was  but  1,000,000,  or 
less,  on  the  registry;  and  that,  owing  to 
double  votes  and  other  circumstances,  there 
were  not  on  the  registry,  at  any  one  time, 
more  than .  800,000  persons.  That  he 
thought  was  a  remarkable  fact,  and  a  libel 
on  the  intelligence  of  the  country.  Yet 
was  there  no  country  which  could  be  so 
safely  intrusted  with  an  extended  franchise. 
Never  was  there  a  country  the  population 
of  which  was  more  subject  to  all  those 
influences  which  would  lead  them  to  make 
a  right  use  of  any  additional  powers  con- 
ferred on  them.  But  if  there  were  only 
1,000,000  of  electors  out  of  a  population 
of  28,000,000,  what  was  the  spectacle 
which  was  witnessed  in  regard  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  right  of  franchise  was 
distributed  ?  In  the  borough  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  (the  Tower 
Hamlets),  there  were  when  he  was  elected 
19,350  persons  having  the  right  to  vote, 
who  sent  two  Members  to  Parliament.  He 
found  that  there  were  58  towns  having  a 
population  of  19,882,  which  sent  82  Mem- 
bers to  the  House.  The  gross  population 
of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  having  the  right  to 
send  two  Members  to  Parliament,  was 
419,730;  whereas  he  found  by  the  list 
that  65  English  towns,  having  a  popula- 
tion of  419,259,  had  a  right  to  send  93 
representatives  to  that  House.  That  was 
a  monstrous  anomaly,  of  which  the  people 
were  aware,  and  wanted  to  see  corrected. 
He  held  that  every  argument  used  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  aifairs,  and  by 
other  Members  of  his  Government,  in 
1832,  were  equally  applicable  now.  Was 
the  noble  Lord  an  enemy  of  nomination  ? 
So  was  he  (Mr.  Thompson)  and  others 
who  held  the  same  opinions.  Was  the 
noble  Lord  an  enemy  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption at  elections  ?  So  were  they.  Did 
he  (Mr.  Thompson)  put  a  question  **  Were 
there  any  nominations  at  elections  for  bo- 
roughs?" the  answer  would  be  in  the 
affirmative.  Looking  at  the  list  moved 
for  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Marylebone,  he  found  the  words  **  no  con- 
test"—  **  no  contest"  —  **no  contest" 
placed  opposite  such  and  boroughs.  Those 
were  the  nomination  boroughs;  but  if  they 
took  up  the  list  of  those  which  were  not, 
strictly  speaking,  nomination  boroughs, 
they  would  find  thoy  were  nevertheless 
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in  the  market.  The  man  who  would  not 
or  dared  not  make  an  appeal  to  a  li- 
beral and  enlightened  constituency  betook 
himself  to  some  club  not  500  yards  from 
wbere  they  were  sitting,  and  there  en- 
tered into  a  contract  with  a  man  acknow- 
ledged to  be  a  trafficker  in  boroughs 
and  in  seats  in  that  Ilouse.  An  agree- 
ment was  entered  into  as  to  wbat  that  traf- 
ficker in  seats  would  take,  fees  included, 
and  an  hon.  Member  took  his  seat.  The 
House  was  aware  that  such  practices  were 
constantly  resorted  to;  but  the  question 
then  arose,  how  were  those  boroughs 
managed  ?  It  was  well  known,  that  there 
were  within  them  a  corrupt  few,  who  held 
the  balance  of  power  in  their  hands,  and 
it  was  not  the  honest  Conservatives,  nor 
the  honest  Liberals,  who  returned  their 
Member.  He  would  not  support  any 
measure,  by  which  any  party  would  be 
precluded  from  returning  a  representative 
of  their  choice,  and  one  who  would  be  the 
exponent  of  their  views.  He  would  have 
no  objection,  that  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  should  appeal  to  the 
country  on  the  question  of  changing  the 
policy  of  the  late  and  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, during  past  years,  provided 
that  the  appeal  were  made  to  the  sense 
and  understanding  of  the  entire  people  of 
the  country.  But  to  return  to  his  subject 
— to  put  an  end  to  such  matters  as  he  had 
alluded  to,  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  those  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  who  had  voted  with  him,  had 
introduced  the  Reform  Bill ;  but  there  was 
not  a  single  abuse  which  that  noble  Lord 
had  exposed — which  that  noble  Lord  had 
denounced,  and  for  the  suppression  of 
which  the  Bill  had  been  framed — which 
was  not  as  rife  now  as  then.  There  was, 
at  borough  elections,  the  same  inter- 
ference by  Peers  of  the  realm — there  was 
the  same  bribery,  and  the  same  intimida- 
tion— there  was  naught  which  led  to  the 
Reform  Bill  seventeen  years  ago,  which 
did  not  exist  in  superior  force  now.  But, 
since  that  period,  things  had  improved. 
There  was  now  a  favourable  disposition 
amongst  the  working  classes  to  come  be- 
fore that  House — even  in  the  person  of 
the  humble  individual  who  addressed  them 
— to  make  an  appeal,  and  to  express  their 
readiness  to  accept  even  an  instalment  of 
that  which  they  believed  to  be  their  due. 
He  would  bear  testimony,  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham,  that  there  were 
elements  for  making  that  Ilouse  what  it 
was  designed  to  be  by  their  constitution, 


and  that  there  was  no  fear  of  improper  re- 
presentatives being  sent  to  it  by  the  largest 
extension  of  the  franchise.  The  population 
of  the  country  had  greatly  increased,  there 
had  been  a  great  increase  in  the  education 
of  the  people.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  had  referred  to  his  own  country 
when  he  spoke  of  the  want  of  education 
which  existed,  and  expressed  a  wish  for  a 
further  enlightenment  of  the  people.  If 
the  hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  English  na- 
tion, he  begged  to  deny  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement.  There  was  not  in  Eng- 
land as  great  an  amount  of  moral  and  re- 
ligious education  as  he  could  desire ;  but 
there  was  enough  to  give  ample  security 
that  the  extension  of  the  franchise  would 
not  be  abused.  The  men  who  were  es- 
teemed by  their  employers,  and  trusted  bj 
them,  to  any  extent,  in  all  the  aflfairs  of 
human  life,  were  the  men  who  were  de- 
nied the  right  conferred  on  the  native 
Irishman,  twenty-four  hours  after  he  bad 
landed  in  New  York.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment, 
had  the  gratitude  of  the  country  for  hav- 
ing passed  the  Reform  Bill ;  it  would  be 
more  than  man  could  say,  how  much  evil 
had  been  arrested  by  the  timely  passing  of 
such  an  Act.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  if  he  had  ever  regretted  that  he  had 
enfranchised  Manchester,  Glasgow,  Bir- 
mingham, and  other  large  and  important 
towns  ?  He  would  ask  if  there  had  ever 
been  any  petition  from  those  towns — ^had 
there  ever  been  any  of  those  disgracefol 
electioneering  scenes  there  of  which  they 
had  evidence  as  having  taken  place  in 
such  towns  as  Bewdley,  Harwich,  Hor- 
sham, aud  Lyme  Regis?  The  former 
were  large  and  important  towns;  but  it 
was  in  the  small  towns  that  scenes  occur- 
red so  disgraceful  as  to  cause  to  be  laid  on 
that  table  piles  of  volumes,  the  efifect  of 
which  was  to  make  every  one  desire  to  see 
an  efficient  change  in  the  representative 
system  of  the  country.  He  asked  the 
Ilouse  to  recognise  the  right  of  the  people 
to  an  extended  franchise.  The  people 
were  aware  that  they  had  no  hope  that 
there  would  be  any  change  in  afiairs  unless 
the  representative  franchise  was  increased, 
and  he  believed  that  they  were'making  a 
great  rally  to  effect  that  object.  It  was  his 
full  and  earnest  belief  that  in  seeking  to 
promote  that  measure,  it  was  one  of  a 
truly  loyal  and  conservative  character;  and 
if  he  indulged  in  any  fears  that  convul- 
sions  would  take  place  which  would  shake 
the  constitution  of  their  country,  it  was 
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not  wHen  he  contemplated  that  the  people 
were  brought  within  the  pale,  but  the 
events  which  might  be  occasioned  were 
they  kept  without  it.  Believing  that  the 
constitution  would  be  maiutained  in  its 
integrity  when  the  people  were  possessed 
of  their  indubitable  right  to  an  extended 
suffrage,  he  would  support  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Notting- 
ham— ^but  without  committing  himself  to 
all  the  details — in  the  hope  that  it  would 
lead  to  some  beneficial  result. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  rose  as  a  supporter  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  deliver  such  an  answer  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham,  as 
the  debate,  wholly  unexciting  as  it  was, 
appeared  to  call  for — an  answer  he  had  not 
carefully  considered,  as  he  came  down  in- 
tending to  speak,  if  at  all,  upon  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
but  which,  as  it  was  present  to  the  mind 
of  every  educated  Englishman,  there  was 
no  great  hazard  or  presumption  in  deliver- 
ing at  80  short  a  notice.  Whoever  pro- 
posed to  plunge  the  British  empire  into  a 
system  of  immediate,  complete,  and  irre- 
versible democracy,  must  prove  one  of  two 
things :  cither  that  democracy  was  in  itself, 
and  viewed  generally,  a  good  form  of  go- 
vernment; or  that,  if  conceded  in  the  ab- 
stract to  be  false,  pernicious,  and  de- 
grading, the  peculiar  features  of  the  Bri- 
tish empire  rendered  safe  and  tolerable 
there,  what  in  other  countries  was  precisely 
the  reverse  of  tolerable,  and  precisely  the 
reverse  of  safe.  The  hon.  Member  for  Not- 
tingham had  not  accomplished  one  condi- 
tion or  the  other.  He  had  neither  weakened 
the  authority  nor  combated  the  doctrines 
of  the  various  illustrious  men  by  whom  it 
had  been  shown  that  supreme  power  ought 
not  to  be  consigned  to  the  numerical  ma- 
jority, or  referred  to  a  single  institution; 
or  which  rendered  England  an  appropriate 
victim  of  so  subtle,  so  stern,  and  so 
nakedly  exposed  a  tyranny.  lie  had, 
however,  advanced  one  most  extraordinary 
argument,  namely,  that  because  Roman 
Catholic  Emancipation,  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  Free  Trade,  had  all  been  legislative 
failures,  it  w^as  requisite  to  introduce  a 
scheme  of  Annual  Parliaments  and  Uni- 
versal Suffrage  to  amend  them.  He  (Mr. 
Campbell)  denied  that  those  three  measures 
had  been  failures.  Each  had  answered  its 
intention.  The  first  had  averted  civil 
war;  the  second  had  prevented  revolution; 
the  third  had  cheapened  bread  and  miti- 
gated famine.    If  because  these  measures, 


conformable  to  popular  desires,  and  de- 
fensible by  solid  arguments,  had  led  to  no 
good  result,  was  it  rational  or  prudent  to 
infer  that  another  vast  scheme,  which  was 
not  conformable  to  popular  desires,  or  de- 
fensible by  any  argument  whatever,  was 
entitled  to  the  sanction  of  the  House,  or 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  country  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  then  briefly  stated  the  main 
argument  against  Chartism  in  the  minds 
of  thinking  men,  familiar  as  it  must  be  to 
the  thoughts  of  every  one  present,  name- 
ly, that  inasmuch  as  Chartism  engagedHhe 
support  which  it  possessed  among  the 
working  classes,  by  the  promise  of  higher 
wages,  and  inasmuch  as  none  of  its  pro- 
visions had  any  tendency  whatever  to  raise 
the  price  of  labour,  the  disappointment 
which  would  follow  its  adoption  must  lead 
to  a  cry  for  the  next  delusive  system  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  solve  the  fearful 
problem — the  problem  of  human  misery. 
That  system  was  Socialism.  Socialism 
would  then  become,  as  it  was  in  France, 
a  topic  of  Parliamentary  debate;  and  as 
such  a  state  of  things  would  be  disastrous 
to  the  people,  and  degrading  to  the  Legis- 
lature, he  (Mr.  Campbell)  called  upon  the 
House  of  Commons  to  avert  it,  by  their  vote 
to-night.  He  should  offer  no  remarks  upon 
the  speech  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  had  delivered  against  the 
details  of  the  Reform  Bill,  as  it  ought  to 
have  been  made,  if  at  all,  upon  the  5th  of 
June,  when  it  would  no  doubt  have  been 
satisfactorily  answered,  either  by  the  noble 
Lord  or  some  of  his  supporters.  One 
startling  fact  had  emerged  to-night,  which 
he  could  not  pass  without  notice.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  appeared  before 
them  as  a  Chartist.  Radical  reform  and 
Chartism  had  at  length  shaken  hands  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  on  the  5th  of 
June,  had  been  accepted  by  his  adversa- 
ries. They  no  longer  pretended  that 
Chartism  was  not  their  goal,  as  they  had 
when,  in  the  first  instance,  they  selected 
the  Reform  Bill  as  their  starting  post. 
The  doubts  which  surrounded  their  real 
aims,  and  ultimate  intentions,  for  the  plea- 
sure of  going  into  the  lobby  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  to-night,  they — 
or  at  least  their  leader — had  shown,  if  not 
the  courage,  the  simplicity  and  candour  to 
disperse.  On  this  one  result  of  the  debate 
to-night,  he  (Mr.  Campbell)  would  not  scru- 
ple to  congratulate  the  noble  Lord,  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  country. 
2  T2 
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As  he  had  risen  to  discharge  a  debt  of  1  partaker  of  the  fruits  of  his  own  industry; 
courtesy  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  jfor  what  could  be  more  just  than  that  the 
man  the  Member  for  Nottingham,  by  ad-  j  labourer  should  get  a  fair  return  for  his 
verting  to  some  of  his  remarks,  which  |  labour  ?  The  next  was,  that  taxation 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  command  the  |  without  representation  was  tyranny;  and 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  j  he  would  ask  if  that  also  was  not  a  fair 
the  Government,  he  (Mr.  Campbell)  had  ;  proposition  ?  All  these  propositions  met 
no  doubt  he  should  be  forgiven  by  the  j  with  his  fullest  concurrence;  and  he  also 
House,  for  having  ventured  into  the  dis- '  thought  that  the  mode  of  reform  to  he 
cussion  at  a  moment  when  perhaps  he  was  |  founded  on  them  recommended  in  the  re- 
little  qualified  to  do  so.  '  solution  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  said.  |  was  the  true  one  to  be  adopted.  He  had 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  presented  a  petition  from  the  inhabitants 
having  referred  to  him  as  one  of  those  wlio  '  of  Rochdale  that  day,  and  they  had  in- 
had  signed  the  document  on  which  the  structcd  him  to  say  that  the  reason  why 
Charter  was  founded,  he  was  desirous  of ,  the  petition  had  been  signed  by  the  chair- 
not  giving  a  silent  vote  on  this  occasion.  \  man  alone,  was  that  the  people  bad  deter- 
He  was  quite  willing  to  avow  having  signed  mined  to  send  no  more  petitions  to  that 
that  document;  and  he  would  also  avow  j  House,  because  they  had  learned  by  expe- 
that  all  his  experience  since  then  had  con- 1  rience  that  their  petitions  were  totally  and 
firmed  him  in  the  opinion  that  the  true  '  systematically  disregarded.  If  the  House 
principles  of  public  liberty  were  defined  in  i  by  its  vote  to-night  confirmed  the  people  in 
it.  His  experience  told  him  that  the  |  this  impression,  they  could  not  be  surprised 
liberty  of  the  people  was  not  regarded  in  !  if  hereafter  there  was  a  return  to  those 
that  House — that  a  farther  reform  of  the  i  scones  which  they  had  before  witnessed 
Legislature  was  necessary — and  that  the      "  " 


principle  set  forth  in  the  resolutions  of  tlie 
hon.  Member  were  the  true  principles  on 
which  that  reform  ou<jht  to  be  established. 


with  so  much  regret. 

Sill  G.  STRICKLAND  had  to  express 
his  regret  at  being  obliged  to  address  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  but  he  did  not 


But  while  saying  this,  he  did  not  mean  to  i  wish  that  his  vote  should  be  misunderstood, 
state  that  he  would  be  unwilling  to  accept  j  He  believed  that  there  was  not  an  older 
of   any  qualification  of   these   principles,    -  -      -     ~ 

which  it  would  be  possible  to  get  public 
opinion  to  agree  to.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  wished  to  carry  reform  by  force, 
or  by  any  means  except  the  influence  of 
public  opinion  in  its  favour;  and  he  was 
therefore  willing  to  accept  of  even  a  por- 
tion of  these  measures  in  the  first  instance. 
But,  above  all,  he  thought  that  the  great 


re- 
former in  the  House,  or  one  more  anxious 
to  extend  the  francbise,  than  ho  was.  He 
had  voted  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose;  but  after  the  declara- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  to-night,  that  be 
would  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham,  tbough  he  did 
not  coincide  in  all  the  sentiments  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  put  forward,  ho  felt  that 
principle  of  reform  should  be  an  extension  j  some  explanation  was  necessary  on  his  (Sir 
of  the  suffrage.  In  advocating  these  prin- 1  G.  Strickland's)  part  in  taking  an  opposite 
ciples  he  did  not  consider  that  he  was  ad- ,  course.  He  entirely  concurred  with  the 
vocating  any  invasion  on  the  constitution.  |  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  that  any  re- 
He  believed  that  he  was  only  going  back  form  adopted  ought  to  be  based  on  a  largo 
to  the  original  principles  of  the  constitu-  extension  of  the  franchise.  That  was  also 
tion,  which  they  had  departed  from,  and  |  the  view  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
which  it  was  most  desirable  to  restore,  j  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  yet  that  hon. 
The  resolution  stated  other  preliminary  '  Member  also  intended  voting  for  the  pre- 
doctrines  that  had  his  entire  concurrence.  '  sent  Motion.  He  was  as  wUling  as  either 
It  declared  that  labour  was  the  souicc  of !  of  these  hon.  Gentlemen  to  extend  the 
all  wealth,  and  it  must  be  admitted  that  I  franchise,  and  to  place  it  on  a  higher  and 
there  was  no  wealth  which  was  founded  |  more  extensive  basis,  and  yet  he  intended 
on  labour.  It  also  stated  that  the  people  i  taking  an  opposite  side  in  the  vote  which 
were  the  source  of  all  legitimate  power;  i  he  was  about  to  give.  He  had  been  also 
and  how,  ho  would  ask,  could  there  be  a  strenuous  advocate  for  the  ballot,  as  he 
legitimate  power  that  was  not  conferred  hv  thought  it  would  relieve  many  honourable 
the  people  through  their  representatives  ?  and  conscientious  persons  who  found  thero- 
The  next  proposition  was  also  true,  that  selves  placed  in  a  most  embarrassed  posi- 
the  labourer  was  entitled  to  be  the  first !  tion  at  every  election.     He  thought  that  it 
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was  a  most  odious  and  disgusting  position 
for  an  honest  shopkeeper  to  be  placed  in 
when  he  found  that  he  could  not  give  a 
conscientious  vote  at  an  election  without 
exposing  his  family  to  ruin  and  distress. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  had 
told  them  that  lie  was  not  a  friend  to  the 
ballot  without  getting  at  the  same  time  the 
widest  extension  of  the  suffrage — a  jump 
which  he  thought  too  wide  to  take  at  once. 
On  these  grounds  he  must  vote  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, although  there  were  many  points  on 
which  he  agreed  with  him. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  spoken  seemed  to  imagine 
tliat  there  was  some  extraordinary  contra- 
riety between  the  Motion  now  before  the 
House,  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose.  But  there  was  a  bond  of  union 
between  those  two  Motions  much  more  im- 
portant than  any  minute  difference  that 
could  possibly  be  shown.  They  both  aimed 
at  one  thing — at  representation;  and  it 
was  for  representation,  real,  full,  and  fair, 
that  he  meant  to  give  his  vote  that  even- 
ing, as  he  gave  it  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  he  went  out  into  the  lobby  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  It  had  bpen 
objected  to  this  Motion  that  it  was  an  ab- 
stract proposition,  and  also  that  it  tied  the 
House  down  by  its  adoption  to  a  minute- 
ness of  detail  which  could  not  afterwards 
be  altered.  These  two  objections,  though 
urged  by  the  same  hon.  Member,  seemed 
so  radically  in  opposition  to  each  other, 
as  effectually  to  settle  the  question  of  the 
attention  to  which  either  of  them  was  en- 
titled. This  proposition  was  only  abstract 
in  the  sense  of  all  important  propositions. 
Every  great  measure  of  reform  must  origi- 
nate in  what  was  called  an  abstract  propo- 
sition. It  must  be  the  assertion  of  a  great 
and  broad  principle;  yet  he  was  not  aware 
that,  by  the  rules  or  custom  of  the  House, 
it  was  precluded,  after  the  adoption  of  such 
a  Motion,  from  taking  any  liberty  with  the 
details  of  the  measure,  which  must,  of 
course,  undergo  regular  discussion,  and  be 
liable  to  any  amendment  that  might  be 
applied  to  it.  To  some  of  the  details  he 
should  most  assuredly  object  when  they 
camo  under  discussion;  but  what  he  wished 
to  support  was  Representation,  which  he 
took  to  be  the  principle  of  self-government 
to  which  every  nation  was  entitled.  It 
was  the  principle  of  the  British  constitu- 
tion; but  it  was  also  that  to  which  every 
nation  was  entitled  when  they  had  the  op- 
portunity of  obtaining  it.    A  great  mistake 


and  confusion  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge,  in   representing 
the  Motion  as  one  for  the  adoption  of  ex- 
treme democracy.    No  two  things  could  bo 
more  distinct  than  extreme  democracy  and 
representation.    Representation  was  a  sort 
of  filter,  yielding  a  result  far  above  that 
which  any  individual  of  the  elective  mass 
might  separately  exhibit  in  his  own  person. 
People  naturally  looked  out  for  something 
above  themselves — for  a  candidate  above 
themselves  in  situation,  in  intelligence,  and 
in  those  qualities  which  would  best  ensure 
the  object  they  had  in  view.     Extreme  de- 
mocracy— the    mere   preponderance   of  a 
numerical  majority,  acting   directly — was 
as  unlike  this  as  anything  that  could  bo 
conceived.     It  never  had  been  a  principle 
of  the  British  constitution,  nor  of  any  con- 
stitution or  form  of  government  that  was 
fated  to  last  in  the  world.      But  represen- 
tation was  a  result  which  mankind  had  ar- 
rived at  after  a  long  series  of  ages,  which 
seemed  to  promise  to  realise,  more  than 
anything  that  could  be  devised,  that  union 
of  popular  influence  and  popular  satisfac- 
tion with  the  exercise  of  practical  wisdom 
and  far-sighted  views — a  combination  of 
which  all  the  friends  of  good  government 
must  be  most  desirous.     Towards  such  a 
combination  this  country  had  long   been 
tending.      The   principles   of  the  British 
constitution  in  their  infancy,  their  germs, 
their  primitive  form,  were  to  be  found  in 
our  history  at  a  very  early  period.     But 
all  those  principles  were  of  gradual  deve- 
lopment.     The   responsibility  which   was 
so  marked  a  feature  of  government  in  this 
country — the  toleration  by  which  this  na- 
tion  was   so   honourably   distinguished — 
these  had  been  all  gradual  in  their  pro- 
gress.   They  were  principles  of  the  consti- 
tution from  the  time  thcit  that  constitution 
began  to  take  a  defined  form,  and  show  it- 
self possessed  and  animated  by  a  living 
power;  but  the  full  development  of  those 
principles  was  not  in  the  past,  but  in  the 
future.   There  also  ought  we  to  look  for  the 
full  development  of  the  principle  of  repre- 
sentation.    It  had  been  alleged  as  an  argu- 
ment against  tbe  adoption  of  the. Motion,  on 
the  supposition  that  it  was  identical  with  ex- 
treme democracy,  that  this  was  a  peculiarly 
unfit  country  for  such  government — that  wo 
had  here  an  ancient  monarchy,  an  ancient 
Church,  an  ancient  aristocracy,  and  a  largo 
landed  proprietary.     Why,  these  were  the 
very  reasons  which  had  necessitated  re- 
presentation in  the  government  of  these 
realms,  and  which  showed  the  intense  want 
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of  a  popular  principle,  in  order  to  create 
Bome  balance  to  these  mighty  influences, 
identified  as  they  were  with  classes  of  so- 
ciety who  might  occasionally  have,  or  seem 
to  have,  interests  not  identical  with  those 
of  the  entire  population.  Not  only  was  it 
plain  that  representation  was  the  principle 
of  the  British  constitution,  hut  it  was  also 
matter  of  complaint  that  we  had  not  yet 
arrived  at  its  enjoyment.  The  House  had 
heard,  perhaps  to  weariness,  calculations 
«nd  statistics  on  that  subject ;  but  repeti- 
tion was  needful  in  such  cases,  and  he 
could  not  help  referring  to  the  return 
moved  for  by  the  lion.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  in  the  early  part  of 
the  Session,  giving  the  list  of  boroughs  in 
England  and  Wales,  with  their  population 
and  the  numbers  of  the  constituencies. 
He  had  taken  two  groups  of  boroughs,  one 
from  the  commencement  of  the  document, 
the  other  from  its  termination,  returning 
the  same  number  of  Members.  The  first 
14  boroughs  returned  20  Members;  the 
last  9  boroughs  returned  20  Members — 
precisely  an  equal  share  of  the  representa- 
tion; but  the  voters  in  the  first  14  were 
3,449,  in  the  last  9  they  were  141,664. 
In  the  first  group  of  14  boroughs,  he  found 
a  population  of  67,329;  in  the  other  set  of 
9  boroughs,  a  population  of  2,156,493. 
In  the  former  of  these  two  groups,  each 
Member  represented,  on  the  average,  172 
electors,  and  a  population  of  but  3,336;  in 
the  latter,  each  Member  represented  7,083 
electors,  and  a  population  of  107,824.  In 
point  of  fact,  he  found  that  at  the  last 
general  election  there  were  36  Members 
returned  to  this  House  by  contested  elec- 
tions, who  were  so  returned  by  5,024 
voters  only,  or,  on  an  average,  each  of  the 
36  by  144  electors.  In  each  of  these  36 
cases  the  majority  was  under  200.  In  16 
of  them  it  was  less  than  150;  in  three 
others  it  was  under  100.  In  the  face  of 
anomalies  like  these,  it  was  surely  a  bur- 
lesque to  talk  of  the  representation  of  the 
the  people.  But  if  the  House  looked  at 
the  element  of  property,  in  addition  to  that 
of  numbers,  it  would  find  that  330  Mem- 
bers represented  property  to  the  amount 
of  6,200,000^,  and  328  other  Members 
property  to  the  amount  of  78,800,000^.  If 
such  anomalies  as  these,  glaring  as  they 
were,  were  not  opposed  to  the  feeHngs  and 
opinions  of  the  people,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  say  that  it  would  be  worth  while  to 
brioff  about  their  rectification  at  the  price 
of  those  inconveniences  which,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  must  always  be  attendant  on 


any  change  of  a  great  system  that  had 
been  long  in  operation.  But  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  the  people  were  decidedly 
opposed  to  them;  and  there  was  an  imper- 
ative necessity  for  their  removal.  Again, 
were  the  result  of  such  a  change  as  the 
people  now  called  for  to  return  only  .the 
self-same  men  who  had  been  brought  into 
Parliament  under  the  existing  system,  he 
should  contend  that  the  experiment  would 
be  well  made,  and  prove  of  infinite  advan- 
tage and  importance ;  because  the  people, 
feeling  that  they  had  at  length  a  real  voice 
in  the  election  of  their  representatives, 
would  pass  at  once  from  their  present 
state  of  dissatisfaction  to  one  of  satisfac- 
tion. In  this  change  alone  there  would  be 
realised  a  signal  benefit.  The  Govern- 
ment was  a  government  of  opinion;  and, 
in  truth  so  were  all  Governments;  but  ours 
was  eminently  such.  Let  the  House,  then, 
calmly  reflect  how  disastrous  must  be  the 
operation  upon  it  of  a  sentiment  of  dissa- 
tisfaction at  the  state  of  our  Parliamen- 
tary representation,  which  had  been  grow- 
ing in  strength  for  many  years  past,  and 
was  at  this  moment  most  intense.  He  could 
not  avoid  adverting  to  the  means  which 
this  unregarded  dissatisfaction  at  the  con- 
duct of  the  Legislature  in  withholding  re- 
dress to  other  grievances,  had  compelled 
partisans  of  all  parties  to  resort  to,  in 
the  various  schemes  of  combination  after 
combination,  agitation  after  agitation, 
which  they  had  all  witnessed  both  within 
and  without  the  walls  of  that  House. 
Those  who  would  bestow  confidence,  if 
they  had  a  full  share  in  the  representation, 
withheld  that  confidence  when  thej  had 
not  such  share.  The  exclusion  produced 
an  antagonistic  bias,  and  created  an  un- 
friendly disposition  of  criticising  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  House;  and  a  friendly 
disposition  would  be  substituted  by  a  ge- 
neral participation  on  the  part  of  the  peo- 
ple in  the  elective  franchise.  While  every 
atom  of  discontent  flowed  to  this  centre, 
an  agitation  was  kept  up  which  gained 
strength  and  bitterness  by  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  required  concession.  Of  all 
modes  of  government  which  ever  existed, 
he  thought  that  the  very  worst  which  to  a 
certain  extent  had  prevailed  in  this  coun- 
try— he  meant  the  accomplishment  of  im- 
provements only  by  means  of  agitation. 
It  withdrew  men's  minds  from  the  topics 
on  which  they  might  most  wholesomely  be 
employed,  and  created  professional  agita- 
tors— men  who  lived  by  that  work,  and 
were  ready  to  stimulate  the  people  for 
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their  own  purposes.  From  time  to  time 
it  occasioned  a  danger  of  breaches  of  the 
peace,  caused  bitterness  between  chiss  and 
class,  and  utterly  destroyed  that  unity  of 
feeling  which  ought  to  exist  between  the 
represcntatiyes  and  the  constituencies  from 
which  they  emanated.  He  knew  of  no- 
thing which  could  check  this  enormous 
evil  except  giving  as  widely  as  possible  to 
the  people  a  share  in  the  nomination  of 
the  Members  of  that  House;  and  it  was 
not  on  account  of  agreement  with  any 
points  of  tlie  People's  Charter  in  detail 
that  he  supported  the  present  Motion,  but 
he  cordially  gave  his  vote  for  it,  as  another 
attempt  in  the  series  of  attempts  to  realise 
a  full  and  free  representation  of  the  peo- 
ple. 

Lord  J,  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  having  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  a  vote  something 
similar  to  the  present  in  the  last  Session, 
and  also  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, I  do  not  know  that  I  need  trouble 
the  House  again  with  any  repetition  of  sen- 
timents with  which  the  House  must  be  fa- 
miliar; but  I  think  it  necessary  to  allude  to 
Bome  expressions  that  have  been  made  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  which,  if  uncon- 
tradicted, would  lead  to  false  impressions 
both  with  regard  to  the  Government  and  to 
this  House.  And,  first,  with  respect  to  an 
assertion  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets.  He  appeared  to  sup- 
pose, and  I  think  assorted,  that  I  pledged 
myself  and  the  Government  to  which  I  be- 
longed, to  resist  any  farther  measure  of 
Parliamentary  refonn,  or  any  extension  of 
the  suffrage  which  might  be  proposed. 
Now,  I  beg  to  say,  that  that  is  by  no 
means  a  correct  representation  of  my 
words.  I  may  revert  to  the  circumstance 
to  which  he  alluded,  since  he  referred  to 
a  speech  of  mine  made  in  the  year  1837. 
The  House  will  recollect,  that  when  the 
Reform  Bill  was  brought  forward  by  me 
as  the  organ  of  the  Government  of  Loi-d 
Grey,  it  excited  very  great  enthusiasm 
among  a  large  number  of  the  people,  and 
at  the  same  time  excited  very  considerable 
alarm  among  others  who  were  prepared  to 
adopt  some  measures  of  reform,  but  who 
thought  the  Reform  Bill  a  measure  so  ex- 
tensive, so  extreme,  and  so  democratic, 
that  they  were  ready  to  offer  every  hosti- 
lity to  it,  and  to  run  all  risks  rather  than 
give  so  extensive  and  great  a  majority  in 
this  House  to  the  people.  Under  these 
circumstances,  some  people  who  were  still 
doubtful  what  course  to  pursue — seeing  on 
the  one  hand  tho  perils  which  they  thought 


belonged  to  tho  reform  which  Lord  Grey 
had  sanctioned  by  his  authority,  and  on 
the  other  hand  the  danger  which  might 
result  from  resisting  the  free  manifestation 
of  the  popular  will  in  a  free  country  like 
this,  they  put  the  question  to  Lord  Grey 
as  the  head  of  tho  Government,  and  to 
Lord  Althorp  as  the  representative  of  the 
Government  in  this  House,  whether  they 
intended  that  that  Bill  should  be  the  com- 
mencement of  a  series  of  other  measures 
totally  destroying  the  system  of  represen- 
tation which  existed,  or  whether  they  in- 
tended it  as  a  measure  to  which  they  were 
prepared  to  stand  ?  Lord  Grey  and  Lord 
Althorp  clearly,  repeatedly,  and  solemnly 
declared  that  it  was  a  measure  on  which 
they  intended  to  stand,  and  that  they  had 
no  ulterior  project  of  introducing  on  the 
foundation  of  the  Reform  Bill  other 
changes,  carrying  the  alteration  in  the 
representation  of  this  House  still  farther 
than  was  proposed  in  the  scheme  then  be- 
fore Parliament.  On  this  declaration,  so 
made  by  Lord  Grey  and  Lord  Althorp, 
who  were  entitled  to  speak  on  the  part  of 
the  Government — one  being  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  the  other  being  the 
representative  of  the  Government  in  this 
House — many  persons,  who  up  to  that 
time  had  not  been  Parliamentary  reform- 
ers, declared  their  adherence  to  the  plan 
of  the  Government,  and  gave  such  support 
to  it  as  enabled  Lord  Grey  to  carry  it, 
first  in  this  House,  and  finally  to  carry  it 
into  effect  as  an  Act  of  Parliament.  Some 
five  years  after  this  I  was  asked  to  give 
my  consent  to  a  totally  new  scheme  of  re- 
presentation. I  said,  as  I  was  entitled  to 
say,  and  as  I  think  I  was  bound  to  say, 
that  I  had  been  a  Member  of  Lord  Grey*s 
Government,  that  I  had  been  the  organ  of. 
that  Government  with  respect  to  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  that  I  did  not  think  I  would 
be  justified,  within  a  short  time  after  tho 
]neasure  had  been  carried,  to  introduce  a 
new  scheme  of  representation.  I  said,  at 
the  same  time,  that  such  a  measure  might 
be  wise,  and  might  be  called  for  by  public 
opinion;  but  that,  if  so,  I  was  not  a  fit 
person  to  make  such  a  proposition  to  Par- 
liament. The  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that 
by  that  declaration  I  precluded  myself  from 
ever  giving  my  consent  to  any — the  small- 
est— alteration  in  the  Reform  Bill,  or  to 
any  extension  of  the  franchise;  that  though 
I  did  not  consider  the  Reform  Bill  perfect 
— though  I  knew  it  to  have  many  defects 
and  imperfections,  I  was  not  to  be  at  liberty 
to  consent  to  any  alteration  whatever  in  it. 
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Now,  so  far  from  this  being  so,  and  so  de- 
sirous was  I  of  preventing  misconception 
at  that  time,  that  1  took  a  course,  1  believe 
unusual  with  Ministers  of  the  Grown — I 
published  a  letter  to  my  constituents,  in 
which  I  declared  that,  with  regard  to  al- 
terations founded  on  the  Reform  Bill,  giv- 
ing the  working  classes  a  greater  share  in 
the  representation,  and  giving  vot^s  to 
people  not  then  posj^essed  of  them,  1  cer- 
tainly, when  they  were  brought  forward  in 
due  time,  would  not  be  hostile  to  them, 
and  would  be  ready  to  give  them  a  fair 
consideration.  Now  I  think,  after  that,  I 
am  scarcely  open  to  the  representation  that 
has  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  who  had  not  heard  these 
speeches,  and  who  probably  has  not  read 
the  letter  to  which  1  have  alluded.  How- 
ever, having  stated  this  much  with  respect 
to  my  own  conduct  in  this  matter,  connect- 
ed as  I  have  now  been,  for  I  believe  a  pe- 
riod of  thirty  years,  with  different  ques- 
tions relating  to  reform  in  Parliament,  I 
will  now  proceed  to  state  very  shortly  my 
opinion  of  the  Motion  which  is  before  the 
House.  I  am  not  surprised,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  seems  to 
be,  at  tho  course  taken  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Montrose.  I  own  that 
when  he  brought  forward  his  Motion  re- 
cently, I  considered  that  there  was  much 
that  was  obscure  and  ambiguous  in  his 
Motion,  but  that,  although  it  might  only 
be  regarded  as  a  step,  yet  it  was  a  step 
which  must  lead  very  rapidly  to  the  asser- 
tion of  all  those  principles  which  are  called 
the  six  points  of  the  People's  Charter.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  be  surprised  that  he 
should  vote  for  tho  Motion  to-night,  and 
that  he  should  have  declared,  that  though 
.  he  thought  it  would  have  been  better  to  go 
more  slowly  to  the  result,  yet  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  proceed  to  that  end;  and,  indeed, 
that  it  was  an  end  to  which  he  thought  we 
should  arrive.  [Mr.  Hume  :  Hear,  hear  !  ] 
Now,  let  us  see  what  the  end  is  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  we  ought  to 
arrive.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham,  not  content  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  carry  into  effect  the  six 
points  of  the  People's  Charter,  has  thought 
it  necessary  to  bring  forward  a  resolution 
professing  to  base  this  reform  on  certain 
principles,  which  of  themselves,  I  think, 
contain  no  little  danger  and  no  few  doubt- 
ful propositions.  Upon  the  propositions 
that  labour  is  the  source  of  all  wealth,  and 
that  the  people  are  the  only  legitimate 
source  of  power,  I  will  not  at  present  make 


any  observations.  But  **  that  the  labourer 
should  be  the  first  partaker  of  his  own  in- 
dustry"— what  is  the  meaning  of  that 
proposition  ?  If  the  labourer  engages  for 
certain  wages  to  do  a  certain  amount  of 
work,  and  obtains  that  amount  of  wages, 
the  contract  is  performed,  and  be  has  no 
further  rights  to  urge,  in  consequence  of 
the  amount  of  labour  he  performs.  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  will 
concur  with  me  in  opinion  upon  that  pro- 
position. But  I  know  there  was  a  propo- 
sition which  was  very  popular  last  year 
in  France,  and,  for  what  I  know,  may  be 
very  popular  at  this  moment  with  a  great 
many  persons  in  France — some  of  them 
very  acute  philosophers,  and  others,  as  I 
think,  misled  labourers — which  said  that 
there  ought  to  be  no  such  thing  as  a  capi- 
talist enjoying  the  undivided  profits  of  any 
enterprise ;  but  that  the  profits  of  any  en- 
terprise of  any  kind,  such  as  manufactures, 
railroads,  farms,  or  whatever  it  might  be, 
should  be  divided  among  all  those  who 
contributed  to  produce  the  fruits  of  that 
industry,  and  that  every  labourer  should 
partake,  according  to  a  certain  proportion, 
in  the  benefits  resulting  from  that  enter- 
prise. If  that  is  the  meaning  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  it  certainly  looks  more  like 
that  than  any  other,  I  say,  at  once,  that 
tho  preface  of  his  proposition  is  both  dan- 
gerous and  destructive  of  that  industry 
upon  which  so  many  of  our  people  are  now 
depending  for  comfort  and  independence. 
The  proposition  is  one  more  subversive  of 
industry  than  any  of  those  monopolies  or 
privileges  the  destruction  of  which  has  so 
recently  been  effected,  or  any  scheme  of 
political  representation  which  might  be 
said  to  be  defective  or  unsound.  The  hon. 
Member  goes  on  in  the  preface  to  his  Mo- 
tion to  say,  "that  taxation  without  repre- 
sentation is  tyranny."  If  by  that  propo- 
sition it  is  meant  to  say  that  if  a  man  has 
not  a  vote,  any  taxation  which  is  imposed 
upon  him  must  be  tyranny,  I  entirely  dis- 
agree with  that  proposition.  I  stated  upon 
a  former  occasion  in  this  House,  and  I 
think  still,  that  the  arrangement  of  the  re- 
presentation of  this  House  is  a  matter  that 
ought  to  be  made  according  to  what  is 
most  for  tho  welfare  of  the  people,  and 
that  if  you  have  a  scheme  of  representa- 
tion which  would  produce  worse  laws  and  a 
worse  system  of  taxation  than  another  sys- 
tem which  did  not  give  to  every  man  a 
vote,  I  should  say  that  the  system  which 
tends  most  to  the  benefit  of  the  people 
was  the  better  system  of  the  two,  and  thai 
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you  ought  not  to  adopt  the  worst  for  the 
sake  of  any  abstract  doctrine  with  respect 
to  the  rights  of  every  man  to  have  a  vote 
for  Members  of  Parliament.  The  hou. 
Member  for  Montrose,  indeed,  says  that 
every  man  who  has  not  a  vote  is  a  slave. 
That  is  an  opinion  which  I  have  not  only 
heard  stated,  but  in  many  of  those  speeches 
which  appear  in  the  Daily  Neios,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  appears 
to  think  I  am  ignorant,  I  see  it  is  taken 
for  granted,  and  used  as  a  common  topic 
of  declamation,  that  all  those  persons  who 
have  not  a  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament 
are  slaves.  I  cannot,  however,  agree  in 
that  representation.  I  have  been  in  the 
habit  for  a  long  time  of  hearing  of  **  free- 
bom  Englishmen,"  whose  great  pride  was 
the  liberty  they  enjoyed,  and  I  never  yet 
knew  that  every  one  of  them  had  a  vote 
for  Members  of  Parliament.  The  rights 
which  they  enjoy  under  this  constitution 
are,  the  right  of  thinking  what  they 
please,  and  of  saying  what  they  think, 
and  of  acting  without  any  fear  of  arbitrary 
imprisonment  or  restraint.  I  thought  that, 
having  the  power  to  act  as  they  pleased, 
so  long  as  they  acted  in  conformity  with 
the  laws,  and  not  having  their  liberties  or 
lives  at  the  disposal  of  any  arbitrary  mon- 
arch or  authority  whatever — that  these, 
with  other  liberties,  were  what  we  con- 
stantly called  **  the  liberties  of  English- 
men." It  is  entirely  a  new  doctrine,  and 
I  think  a  very  mischievous  one,  which  says 
that  every  one  who  has  not  a  vote  for 
Members  of  Parliament  is  a  slave.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  spoke 
of  the  whole  of  the  28,000,000  of  the 
population  as  if  they  were  all  slaves,  and 
not  merely  the  male  adults.  IIow  would 
the  hon.  Member  propose  to  act  with  re- 
spect to  the  women  of  this  country  ?  If 
©very  person  is  a  slave  who  has  not  a  vote, 
are  all  the  women  who  adorn  English  so- 
ciety to  be  regarded  as  slaves  ?  Are  they 
all  to  be  considered  slaves  because  they 
have  not  votes  ?  Do  not  tell  me  that  they 
are  not  fitted  to  give  votes.  For  my  part, 
I  think  persons  like  Miss  Martineau,  and 
many  other  ladies,  are  as  fitted  to  give 
votes  for  Members  of  Parliament  as  many 
thousands  of  those  who  are  now  called 
"  slaves*'  on  account  of  their  not  possess- 
ing the  privilege  of  voting.  But  I  really 
think  that,  with  respect  to  this  right  of 
voting  for  Members  of  Parliament,  it  is 
no  more  necessary  that  there  should  be 
any  abstract  right  upon  the  subject,  than 
with  respect  to  the  right  of  sitting  upon 


juries,  or  of  being  judges  in  this  country. 
You  make  certain  regulations  with  respect 
to  property,  and  say  that  persons  possess- 
ing a  certain  amount  of  property  are  en- 
titled to  sit  upon  juries.  Are  all  persons, 
then,  who  are  not  entitled  to  sit  upon  juries 
to  be  considered  "slaves?"  Is  it  to  be 
said,  that  because  their  lives  and  properties 
are  disposed  of  by  other  classes,  that  there- 
fore we  are  slaves  ?  We  say  that  is  neces- 
sary that  a  certain  education,  and  being  call- 
ed to  the  bar,  sliould  be  necessary  to  enable 
persons  to  be  Judges.  If  we  are  to  go  upon 
this  abstract  right,  I  know  not  why  these 
qualifications  are  necessary,  and  why,  as 
well  as  in  the  question  of  representation, 
we  should  not  throw  open  all  these  offices 
to  the  whole  community.  I  believe  that 
in  some  of  the  ancient  democratic  republics 
such  was  the  case,  and  that  every  citizen 
not  a  slave — for  there  were  real  slaves  in 
those  days — was  eligible  to  fill  all  the 
offices  of  the  State.  But  the  real  ques- 
tion upon  this  subject,  as  upon  a  former 
Motion,  is,  whether  it  would  really  tend  to 
the  benefit  of  this  country  that  every  adult 
male  of  full  age  should  have  the  right  of 
voting  for  Members  of  Parliament,  and  that 
districts  should  bo  equally  divided,  so  that 
a  certain  amount  of  population  should  send 
a  Member  to  Parliament.  Now  upon  that 
subject  I  should  certainly  say,  that  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  should  be  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  so  much  liberty  as  we  now  possess, 
if  universal  suffrage  were  the  rule  for  re- 
presentation in  this  House.  I  shall  say 
nothing  with  regard  to  a  system  of  univer- 
sal suffrage  as  the  foundation  of  a  demo- 
cratic republic.  I  am  to  look  at  universal 
suffrage,  proposed  as  the  basis  of  the  re- 
presentation of  this  House,  and  I  am  to 
consider  how  far  such  representation  would 
agree  with  the  rest  of  our  constitution,  and 
could  be  made  to  harmonise  with  the  other 
parts  of  it,  as  they  now  exist;  and  it  is  my 
opinion  that  they  certainly  would  not  har- 
monise. I  can  well  understand  that  in  a 
case  where  there  are  no  other  powers  to 
come  in  contact  with  it,  that  democracy 
may  have  that  moderation  which  all  power 
is  not  apt  to  possess,  and  that  no  danger 
may  result  from  the  exercise  of  that  power. 
But  where  you  have,  as  in  this  country,  a 
constitution  which,  while  I  think  it  is  very 
perfect,  is  at  the  same  time  extremely 
complicated,  I  do  not  know  how  a  House 
of  Commons  elected  by  universal  suffrage 
would  harmonise  with  the  other  parts  of 
our  constitution.  I  am  told,  indeed,  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last,  that 
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it  is  because  we  have  other  powers  in  our 
constitution  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  a 
representation  founded  upon  universal  suf- 
frage. I  entirely  demur  to  that  observa- 
tion. The  whole  of  the  constitution  of  this 
country  depends  upon  the  moderation  and 
forbearance  with  which  its  various  powers 
are  exercised.  •  If  the  Sovereign  were  to 
exercise  the  extreme  power  of  the  preroga- 
tive— if  the  House  of  Lords  were  upon 
every  occasion  to  indulge  its  own  views 
and  its  own  opinions,  and  exercise  its  power 
of  rejecting  all  the  Bills  sent  up  from  this 
House — if  the  House  of  Commons  used  its 
extreme  power  of  constantly  refusing  all 
supplies,  unless  its  will  were  complied  with 
— I  say,  if  the  Sovereign,  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  the  House  of  Commons,  were 
all,  or  indeed  any  one  of  them,  to  use  the 
powers  which  the  constitution  has  vested 
in  them,  which  by  law  they  possess,  and 
which  cannot  be  denied  to  them — if  they 
were  to  use  all  these  powers,  and  push 
them  to  extremes,  the  constitution  could 
not  last  a  month.  There  would  be  an  end 
of  its  powers,  and  at  the  same  time  there 
would  be  an  end  of  the  temperate  liberties 
of  this  country.  I  do  not  say  that  you 
might  not  erect  upon  its  ruins  some  other 
constitution;  I  do  not  say  that  you  might 
not  have  a  democracy  which  would  bo  very 
powerful  and  very  flourishing;  and  I  do  not 
say  that  you  might  not  have — which  per- 
haps would  be  the  greater  probability  of 
the  two — under  the  name  of  a  democracy, 
a  dictatorship,  powerful,  terrible,  and  abso- 
lute, and  a  government  very  strong  and 
very  formidable.  But  what  I  do  say  is, 
that  the  liberties  we  have  inherited  from 
our  ancestors,  and  that  temperate  liberty 
of  which  we  are  now  in  the  enjoyment, 
are  enjoyed  only  by  not  pushing  the  rights 
of  any  parties  to  the  extreme.  For  this 
reason,  therefore,  I  do  not  concur  in  the 
proposal  to  establish  a  system  of  universal 
suffrage.  With  respect  to  another  topic 
upon  which  I  shall  touch — namely,  the  sys- 
tem of  electoral  districts,  I  at  least  take  it 
that  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  is  more  intelligible  than 
was  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
I  can  very  well  understand  a  proposal  to 
divide  the  country  according  to  its  popula- 
tion, and  that  each  district,  according  to 
its  population,  should  return  one  Member. 
That,  at  least,  is  an  intelligible  proposi- 
tion. That  it  would  put  an  end  to  the  in- 
fluence of  aristocracy,  which  seems  to  be 
the  great  bugbear  with  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  spoken,  I  do  not  at  all  be- 


lieve; because,  if  you  have  a  representa- 
tion of  the  agricultural  districts,  as  you 
would  be  obliged  to  have,  according  to  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Member  himself,  where 
there  was  considerable  property,  whether 
in  the  possession  of  one  man  only,  or  in 
the  hands  of  several  gentlemen  living  in 
the  country,  that  influence  would  stiff  be 
made  to  tell  at  the  elections,  and  it  would 
tell  with  universal  suffrage  almost  as  much 
as  it  would  in  the  present  mode  of  elec- 
tions, and  the  aristocracy  would  conse- 
quently have  a  great  influence  in  the  return 
of  Members.  I  do  not  think  myself,  that 
it  would  be  so  good  a  system  as  that  which 
at  present  prevails.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  has  for  the  hundredth  time  collected 
several  of  the  discrepancies  which  exist  in 
the  number  of  Members  for  large  places, 
and  for  boroughs  of  an  insignificant  char- 
acter. That  objection  has  been  urged  over 
and  over  again — hahemus  conJUentum  reum 
— it  has  never  been  denied,  and  is  an  inci- 
dent of  our  system  of  representation.  The 
system  of  representation  as  it  now  exists, 
although  not  one  of  numbers,  is  more  a  re- 
presentation of  the  whole  community  of  this 
country  than  if  you  had  the  representation 
of  districts  divided  exactly  according  to 
population.  Now,  with  respect  to  that 
division  into  districts,  you  would  have 
many  Members  from  large  towns,  and 
many  from  agricultural  districts.  They 
would  discuss  the  questions  which  came 
before  them,  and  you  would  find  very  pos- 
sibly at  first,  that  those  who  expected  great 
democratic  changes  would  be  disappointed, 
and  tbat  there  would  be  a  majority  of  those 
who  would  belong  rather  to  the  Conserva- 
tive than  to  any  other  party  in  the  House. 
But  then,  having  made  these  great  changes, 
have  you  any  reasonable  expectation  that 
satisfaction  would  be  given  by  such  altera- 
tions ?  Do  you  believe  that  these  persons 
who  you  say  arc  now  dissatisfied,  and 
who  are  chiefly  persons  busying  themselves 
in  politics  in  some  of  the  great  towns  of 
the  country,  would  be  satisfied  with  such  a 
representation  ?  We  have  seen — and  I  do 
not  think  we  ought  altogether  to  leave  out 
of  view  what  we  have  seen  in  a  neighbour- 
ing country  in  the  last  year,  because  those 
experiments  have  been  made  to  their  cost, 
as  I  think — we  have  seen  what  they  have 
done.  They  have  established  universal 
suffrage,  they  have  equal  electoral  districts, 
and  a  large  majority  has  been  returned 
which  is  composed  of  what  may  be  called 
in  this  country  men  of  Consenraiive  opin- 
ions.    But  has  that  majority  inspired  uni- 
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versal  satisfaction  ?  Has  the  majority,  ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last,  sat  down  contented?  That  hon. 
Member  said,  if  you  do  nothing  else  you 
would  give  contentment  to  the  masses  of 
the  people,  because  there  have  been  com- 
plaints for  a  long  series  of  years.  **  If 
you  establish  universal  suffrage,"  said  he, 
"  and  equal  electoral  districts,  you  will 
give  contentment  to  the  people."  Well, 
they  have  tried  that  plan  in  France.  What 
did  the  minority  do  there  ?  They  brought 
their  question  before  the  Assembly — they 
set  the  constitution  at  defiance;  the  ma- 
jority, representing  universal  suffrage,  said 
that  the  constitution  had  not  been  violated. 
The  minority,  which,  according  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  ought  to  have  sat  down  con- 
tented, immediately  laid  their  plans  for 
carrying  bloodshed  through  the  streets  of 
Paris,  and  asserting  by  force  what  they 
could  not  obtain  by  other  means.  These 
are  not  the  fruits  of  such  measures  in  one 
country  only;  they  are  the  natural  fruits, 
let  me  tell  the  House,  of  attempting  those 
great  changes,  and  of  expecting  very  great 
results  immediately  to  follow  upon  the 
foundation  of  the  doctrine  of  universal 
suffrage,  and  holding  out  the  delusion  that 
by  certain  changes  in  the  laws  of  property 
all  men  should  obtain  at  once  the  advan- 
tages of  perfect  ease  and  prosperity.  But 
that  is  what  has  been  done  in  France. 
There  the  doctrine  has  been  held  that 
those  who  were  engaged  in  manufactures 
need  never  have  periods  of  adversity,  and 
that  if  there  should  come  a  time  when 
there  might  be  a  want  of  demand,  and  the 
manufacturer  was  not  able  to  supply  work 
to  the  labourer,  that  the  order  of  society 
ought  to  be  so  changed  as  to  provide  that 
no  suffering  should  follow,  and  that  by 
certain  most  artificial,  most  absurd,  and 
most  impossible  regulations,  the  manufac- 
turing interest  not  only  of  France,  but  of 
every  other  country,  should  bo  regulated 
and  restricted  to  what  would  be  the  exact 
demand  of  the  world,  so  that  the  time 
should  never  come  when  the  supply  should 
exceed  the  demand,  or  that  the  artisan 
and  workman  would  be  without  the  neces- 
sary means  of  enabling  them  to  obtain 
their  livelihood.  The  consequence  of  hold- 
ing out  these  doctrines  has  been  that  a 
number  of  men  have  been  disappointed  at 
the  effect  of  the  changes  which  have  taken 
place  in  France.  They  have  got  universal 
suffrage;  but  when  they  found  that  these 
impossible  effects  did  not  follow,  they  went 
into  the  streets,  some  20,000  or  30,000 


strong,  prepared  to  sacrifice  their  lives  in 
defence  of  these  impossible  views.  You 
may  tell  me  that  no  such  occurrences 
would  take  place  in  this  country,  that  we 
are  better  instructed,  and  that  we  should 
consequently  have  no  such  things  in  Eng- 
land. But  I  own  I  do  not  think — talk  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  may  of  the  greater 
portion  of  the  people  of  the  country  being 
**  slaves  *' — that  the  advantages  we  have 
to  part  with  are  so  trifling  as  that  we* 
should  run  the  immense  risk  of  losing  them 
by  adopting  the  course  which  is  now  pro- 
posed. I  may  be  quite  mistaken  in  all 
this.  It  may  be  that  the  country  would 
be  made  happier,  more  prosperous,  and 
more  free,  by  adopting  this  proposition; 
but  what  I  say  is  this,  that  the  country  is 
now  in  the  enjoyment  of  great  liberties — 
that  if  we  are  wrong  in  any  of  those  eco- 
nomical changes  which  we  have  lately 
adopted,  they  have  been  adopted  by  the 
consent  of  the  great  body  of  the  people, 
and  not  against  their  will.  Feeling  this 
as  I  do,  I  am  not  disposed  to  adopt  the 
changes  which  the  hon.  Member  recom- 
mends. I  believe  it  would  be  for  our  ad- 
vantage if  a  greater  number  of  the  work- 
ing classes  had  a  voice  in  the  election  of 
their  representatives  ;  but  I  think  that 
such  a  change  can  be  made  without  the 
danger  of  the  sacrifice  of  all  the  main 
principles  of  our  representative  constitu- 
tion. I  therefore  meet  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  with  a  direct  nega- 
tive, conceiving  that,  if  adopted,  it  would 
tend  to  the  greatest  evils,  and  that  in 
adopting  it  we  should  run  the  risk  of  losing 
the  liberties  we  now  possess,  and  that  to 
do  so  would  be  a  most  foolish  and  unwise 
proceeding. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  it  was  with  great 
satisfaction  that  he  had  heard  the  noble 
Lord  declare  that  they  were  at  liberty  to 
make  great  alterations,  notwithstanding 
the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He  re- 
membered a  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord 
on  that  subject,  which  had  the  effect  of 
giving  him  the  soubriquet  of  •*  Finality 
John." 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Perhaps  I  should 
explain  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
word  "finality"  was  never  used  by  me. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  a  very  good  nickname; 
but  I  never  used  the  word  **  finality " 
at  all. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  was  very  glad  to  hear 
that  declaration.  He  had  also  rejoiced  to 
hear  the  noble  Lord  declare,  in  the  latter 
part  of  his  speech,  that  he  was  in  favour 
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of  an  extension  of  the  suffrage,  provided 
it  could  be  made  vrith  advantage  and 
safety,  and  hoped  he  would  not  allow  a 
very  long  period  to  elapse  before  he  put 
his  views  in  practical  operation.  He  was 
satisfied  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country  felt  that  they  were 
at  present  under  a  great  privation.  Sin- 
cerely did  he  wish  that  he  could  make  up 
his  mind  to  vote  for  the  Motion,  but  in 
some  of  the  propositions  he  could  not  con- 
cur. He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  proposition  that  the  labourer  should  be 
the  first  partaker  of  the  fruits  of  his  in- 
dustry was  very  ambiguous.  He  strongly 
objected  to  the  proposal  to  have  aunual 
elections;  he  could  not  conceive  how,  un- 
der such  circumstances,  the  business  of 
the  country  could  be  properly  carried  on. 
Ho  was  quite  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
ballot,  if  accompanied  by  a  large  extension 
of  the  suffrage:  without  that  he  doubted 
whether  it  would  produce  any  good  results. 
As  to  the  electoral  districts,  it  certainly 
appeared  a  very  great  anomaly  that  one 
man  should  represent  thousands  of  persons, 
and  another  only  scores-,  and  he  would  like 
to  prevent  an  improper  use  of  what  were 
called  the  rights  of  property.  The  pro- 
perty qualification  seemed  to  him  nonsense. 
It  was  a  notorious  fact  that  many  Gentle- 
men had  sat  in  that  House  with  a  nominal 
qualification,  who  had  not  a  shilling's 
worth  of  property  in  the  world.  He  re- 
gretted that  he  could  not  record  his  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Motion,  feeling  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  which  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  people,  and  which,  if  it  were  not 
given,  they  would  take. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR,  in  reply,  said  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  told  the  House  the  Reform  Bill  was  car- 
ried in  deference  to  popular  opinion,  and  that 
five  years  after  it  had  been  passed  he  saw 
the  necessity  for  other  concessions.  Now, 
those  concessions  had  never  yet  been 
made,  and  he  wished  the  noble  Lord  would 
say  when  he  would  make  them.  It  had 
been  insinuated  that  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  socialist  and  communist  doctrines. 
He  was  opposed  to  both,  and  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  the  people  of  this 
country  were  neither  socialists  nor  com- 
munists. As  to  the  changes  in  France 
not  having  worked  well,  the  French  people, 
from  their  fettered  press,  were  not  so  well 
prepared  for  change  as  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. He  was  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord 
say  when  the  proper  time  had  arrived  he 
would  be  prepared  to  make  timely  and  ne- 


cessary concessions.  The  proper  time  had 
now  arrived.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would ,  no  longer  dela}*.  He  had  been 
charged  with  having  always  avoided  saying 
to  what  his  proposed  changes  would  lead. 
He  had  done  so  designedly,  and  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  to  give  an  opinion 
on  that  point.  Ho  was  certain  of  this, 
that  the  people  did  not  like  the  present 
state  of  things,  and  would  soon  havo  some 
change.  He  was  reminded  of  an  anecdote 
at  an  election  where  Earl  Fitzwilliam  was 
very  closely  questioned  by  a  sturdy  pea- 
sant. **  What  do  you  know,  you  booby," 
said  the  Earl,  "about  making  laws?" 
"  I  know  nought  about  making  laws," 
said  the  peasant,  "and  I  know  nought 
about  making  shoes;  but  if  a  mon  meakes 
a  pair  as  pinches  my  toes,  he  shan't  make 
any  more  for  I,  that's  what  I  knows."  If 
the  present  Motion  were  lost,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  he  would  persevere 
until  the  Charter  became  the  law  of  the 
land. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  13;  Noes 
222  :  Majority  209. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Fox,  W.J. 
Greene,  J. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hume,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Connell,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 


Scholefield,  W. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Walmsloy,  Sir  J. 

TBLLEBS. 

O'Connor,  F. 
Crawford.  W.  S. 


TAst  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Addcrloy,  C.  B. 
Alcock,  T. 
Anstey,  T.  C. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
B.ngshaw,  J. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Bankes,  G. 

Baring,  rt.hon.  Sir  F.T. 
Baring,  hon.  F. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bateson,  T, 
Beckett,  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bennet.  P. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Bcrnal,  R. 
Blakcmore,  R. 
Blandibrd,  Marq.  of 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 


Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R, 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadwood,  11. 
Bromley,  R. 
Brothcrton,  J. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Burghloy,  Lord 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Castlereagh,  Visct. 
ChapUn,  W.  J. 
Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coles,  II.  B. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Currie,  H. 
Dalrymple,  Cnpt. 
DashwoKMi,  G.  11. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
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Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Deedes,  W. 
Benison,  £. 
l)od,J.W. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Di«x,  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
Dmmmond,  D. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Danne,  Col. 
Edwards,  II. 
Emails,  J. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitxwilliam,  hon.  G.  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Foley,  J.  H.H. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Galwar,  Visct. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goooh,  E.  S. 
Grace,  O.  D.  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
GrosTcnor,  Lord  R. 
GrosTenor,  Earl 
GuemseT,  I^rd 
Hale.  R.  B. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hastie,  A. 
Uastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter.rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
HeadLun,  T.  E. 
Heald.  J. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Henrr,  A. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hobhousc,rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hoold^orth,  T. 
Howard.  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Jermyn.  Earl 
Jerris,  Sir  J. 
Joeelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Ke|»pel.  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,  R. 
Knox,  Col. 

Laboucfaere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston.  J.  H. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Luubay,  hon.  Col. 
Loch,  J. 
LodLhart,  A.  E. 
LopcB,Sir  R. 


Lowther,  hon.  CoL 
Lyson,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie.  W.  F. 
Mahon,  Vi«t. 
Manners.  Lord  G. 
Martin.  J. 
Martin.  C.  W. 
Mathesou,  CjI. 
Maule.  rt.  hon.  F. 
Meliund,  Visct. 
Miles.  P.W.S. 
Milner.  W.  M.  E. 
MitchcH,  T.  \. 
Monsell,  W. 
Mor^n.  n.  K.  G. 
Morbon.  SirW. 
Morrij.  D. 

Mo«tTn.  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulirrave,  Earl  of 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
MunJy,  W. 
Napier,  J. 

Newry  A  Momc.  Visct. 
Norrevs,  Lord 
Norrr-ys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien.  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Brien,  T. 
OTonnell,  M.  J. 
0;,'le.  S.  C.  H. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
I'acke.  C.  ^V. 
l*akington.  Sir  J. 
Palmr-r.  R. 
Palmerston.  Visct. 
Parker.  J. 
Pe.?l,rt.bon.SirR. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Perfwt,  R. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Prvse,  P. 
Puch.  D. 
Pusey.  P. 
Raphael,  A. 
ReiJ.  Col. 
Ilicardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich.  H. 
Ricliartls.  R. 
Robartes.  T.  J.  A. 
llMmiliv,  Sir  J. 
Rus.-icli,  Lord  J. 
Rujsell,  F.  r.  U. 
Uuthcrlurd,  A. 
Sandars  G. 
Se.iham,  Vi«H?t. 
Spvmour,  Sir  II. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  .\. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerville,  rt.  hu.  SirW. 
Spearman,  II.  J. 
Si>ooner,  R. 
St.itFonl,  A. 
Staunton.  Sir  G.  T. 
Strickland,  Sir  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart.  J. 
Talfourd,  Seij. 


Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thompson.  Aid. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tu'.lemachc,  lion.  F.  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane.  Lord  II. 
Vemey,  Sir  II. 
Vivian.  J.  E. 
Walter.  J. 
*Vatkins,  Col.  L. 
Wellesley.  I^rd  C. 
West,  F.  R. 


Westhead,  J.  P. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wortloy,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Tufncll,  II. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


THE  SALE  OF  BREAD. 
Mr.  BANKES  rose  to  move  that  the 
House  resolyo  itself  into  a  Committee,  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  hest  means 
of  more  effectually  preventing  frauds  ia 
the  s<ile  and  manufacture  of  bread.  In 
the  last  Session  he  had  introduced  a  Bill 
upon  this  subject,  which  he  intended  should 
have  the  same  objects  as  those  that  wore 
indicated  by  his  present  Motion.  He  did 
not  mean  to  make  any  charge  against  the 
trade  of  bakers,  many  of  whom  were  as 
honest  men  as  were  embarked  in  any  other 
trade.  It,  however,  unfortunately  hap- 
pened in  that  trade,  as  well  as  in  others, 
that  there  were  some  dishonest  men  who 
took  advantage  of  the  honest  trader  by 
following  the  opposite  course.  He  thought 
he  would  be  able  to  prove  that  the  poorer 
classes  had  not  that  protection  in  regard 
to  the  purchase  of  bread  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton,  at  the  close  of  the  last 
reign,  introduced  a  liill  into  this  House 
which  was  passed  into  a  law — the  7th  Wm. 
IV.,  chap.  37,  to  regulate  the  sale  of 
bread;  but  that  measure,  though  it  might 
afford  protection  to  the  rich,  wl»o  generally 
purchased  fancy  bread,  was  no  protection 
to  the  poor.  This  Act  repealed  the  19th 
Geo.  III.,  which  did  afford  some  degree  of 
protection  to  the  poor.  The  effect  of  the 
law  as  it  stood  was,  that  all  bread  was  to 
be  sold  by  weight,  and  it  required  that 
scales  and  weights  of  the  proper  form 
should  be  in  readiness  to  weigh  the  bread. 
The  rich  man,  no  doubt,  was  thus  pro- 
tected from  fraud,  but  the  poor  man,  who 
was  generally  the  debtor  to  the  baker, 
dared  not  demand  to  have  his  bread 
weighed.  The  hon.  Member  then  read  a 
conmiunication  from  a  magistrate  of  the 
county  of  Essex,  to  the  effect  that  a  baker 
had  been  convicted  by  the  bench  to  which 
his  con'espondent  belonged,  for  selling 
bread  to  the  extent  of  four  ounces  defi- 
ciency in  each  4  lb.  loaf.  The  writer  sug- 
gested that  each  loaf  should  bo  stamped 
with  the  weidit  in  figures.      The  bread 
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alluded  to  was  sold  chiefly  to  the  poor. 
This  suggestion  he  should  introduce  into 
the  Bill  he  proposed  to  hring  before  Par- 
liament; he  should  require  the  weight  of 
each  loaf  to  be  stamped  on  it.  He  had 
introduced  the  same  provision  into  his  Bill 
of  last  Session,  but  he  was  defeated  in  car- 
rying it  through  the  House  by  the  metro- 
politan Members.  On  that  occasion  the 
Speaker  had  expressed  a  doubt  whether 
such  a  Bill  could  be  introduced  without  a 
Committee;  therefore  it  was  that  he  now 
moved  for  a  Select  Committee.  If  the 
Government — if  any  private  Members  ex- 
pressed themselves  satisfied  with  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  as  regarded  the  bread 
of  the  poor,  he  was  not.  The  Chancellor 
of  Exchequer  might  assert  that  the  work- 
ing classes  were  prosperous;  but  his  (Mr. 
Bankes*)  experience  was  to  the  contrary, 
and  at  all  events  the  poor  man  was  not 
so  well  off  as  to  be  indifferent  to  the  weight 
of  his  bread.  It  was  to  secure  this  to 
him  that  he  was  led  to  introduce  the  mea- 
sure he  hoped  to  propose.  His  plan  had 
been  adopted  in  a  local  Act,  late  in  the 
last  Session,  and  was  now  the  law  of  the 
land  as  regarded  Edinburgh.  A  baker 
was  convicted  in  that  city  the  other  day 
for  selling  an  unstamped  loaf.  Therefore 
he  only  asked  the  House  to  make  general 
that  which  was  already  in  operation  in 
particular  places.  The  clause  of  the  Act 
in  question  made  it  imperative  on  all  bakers 
to  impress  the  weight  of  the  bread  upon 
each  loaf,  under  a  penalty  of  40*.  for  the 
first  offence,  and  51.  for  the  second.  It 
was  the  law  in  Edinburgh;  why  should  it 
not  bo  the  law  in  London?  Nay,  why 
should  it  not  bo  the  law  in  Brighton,  where 
there  were  poor  people,  as  well  as  every- 
where else  ?  Much  evil  was  done  to  tho 
poor  by  defrauding  them  with  false  mea- 
sure, and  he  proposed  that  the  inspectors 
should  inspect  the  articles  as  well  as  the 
weights.  He  concluded  by  moving  for  a 
Select  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

**  That  this  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee, to  consider  of  the  best  mode  of  preventing 
frauds  in  the  Sale  of  Bread,  and  for  making  fur- 
ther provision  to  secure  the  wholesome  quality  of 
articles  used  in  tlie  Manufacture  of  Bread." 

Lord  NUGENT  seconded  the  Motion. 

Captain  PECIIP]LL  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion, and  said  that  the  House,  having  ab- 
rogated the  laws  relating  to  the  assize  of 
bread — laws  which  placed  millers  and 
bakers  alike  at  the  mercy  of  informers  and 
magistrates,  he  would  never  consent  to  re- 


vive such  an  injurious  and  obnoxious  sys- 
tem. If  bread  was  to  be  subjected  to  such 
regulations  as  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
enact,  why  should  groceries  and  other  ne- 
cessaries not  be  similarly  treated?  He 
was  afraid  the  lion.  Member  would  find  he 
had  taken  a  very  troublesome  job  in  hand, 
and  for  his  own  part  he  should  strenuously 
fight  in  support  of  the  system  which  he 
had  been  the  first  to  introduce. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he  was 
not  indisposed  to  permit  the  hon.  Member 
to  have  his  Committee,  but  he  must  guard 
against  being  supposed  to  agree  to  the 
principle.  The  present  system  worked  well . 
When  the  proposal  to  stamp  the  bread  was 
last  year  before  the  House,  the  bakers  op- 
posed it  by  very  reasonable  arguments,  and 
nothing  had  been  urged  to  shake  his  belief 
in  the  validity  of  those  objections.  If 
the  proposal  to  stamp  the  weight  upon 
every  loaf  were  to  be  made  into  a  law,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  a  baker  to  sell  a 
portion  of  a  loaf  or  to  cut  it,  and  much  of 
the  bread  sold  to  the  poor  was  so  dealt 
out.  He  apprehended  that  the  respectable 
bakers  of  London  and  large  towns  would 
be  subject  to  great  inconvenience,  and  very 
unfairly  so.  As  to  such  an  enactment 
being  in  force  in  Edinburgh,  that  had  been 
done  in  a  local  Act,  and  certainly  its  effect 
was  not  such  as  to  induce  him  to  follow 
such  an  example. 

Mr.  PACKE  said,  that  the  country, 
and  more  particularly  the  poor,  ought  to 
feci  very  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  his  Motion,  which  deserved  the  support 
of  the  whole  House.  The  price  of  bread 
in  London  was  exorbitant,  as  compared 
with  the  provinces. 

Mu.  FOLEY  said,  that  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
that  the  present  state  of  the  law  was  wholly 
unequal  to  afford  that  protection  against 
fraud  which  tho  poor  consumers  of  bread 
required. 

Mr.  G.  J.  HEATHCOTE  was  in  farour 
of  granting  the  Committee,  as  the  sale  of 
bread  did  require  some  regulation.  There 
was  an  extraordinary  difference  in  the  price 
of  bread  even  in  various  localities  of  the 
metropolis,  and  some  means  ought  to  be 
adopted  to  enforce  fair  prices,  so  as  to 
give  the  poor  the  advantage  of  the  low 
price  of  corn.  He  only  regretted  that  the 
Session  w^as  so  far  advanced  as  not  to  ren- 
der it  likely  that  the  Bill  could  become  law 
this  year. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  denied  that  there 
was  any  combmation  amongst  the  metropo- 
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litan  Members  to  prevent  the  Bill  from  be- 
coming law.  It  appeared  to  be  a  favourite 
hobby  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  he  had  de- 
ferred the  introduction  of  his  measure  until 
80  late  a  period  as  thereby  to  defeat  his 
own  intentions.  At  the  same  time  it  might 
be  doubted  whether  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware  of  the  difBculty,  not  to  say  impos- 
sibihty,  of  carrying  out  his  proposition,  as 
bread  was  constantly  changing  in  weight 
owing  to  its  exposure  to  the  air.  He  begged 
to  state  on  the  part  of  the  bakers  that  they 
were  very  desirous  to  be  relieved  from  the 
stigma  which  constantly  rested  on  them; 
and,  therefore,  he  should  await  and  see 
what  the  Bill  was. 

Mr.  mangles  could  not  assent  to 
the  introduction  of  such  a  Bill  as  that  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member.  As  regarded 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  defied  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  show  one  reason  for  passing 
it  which  was  not  equally  applicable  to  the 
butcher  or  the  grocer.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  baker  when  he  put  his  bread  into 
the  oven  did  not  know  what  weight  it  would 
come  out;  and  again  it  was  quite  possible 
that  one  loaf  might  come  out  much  lighter 
than  another,  even  though  both  were  of 
the  same  weight  when  put  into  the  oven. 
He  believed  that  the  Bill,  if  agreed  to, 
would  let  loose  a  whole  host  of  informers, 
and  for  this  reason  ho  should  give  it  the 
most  strenuous  opposition  in  his  power. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  91 ;  Noes 
37:  Majority  54. 
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!  Mulgravo,  Earl  of 

I  Mundy,  W. 

!  Napier,  J. 

!  Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 

Nugent,  Lord 

O'Brien,  J. 

Oswald,  A. 

Palmer,  R. 

Parker,  J. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Portal,  M. 

Pryse,  P. 

Pusoy,  P. 

Raphael,  A. 

Rice,  E.  R. 

Rich,  H. 

Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Russell,  F.  0.  H. 

Rutlierfurd,  A. 

Saiidars,  G. 

List  of 

Anson,  lion.  Col. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Brand,  T. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
CaYcndish,  hon.  G.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Filmcr,  Sir  E. 
Fox,  R.  M. 

ITallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Ilawes,  B. 

Ilayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Hobhouse,  T.  R. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Achind,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bennet,  P. 
Beresford,  W. 
Boldero,  II.  G. 
Bnunston,  T.  TV. 
Bremridpe,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  II. 
Broad  wood,  II. 
Brotherton,  J. 
BuUor,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Caslereagh,  Visct. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clive,  II.  B. 
Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B. 
Cowan,  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Currie,  II. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
j/eouOfl,  w  • 
Donne,  Col. 


Edwards,  II. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A, 
Floyer,  J. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Frewen,  C.  II. 
Gaskell.  J.  M. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
(irogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  J.  II. 
Ileathcote,  G.  J. 
Ilildyard,  R.  C. 
Ilobliouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Ilodgos,  T.  L. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Kcr,  R. 
Knox,  Col. 

Lnboucljcre,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  II. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  D, 


Seaham,  Visot. 
Somoryllle,rt.hon.SirW. 
Sothoron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
ToUomache,  J. 
Tufnell,  U. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Bankes,  G. 
Packe,  C.  W. 

the  Noes. 
Koppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Marshall,  W. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Pearson,  C. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thornely.  T. 
Wilson,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Mangles,  R.  D. 
l»echeU,  Capt. 


Matter  considered  in  Committee. 

Resolution  reported :  Bill  ordered  to  be 
hrought  in  by  Mr.  Bankes,  Mr.  Spooner, 
and  Mr.  Stuart. 

TRANSMISSION  OF  IRISH  AND  SCOTCH 
MAILS. 
Mr.  KER  moved  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  the 
proposed  alterations  as  regarded  the  trans- 
mission of  the  mails  between  the  south- 
west of  Scotland  and  the  north  of  Ireland. 
He  asked  for  inquiry  into  the  reasons  why 
the  principle  recommended  by  the  best 
authorities,  and  which  had  led  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  so  large  an  amount  of  public 
money,  was  to  bo  departed  from.  The 
whole  of  the  south-western  part  of  Scot- 
land, and  a  considerable  part  of  the  north- 
ern counties  of  Ireland,  would  be  affected 
by  the  change,  and  all  the  money  that  had 
been  expended  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  old  arrangement  would  be  lost. 
A  saving  of  4,000i.  a  year,  it  was  said, 
would  be  effected  by  means  of  this  alten^ 
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tion ;  but  that  ho  regarded  as  a  very 
questionable  saving,  especially  when  large 
interests  were  involved,  and  the  alteration 
was  proposed  to  be  from  a  short  passage 
between  Portpatrick  and  Donaghadce,  to  a 
longer  one  from  Greenock  to  Belfast.  The 
old  arrangement  was  in  every  respect  most 
advantageous,  and  would  be  found  still 
more  so  when  railway  communication  was 
carried  on  to  Portpatrick. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  the  projwsed  altera- 
tions as  regards  the  transmission  of  the  Mails 
between  the  South-west  of  Scotland  and  the 
North  of  Irehind." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  see  that  any  further  in- 
formation could  be  acquired  by  a  Commit- 
tee than  was  already  before  the  House. 
He  admitted  that  the  passage  between 
Portpatrick  and  Donaghadce  was  the 
shortest,  and  also  that  a  large  expendi- 
ture of  money  had  taken  place  on  the  har- 
bour of  Portpatrick  ;  but  these  considera- 
tions were  overborne  by  the  advantages 
which  would  accrue  to  the  public  gene- 
rally by  the  adoption  of  the  new  arrange- 
ment. A  considerable  saving  would  be 
effected  by  the  proposed  alteration,  and  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  not 
by  any  means  proposed  to  interrupt  the 
communication  between  the  south  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  railways  being  brought  to  the 
point  of  communication  with  the  steamers 
from  Portpatrick  and  Donaghadce  ;  but 
when  the  railways  come  to  these  points  it 
would  be  time  enough  to  consider  the 
question.  Parties  now  carrying  on  steam 
navigation  betwixt  the  Clyde  and  Belfast, 
were  willing  to  convey  the  mails  to  Belfast 
without  any  payment  whatever ;  and  he 
did  not  see  why  in  this  way  they  should 
not  be  conveyed  as  rapidly  as  by  steam- 
packets  kept  up  by  Government,  while  a 
great  expense  would  be  saved.  He  did 
not  see  that  any  further  information  could 
be  obtained  by  a  Committee  than  was  al- 
ready possessed. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  37  ;  Noes 
44 :  Majority  7. 

LYME  REGIS  ELECTION. 
Mr.  butler  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  special  reports  and  re- 
commendations of  the  Lyme  Regis  Elec- 
tion Committee  of  last  Session,  charging 
John  Attwood,  Esq.,  with  bribery — then 
ft  Uember  of  this  House,  and  subsequently 


unseated  for  bribery  in  his  election  for 
Harwich — and  moved  that  the  Attorney 
General  be  directed  to  prosecute  Mr.  Att- 
wood and  his  agents  for  the  alleged  coses 
of  bribery  and  corruption  at  Lyme  Regis 
and  H-arwich.  He  referred  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  the  elections  of  Athlone  and 
Kinsale,  as  brought  out  in  the  reports  of 
the  Election  Committees,  and  by  letters 
from  both  these  boroughs,  as  showing  that 
Mr.  A tt wood's  interference  with  the  free- 
dom of  election  was  not  even  confined  to 
this  country,  but  had  been  extended  to 
Ireland.  If  a  check  was  not  put  to  such 
a  system  by  the  House,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  half  of  the  Irish  Members  would  ere 
long  have  to  make  way  for  the  millionaires 
of  the  city  of  London,  who,  like  Mr.  Att- 
wood, would  find  speculation  in  Irish 
boroughs  a  profitable  investment. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"That  the  Attorney  General  be  directed  to 
prosecute  Mr.  Attwood,  and  his  Agents,  for  the 
alleged  cases  of  bribery  and  corruption  at  Lyme 
Regis." 

Major  BERESFORD  said,  that  having 
listened  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
charge  against  Mr.  Attwood  was  not  for 
what  had  been  done  at  Lyme  Regis,  but 
for  having  invaded  Ireland,  and,  like  an- 
other Strongbow,  attacking  the  native 
Milesians  in  their  strongholds.  The  whole 
of  the  evidence  relied  on  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  certain  private  letters,  and 
none  of  the  arguments  tended  to  prove 
any  thing  except  that  it  was  disagreeablo 
to  certain  parties  in  Ireland  to  be  invaded 
by  a  rich  English  gentleman.  He  had 
always  heard  it  said  that  nothing  more 
was  desired  than  the  introduction  of  Eng- 
lish capital  into  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  that  the  Attorney  General 
should  be  instructed  to  prosecute  Mr.  Att- 
wood for  bribery  and  corruption  at  Lyme 
Regis.  Now,  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  did  not  bring  home  n  single 
case  of  bribery  to  Mr.  Attwood  in  the 
Lyme  Regis  case.  In  the  Harwich  case, 
the  Committee  reported  that  Mr.  Attwood 
was  entirely  innocent  of  bribery,  the  only 
case  provcil  having  been  the  act  of  his 
agent,  without  Mr.  Attwood's  knowledge. 
He  know  that  the  Harwich  election  was  a 
decidedly  cheap  and  pure  election  as  com- 
pared with  former  elections,  so  much  so 
that  the  voters  themselves  were  astonished 
nt  it.  The  whole  expense  did  not  exceed 
300/.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  im- 
bued with  the  spirit  of  purity,  why  did 
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ho  not  go  to  other  places  as  corrupt  as 
either  Lyme  Regis  or  Ilarwich  ?  [  Cries  0/ 
•*  Name  !  *']  Ho  might  name  Kinsalc.  The 
evidence  hefore  the  Committee  showed 
that  hribery  to  three  times  the  extent  at 
Kiusalo  that  there  was  at  either  .Lyme 
Regis  or  Harwich.  The  accusation  against 
Mr.  Attwood  was,  that  he  allowed  money 
to  certain  electors  on  the  condition  that 
wheneyer  he  came  forward  as  a  candidate, 
they  should  vote  for  him  or  for  his  nomi- 
nee. Now,  Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly  did  not 
como  forward  at  Mr.  Attwood's  request, 
but  before  Mr.  Attwood  was  aware  of  his 
intention,  so  that  he  could  not  be  consi- 
dered as  Mr.  Attwood 's  nominee.  He 
should  say  there  was  no  grcftt  crime  com- 
mitted against  the  laws  of  this  empire  in 
purchasing  property  of  any  description  ; 
and  for  his  part  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Attorney  General  of  this  country  should 
go  out  of  his  way  to  prosecute  parties  in 
compliance  with  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  should  meet  the  Motion  before  the 
House  with  a  direct  normative. 

Mr.  FREWEN  asked  whether  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  not  aware  that  property 
had  been  purchased  in  Kinsale  for  the  pur- 

Sose  of  securing  permanent  political  in- 
uenco  in  that  borough  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  Committee 
which  had  been  appointed  to  consider  the 
Lyme  Regis  case,  had  not  recommended 
the  Attorney  General  to  prosecute.  He 
doubted  whether  such  a  prosecution  could 
he  now  sustained. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  3;  Noes  46: 
Majority  43. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half  after  One 
o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday/,  Jnlv  4,  1849. 

MlxOTES.!      Public  Bills.— 2^  Highways  (District  Sur- 

▼eyon). 
Reported.— Real  and  Personal  Property  Transfer;   Mar- 

FiCTinoNB  PRB8KHTRD.  Dy  Mr.  Cowan,  from  David  Dos- 
wen  Rcid,  M.D.,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  New  Houses 
of  Parliament.— By  Mr.CuKlson,  from  Dudley,  for  Lni- 
Tcnal  SuflVage.— By  Mr.  Forbes,  from  Kilsyth,  against, 
and  by  Sir  J.  Guest,  from  Mcrthyr  Tydvil,  in  favour  of, 
the  Marriages  Bill.-  By  Mr.  Grei*nall.  f^om  St.  Helen's 
and  Pretoot,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorney*'  Cer- 
tifleatet. — By  Colonel  Tynte,  from  Bridpewatcr,  for  Re- 
peal of  the  Duty  on  Newspapers,  &c.— By  Mr.  V.  Wood, 
ftom  Mandicster,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Bankrupt  Law 
CoDiolidation  Bill.— By  Sir  F.  Baring,  from  Portsmouth,  ; 
for  the  Cruelly  to  Animals  Bill.— By  Mr.  Rcnbuek,  from  j 
Joaeph  Crick,  of  Guemic)',  for  Inquiry  and  Redros*.— By  \ 
hard  Harry  Vane,  from  Pamard  Cast'e,  against  the  High- 
waya  (District  Surveyors)  Bill.— By  Mr.  L^.cy,  fnnn  St. 
HdeB^  and  Bolton,  against  the  Mines  and  Collieries  Bill. 
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—By  Mr.  W.  Brown,  fWim  Pilkington,  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Poor  Law.— By  Mr.  Traill,  firom  Caitlmess,  for  an 
Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland).— By  Mr.  D'Eyn* 
court,  fhim  Lambeth,  and  other  Places,  for  the  Proteo- 
tion  of  Women  Bill.— By  Mr.  Ewart,  Ttam  Kirkcud- 
bright, against  the  Public  Health  (Scotland)  BilL— By 
Mr.  Brotherton,  from  Saddleworth,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Act. 

MAURIAGES  BILL. 
The  House  went  into  Committee  on  this 

Bin.  • 

Clause  1  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2» 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLBY  proposed 
the  insertion  of  some  words,  the  effect  of 
which  was  to  prevent  marriages  with  a  de- 
ceased wifc*s  sister  heing  considered  as 
valid  in  cases  wliere  adulterous  intercourse 
had  taken  place  hetween  the  parties  pre- 
vious to  their  marriage. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  then  said,  that  there 
could  not  he  a  greater  proof  of  the  general 
dissatisfaction  felt  at  tlie  an*angemcnt 
wliich  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
make,  than  the  fact  that  he  now  thought 
it  necessary  to  propose  exceptions  to  the 
validity  of  marriages,  which,  under  other 
circumstances,  he  proposed  should  he  law- 
ful, though  they  had,  heretofore,  heen 
held  to  be  incestuous.  Tie  understood  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  propose,  that  in  cases 
of  marriages  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister, 
there  should  he  an  exception  made,  if  the 
husband  could  bo  shown  to  have  commit- 
ted adultery  with  his  second  wife,  during 
the  lifetime  of  his  first;  that  then  his  mar- 
riage with  his  deceased  wife's  sister  should 
be  deemed  illegal.  But  of  such  a  state  of 
the  law,  ho  apprehended  that  no  wife 
would  take  advantage  ;  and  it  was  mani- 
fest, that  the  exception  had  been  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the 
public  to  accept  a  measure  otherwise  re- 
pugnant to  their  feelings  ;  it  waq  a  delu- 
sion. How  could  the  guilt  of  a  husband 
be  proved,  unless  his  wife  brought  him  in- 
to court  ?  A  wife  might  be  strongly  irri- 
tated against  her  husband,  but,  for  the 
sake  of  her  own  offspring,  to  prevent  the 
disgrace  of  her  sister,  of  all  her  sisters, 
she  would  refrain  from  going  into  a  court 
of  justice  to  prove  her  husband's  guilt;  no 
woman  of  the  least  delicacy  would  do  such 
such  a  thing,  and  the  proposed  exception 
would  bo  no  protection  to  any  wife.  The 
introduction  of  it  only  showed  what  ex- 
tromos  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  been 
redi!cod  to,  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  it 
accej)table  to  the  fiublic.  The  attempt 
would  not  he  successful ;  no  alteration 
would  render  the  Bill  palatable,  and  tho 
2U 


1315  Marriages  Bitt. 


{COMMONS} 


Marriages  Bitt. 


1316 


more  tbej  endeavoured  to  improve  it,  the 
more  strong  did  the  objcctiona  to  the  mea- 
sure evidently  appear. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  did  not 
think  the  proposed  exception  liable  to  the 
Btrictures  of  his  right  hou.  Friend.  The 
exception  was  proposed  in  deference  to  the 
opinion,  that  a  change  in  the  law  would 
afford  temptation  to  illicit  intercourse  be- 
tween the  husband  and  wife's  sister.  For 
his  part,  he  utterly  disbelieved  that  it 
would  have  that  effect.  On  the  contrary, 
judging  of  the  high  character  of  English 
women,  and  the  high  tone  of  their  social 
system,  he  believed,  that  so  far  from  af- 
fording any  temptation  to  an  increase  of 
that  evil,  it  would  have  directly  the  con- 
trary effect.  Personally,  he  did  not  at- 
tach much  value  to  the  exception,  as  he 
thought  the  cases  would  seldom  or  ever 
arise. 

Clause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  3, 

Mr.  hope,  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Roundell 
Palmer,  moved,  in  line  14,  after  the  word 
"  that,"  to  leave  out  to  the  end  of  the 
clause,  and  insert  instead  the  words  fol- 
lowing : — 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  contained  shall  be 
deemed  or  construed  in  any  civil  or  ecclesiastical 
court  of  this  realm  to  alter  or  in  any  wise  afFoct 
any  doctrine,  canon,  or  law  ecclesiastical  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  or  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  whereby  the  degrees  of  con- 
umguinity  and  affinity,  within  which  marriage  is 
now  held  to  be  prohibited  by  the  doctrine  and 
discipline  of  the  same  Churches  respectively  are 
settled  or  defined ;  and  no  clergyman,  minister, 
or  officer  of  cither  of  the  said  Churches  shall  be 
required  or  authorised,  by  virtue  of  this  Act,  to 
solemnise  or  grant  any  license  for  solemnising 
any  marriage  contrary  to  the  doctrine  or  disci- 
pline of  the  Church  of  which  he  is  such  clergy- 
man, minister,  or  officer ;  nor  shall  any  such  cler- 
gyman, minister,  or  officer  who  may  hereafter 
Bolemniso  or  grant  any  license  for  solemnising 
any  such  marriage,  be  exempted,  by  virtue  of 
this  Act,  from  any  spiritual  or  ecclesiastical  cen- 
sure or  punishment  to  which  he  would  by  law  be 
subjected  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed." 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  admitted, 
that  the  Aujendment  referred  to  a  very 
important  and  very  difficult  part  of  the 
question.  His  desire  had  hecn  to  remedy 
a  great  social  evil,  with  as  little  inter- 
ference as  possihle  with  the  authority  of 
the  Church  ;  and,  with  that  view,  he  had 
framed  the  present  clause ;  leaving  it  to 
the  free  unfettered  judgment  of  the  clergy 
to  celehrate  the  marriages  or  not  as  they 
should  think  fit.  He  had  hoped,  that  the 
I  80  framed,  would  have  met  with  the 


general  sanction  of  the  estahlished  clergy; 
and  he  had  in  his  pocket  the  expressed 
approval  of  the  clause  hy  a  large  number 
of  them.  He  desired  as  much  as  possible 
to  consult  the  wishes  of  the  clergy.  He 
thought,  that  in  that  respect,  ho  had  been 
somewhat  successful ;  and  he  might  in- 
stance the  authority  of  Dr.  Hook,  in  sup- 
port of  that  assertion.  Dr.  Hook  stated, 
that  if  he  were  a  member  of  convocation, 
he  should  not  hesitate  to  move  the  repeal 
of  the  99th  canon ;  but,  of  course,  as  long 
as  that  canon  remained  in  force,  neither 
Dr.  Hook,  nor  any  other  clergyman,  who 
felt  himself  bound  by  it,  could  celebrate 
marriages  contrary  to  its  injunctions.  As 
to  the  Amendment,  he  desired  to  consult 
the  wishes  of  the  House,  and  he  should 
certainly  not  give  up  the  Bill,  even  sup- 
posing that  Amendment  carried.  He 
begged  further  to  observe,  that  it  did  not 
appear  to  him,  that  the  canon  prohibited 
the  celebration  of  any  marriages,  except- 
ing such  as  were  against  the  lav  of  Ood. 
The  canon  was  not  of  undisputed  autho- 
rity; it  was  one  of  the  canons  of  1603, 
which  were  passed — not  by  a  convocation 
— but  by  a  mere  provincial  synod  of  Can- 
terbury, which  had  never  been  confirmed 
by  Parliament,  and  which  had  been  resist- 
ed by  many  of  the  clergy.  The  Bishop  of 
Llandaff,  in  his  History  of  the  Church, 
stated,  that  these  canons  were  not  held  to 
bind  the  laity,  except  when  they  spoke 
the  language  of  the  previous  law;  and, 
that  many  of  them  had  been  superseded 
by  Acts  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr.  Wort- 
ley)  considered,  then,  that  the  best  course 
would  bo  to  leave  that  clause  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood. 

The  CHAIRMAN  observed,  that  the 
Amendment  amounted,  in  point  of  fact, 
to  the  substitution  of  a  new  clause.  The 
Amendment,  therefore,  must  take  this 
form.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  first 
move  the  omission  of  the  present  clause, 
and,  subsequently,  move  the  insertion  of 
his  own  clause. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  the  question  at 
issue  appeared  to  him  to  lie  within  very 
small  compass ;  and  to  be,  whether  they 
were  to  take  their  own  exposition  of  the 
Bible,  or  that  of  the  canons  of  the 
Church.  For  liis  own  part,  he  would 
never  concede  to  any  man  the  right  of  ex- 
pounding to  him  what  was  the  proper 
translation  and  exposition  of  the  Bible; 
and  he  had  never  seen  anything  in  the 
Bible  which  led  him  to  believe,  that  there 
was  any  religious  objcctiou  to  a  man's 
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marryiDg  his  wife's  sister.  He  had 
known  many  cases  where  such  marriages 
had  taken  place,  and  he  had  seen  great 
advantage  derived  from  them,  even  in  his 
own  family.  He  considered,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried,  the  better  plan 
would  be,  to  withdraw  the  Bill,  as  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  would,  in  his 
opinion,  destroy  the  whole  advantage  of 
the  measure. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  that  some 
of  those  organs  of  public  opinion  which 
were  supposed  to  be  connected  with  the 
opponents  of  this  Bill,  had  lately  begun  to 
find  out  that  not  only  were  marriages  with 
a  wife's  sister  permitted  by  the  Levitical 
law,  but  that  they  were  absolutely  ordered 
and  enjoined;  and  that  a  man  might  have 
his  face  slapped  with  a  slipper — no  doubt 
a  great  indignity — if  he  neglected  to  ex- 
ecute the  Mosaic  law  by  marrying  his  bro- 
ther's widow.  Hon.  Members  had  heard  of 
a  mistake  which  was  committed  during  the 
existence  of  the  Star  Chamber,  when  one 
of  the  commandments  was  printed  without 
the  word  **  not."  **  Thou  shalt  commit 
adultery"  was  the  reading  given  of  the 
commandment ;  and  many  were  said  to 
have  been  those  who  went  by  that  copy. 
The  same  was  the  case  now;  in  the  appeals 
made  to  Scripture  before  that  House, 
there  was  always  a  **  not"  put  in,  or  a 
"  not"  left  out.  Now  those  who  read  for 
themselves,  would  find  that  there  was  a 
Mosaic  commandment  that  in  certain  cases 
a  man  should  marry  his  brother's  widow; 
and  what  God  commanded  to  some,  He  left 
free  to  all.  He  might  quote  to  them  the 
memorable  instance  in  which  the  Author 
of  Christianity  was  pressed  with  a  ques- 
tion on  this  very  point,  as  to  what  was  to 
become  in  a  future  state  of  the  widow 
who  had  married  seven  brothers  in  succes- 
sion. And  did  He  say  that  was  a  thing 
contrary  to  the  law  ?  No;  He  said  coolly 
and  without  intimation  of  blame,  that  there 
were  circumstances  in  the  future  state 
which  were  not  connected  with  man's  as- 
sociations in  this  world.  Ho  (Colonel 
Thompson)  was  glad  to  express  his  opin- 
ion of  the  necessity  for  passing  the  present 
Bill;  for  he  believed  that  the  existing  law 
was  a  source  of  great  distress,  and  immo- 
rality too,  to  a  large  number  of  persons  in 
this  country.  He  must  say,  however,  that 
he  thought  it  was  unnecessary  to  extend 
the  permission  to  marrying  a  wife's  niece; 
for  he  had  not  heard  of  anybody  who  want- 
ed to  marry  his  wife's  niece,  though  many 
persons  wished  to  marry  their  wives'  sis- 


ters. The  position  of  the  two  were  any- 
thing but  the  same. 

Mr.  MANGLES  considered  that  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  would  destroj 
the  whole  force  of  the  Bill.  There  were 
many  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
who  had  no  objection  to  celebrate  these 
marriages,  but  the  Amendment  would  put 
an  unnecessary  burden  upon  the  consoi- 
enccs  of  ministers  of  that  Church.  He 
thought  the  clergy  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
guidance  of  their  own  minds  as  to  whether 
the  canon  was  obligatory  or  not;  and  he 
hoped  therefore  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bute- 
shire would  resist  the  introduction  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  observed,  that  he 
thought  a  most  extraordmary  principle  was 
involved  in  this  Bill  —  namely,  that  it 
should  be  left  to  every  clergyman  to  deter- 
mine the  force  and  validity  of  the  laws 
under  which  he  was  placed,  and  which  he 
had  sworn  to  obey.  The  consequence  of 
that  proposition  would  amount  to  the  so- 
lemn establishment  of  perfect  anarchy, 
possibly  a  little  aggravated  by  perjury. 
He  proceeded  on  the  assumption,  that  the 
canons  were  Church  laws — ^he  meant  in 
the  narrow  and  confined  sense  of  clergy 
laws.  Surely,  after  these  canons  had 
been  acted  upon  in  courts  of  justice  for 
nearly  250  years,  it  was  a  little  too  late  to 
say  that,  because  certain  individual  clergy- 
men objected  to  them,  it  was  doubtful 
whether  they  were  binding  or  not.  Neither 
could  it  be  contended  that  because  some  of 
these  canons  were  obsolete,  they  were  not 
therefore  law;  for  there  were  on  the  Sta- 
tute-book many  statutes  which  were  obso- 
lete, but  that  circumstance  did  not  in  the 
least  degree  diminish  their  hgality  and 
binding  force.  Could  there  be  a  doubt 
about  the  validity  of  these  canons  when 
not  a  year  passed  without  a  clergyman 
being  suspended  or  deprived  under  their 
authority?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  this  measure  had  stated  that 
these  canons  were  adopted  in  a  mere  synod 
of  the  province  of  Canterbury;  but  they 
had  not  had  such  a  thing  in  this  country 
as  a  convocation  ;  there  had  been  nothing 
beyond  a  synod  of  the  province  of  Can- 
terbury, which  passed  laws  which  were 
accepted  by  the  synod  of  York.  The  99th 
canon  merely  declared  what  was  the  sense 
of  the  word  of  God,  and  there  was  nothing 
ambiguous  in  its  terms.  It  was  in  these 
words  : — 

'*No  person  shall  marry  within  the  degrees 
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prohibited  by  the  laws  of  God,  and  expressed  in 
a  table  set  forth  by  authority  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  1563." 

This  was  not  a  canon  of  mere  ecclesias- 
tical law ;  it  was  a  canon  declaring  the 
sense  of  the  word  of  God.  Ho  maintained 
that  the  present  Bill  would  create  perfect 
anarchy  with  respect  to  the  law  of  the 
Church;  for  the  principle  the  Bill  would 
establish  was  this — that  Parliament  might, 
of  its  own  sole  authority,  establish  a  per- 
fect anarchy  and  disregard  of  law  with 
regard  to  any  doctrine  of  religion  what- 
ever. But  if  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  the 
force  of  the  canon  was  doubtful  in  Eng- 
land, he  would  take  the  case  of  Scotland, 
where  there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
law;  and  he  would  say  that  the  effect  of 
this  Bill  would  be  to  establish  anarchy  in 
the  Church  of  Scotland  with  regard  to 
this  particular  point.  He  considered  that 
the  Amendment,  which  entirely  disposed 
of  the  ecclesiastical  question,  would  greatly 
mitigate  the  social  objections  to  the  Bill. 
He  feared  that  the  consequences  of  the 
BHl  as  it  stood  would  be  to  destroy  alto- 
gether the  recognition  in  the  law  of  the 
country  of  the  true  Christian  and  Scrip- 
tural standard  with  regard  to  marriage  ; 
but,  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  the 
Scriptural  and  Christian  standard  would 
Btill  be  recognised  by  the  Churches  of  the 
three  countries.  Ho  would  therefore  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  clause  as  it  then  stood  was 
preferable  to  the  Amendment.  The  first 
portion  of  the  Amendment  appeared  to 
him  inconsistent  with  the  second  clause  of 
the  Bill,  to  which  they  had  already  agreed, 
by  which  it  was  provided  that  no  marriages 
sanctioned  by  that  Act  should  be  annulled 
or  pronounced  void  by  any  sentence  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts.  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  exempt  ecclesias- 
tical courts  entirely  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  very 
dangerous  to  insert  that  Amendment  with- 
out duly  considering  whether,  by  so  doing, 
they  would  not  virtually  repeal  the  only 
valuable  portion  of  the  measure — namely, 
that  these  marriages  should  not  be  an- 
nulled. The  second  portion  of  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  to  go  further  than  was  pro- 
posed in  Clause  3.  That  clause  provided 
that  no  clergyman  should  be  compelled  to 
celebrate  these  marriages,  and  should  not 
be  held  liable  to  penalties  if  he  did.  The 
Amendment  proposed,  that  any  clergyman 
"OelebrtUing  such  marriages  should  be  sub- 


ject to  Ecclesiastical  censure  or  punishment 
to  which  he  would  by  law  be  subject  if 
this  Act  had  not  been  passed.  He  thought, 
if  a  proviso  of  that  kind  were  adopted,  it 
ought  not  to  induce  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  throw  up  his  Bill. 
There  were  two  words  in  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  also  objected,  they  were  **  or 
authorised.'*  He  thought  that  marriages 
ought  clearly  to  be  valid,  whatever  punish- 
ment the  clergyman  might  be  liable  to 
for  celebrating  such  marriages  ;  it  would 
otherwise  be  a  great  hardship  upon  the 
parties  who  might  form  such  unions.  If 
the  lion.  Member  divided  the  House  upon 
the  question,  he  should  certainly  give  hia 
support  to  the  original  clause. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  the 
result  of  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  on  this  subject,  was  to  satisfy  him 
that  he  ought  not  to  consent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  had 
referred  to  the  99th  canon.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Stuart  AVortley)  had  expressed  no  doubt 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  parties  who  drew 
up  that  canon  ;  but  he  held,  that  in  the 
case  of  a  criminal  suit  against  a  clergy- 
man, the  court,  putting  a  strict  construc- 
tion on  the  terms  of  the  canon,  would  be 
bound  to  say  that  no  clergyman  should  be 
visited  with  any  penalty  unless  they  con- 
ceived it  was  clearly  proved  that  the  mar- 
riage was  not  only  contrary  to  Bbbop 
Parker's  table,  but  also  against  the  law  of 
God.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  no  laws  of  the  Church  had  been  im- 
posed otherwise  than  by  the  provincial 
synod  of  Canterbury;  but  he  (Mr.  Stuart 
Wortley)  found  that  the  Articles  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  passed  in  convo- 
cation in  London,  and  were  agreed  upon 
by  the  archbishops  and  bishops  of  both 
provinces.  He  was  informed,  also,  that 
the  99th  canon  was  not  one  of  those 
canons  subscribed  by  clergymen  at  their 
ordination. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  observed,  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  order  to  defend  bis 
Bill,  had  been  forced  to  impugn  the  autho- 
rity of  the  whole  of  the  canons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that  those 
canons  were  not  passed  by  competent  au- 
thority, and  that  the  clergy  roiglit  obey 
them  or  not,  as  they  pleased ;  and  he  pro- 
posed to  overthrow  the  whole  law  by  which 
the  clergy  were  governed.  This  was  one 
of  the  evils  incident  to  that  wrong  step 
in  legislation  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Butesliirc  had  advised  the  Hoase 
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to  take.  He  recommended  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Maidstone  not  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  at  present  on  the 
Amendment,  because  there  might  be  ob- 
jections to  it  as  it  stood,  and  further  time 
required  for  consideration. 

Mr.  BECKETT  DENISON  said,  that 
lie  had  presented  a  number  of  petitions 
from  the  constituency  which  he  repre- 
sented, in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  a  great 
number  of  them  were  signed  by  the  clergy 
' — clergy  of  the  highest  standing;  and  ho 
was  quite  sure  those  clergymen  would  not 
have  signed  these  petitions  unless  they 
had  taken  all  the  bearings  of  the  case  into 
their  most  mature  consideration.  The  Bill, 
as  it  stood  at  present,  was  to  relieve  the 
minds  and  quiet  the  consciences  of  a  vast 
number  of  persons  ;  and  he  trusted  the 
House  would  pass  it,  on  the  ground  of  the 
opinions  entertained  in  its  favour  by  the 
large  constituency  which  he  represented. 

Mr.  a.  hope  would  withdraw  his  op- 
position to  the  clause,  on  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  the  discussion  should  be 
taken  on  the  question  of  bringing  up  the 
report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mb.  fox  MAULE  rose  to  propose  a 
clause  which  had  for  its  object  the  exemp- 
tion of  Scotland  from  the  effects  of  this 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  had  just  stated  that  he  appealed  to 
the  House  to  enact  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  he  represented  one  of  the  largest  con- 
stituencies in  England,  and  that  the  voice 
of  his  constituents  was  in  favour  of  this 
measure.  He  (Mr.  Fox  Maule)  spoke  con- 
fidently in  the  name  of  the  whole  people  of 
Scotland,  and,  for  the  reason  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member,  entreated  the  House  to  ex- 
empt Scotland  from  the  operation  of  this 
Act.  He  stated  here,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, and  in  the  presence  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  that  this  Bill  was  abhorrent  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Scotland;  there 
was  not  a  clergyman  in  Scotland  connected 
with  the  Presbyterian  religion  who  was 
not  ready  to  raise  his  voice  in  opposition  to 
this  measure.  He  stated,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  a  high  legal  authority 
had  stated  that  the  law  of  the  land,  as 
well  as  the  law  of  the  Church  in  Scotland, 
pronounced  these  marriages,  not,  as  in 
England,  merely  to  be  voidable,  but  to  be 
totally  null  and  void.  The  only  ground 
that  he  had  heard  of  for  extending  this 
Bill  to  Scotland,  was  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  uniformity  of  law  between  the 


countries;  and  he  asked  the  House  whether, 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  establishing  uni- 
formity of  law,  they  should  at  once  violate 
the  feelings  of  the  whole  country  ?  The 
subject  now  before  the  House  had  been  so 
fully  discussed  on  its  merits  as  an  ecclesi- 
astical question,  that  into  that  part  of  the 
question  it  was  not  his  intention  to  enter; 
but  this  he  might  state,  that  it  was  con- 
sidered in  its  ecclesiastical  view  in  Scot- 
land by  the  best  authorities  Scotland  ever 
had  on  the  subject ;  by  those  men  who 
took  part  in  the  Reformation,  and  through 
whose  instrumentality  the  Confession  of 
Faith  was  originally  framed.  He  stated 
further  than  that,  that  after  the  word  of 
God  had  been  reviewed  and  explained  by 
the  authorities  of  the  Reformed  Church, 
that  the  civil  authorities  in  Parliament 
simply  ratified  that  view,  not,  as  had  been 
stated,  as  a  law  of  the  Church,  but,  in 
1567,  as  the  established  law  of  the  land. 
He  went  further,  and  stated  that  by  the 
treaty  of  1689,  the  ratification  in  the  Con- 
fession of  Faith  was  further  ratified,  as 
part  of  the  law  of  Scotland;  and  by  the 
treaty  of  union,  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country  was  bound  to  maintain  that  law 
inviolate.  He  could  not  see  what  evil  or 
difficulty  was  to  arise  from  want  of  uni- 
formity of  law  between  the  two  countries, 
when  it  was  perfectly  well  known  that 
from  1567  to  1835  there  was  no  uniformity 
of  law  between  the  two  countries  on  this 
subject,  and  no  evil  arose.  He  admitted 
that  if  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone  had  been  earned, 
he  should  have  been  deprived  to  a  certain 
extent  of  argument  on  this  occasion ;  but 
as  the  matter  now  stood,  what  were  the 
facts  ?  This  third  clause  said,  that  no 
clergyman  celebrating  one  of  these  mar- 
riages should  be  liable  to  any  pains  and 
penalties  of  any  court,  civil  or  ecclesias- 
tical. The  result  of  this  was  that,  con- 
trary to  the  Act  of  Union,  it  was  a  direct 
interference  with  the  authorities  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  and  enabled  a  clergy- 
man to  set  at  defiance  his  vows  to  obey 
the  Confession  of  Faith,  and  the  penalties 
which  were  attached  to  the  non-observance 
of  those  vows.  He  had  thought  that  this 
House  and  this  country  had  had  a  lesson 
by  which  they  ought  to  profit,  of  the  ex- 
treme sensitiveness  of  the  clergy  and 
people  of  Scotland  as  to  interference  with 
their  ecclesiastical  law.  Whether  it  were 
right  or  wrong,  he  belonged  to  a  body 
who,  thinking  that  Parliament  had  inter- 
fered with  the  ecclesiastical  law  as  settled 
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in  the  Confession  of  Faith,  and  ratified  by 
the  Act  of  Union,  to  the  number  of  up- 
wards of  400  clergymen,  and  700,000  or 
800,000  persons,  had  seceded  from  the 
Establishment,  and  given  it  a  blow  from 
which  it  would  never  recover.  Let  them 
beware  how  they  again  started  the  same 
elements  of  discord  in  what  remained  of 
the  Church.  Let  them  beware  how  they 
put  in  the  power  of  any  clergyman  to  set 
at  naught  his  vows  to  obey  the  Confession 
of  Faith,  If  they  did  this,  the  consequences 
would  be  not  only  further  disruption  in  the 
Established  Church,  but  it  would  be  the  utter 
annihilation  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Scotland  altogether ;  and  he  confessed  he 
did  not  went  to  see  that.  He  therefore 
called  on  the  House  not  to  take  the  step 
of  extending  this  Bill  to  Scotland :  first,  as 
these  marriages  rarely  took  place  in  Scot- 
land ;  secondly,  on  the  ground  that  the 
idea  of  these  marriages  was  abhorrent  to 
the  people  of  Scotland ;  and  further,  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  making  an  un- 
necessary and  rash  attack  on  ecclesiastical 
authority  in  Scotland ;  and,  lastly,  that 
they  were  introducing  a  practice  of  mar- 
riage which  had  never  yet  had  ground 
there.  In  every  instance  where  these 
marriages  had  taken  place,  so  offensive 
was  it  to  the  neighbouring  people  that  the 
parties  had  been  obliged  to  quit  the  neigh- 
bourhood, lie  therefore  moved  to  bring 
up  the  clause  of  which  ho  had  given  notice, 
to  exempt  Scotland  from  the  operation  of 
this  Bill. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  was  ready  to 
give  his  right  hon.  Friend  credit  for  sin- 
cerity in  the  representation  he  had  made 
of  the  possible  consequences  of  the  Bill, 
and  ho  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  generally — not  all  the  people 
absolutely — had  an  avernion  to  marriages 
of  that  kind;  but  then  such  an  admission 
was  only  an  argument  to  him  against  mak- 
ing this  Bill  the  law  of  England,  or  of 
Ireland,  or  of  any  one  part  only  of  the 
kingdom.  The  Bill,  if  it  were  passed  into 
a  law  at  all,  must  become  the  imperial  law 
for  these  realms.  He  said,  the  prohibition 
which  first  appeared  in  the  Confession  of 
Faith  in  1690,  did  not  change  the  law  of 
the  land,  which  continued,  as  before,  to 
depend  on  the  construction  that  was  given 
to  the  xviiith  chapter  of  Leviticus.  Ho 
did  not  allow,  though  he  was  aware  that 
the  general  opinion  of  lawyers  went  the 
other  way,  that  these  marriages  were  bad 
by  the  law  of  Scotland;  and  when  it  was 
i  that  they  were  unknown  in  Scotland, 


that  circumstance,  instead  of  opermting  «• 
a  reason  for  excluding  Scotland  from  the 
effect  of  the  Bill,  only  showed  that  thej 
might  without  fear  include  that  coontrj 
within  it,  unless  they  gave  to  the  Scotch 
people  but  little  credit  for  the  sineeritj  of 
their  religious  feelings.  What  he  wished 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  consider  was,  what 
the  consequence  would  be  if  his  clause 
were  to  be  passed.  Then,  by  the  law  of 
England  a  woman  should  be  regarded  as  a 
wife,  who,  on  passing  into  Scotland,  would 
bo  received  only  as  a  concubine;  and.  the 
issue  would  be  legitimate  on  the  one  side 
of  the  border,  who  were  illegitimate  on  the 
other;  and  all  the  arrangements  of  pro- 
perty would  be  disturbed  by  this  anoma- 
lous state  of  the  law.  Nay,  marriages 
received  as  valid  in  England,  would  be 
viewed  as  incestuous  in  Scotland.  With 
these  as  the  consequences  of  the  clause  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  he  would  much 
rather  ten  times  that  the  Bill  were  entirely 
rejected,  than  that  the  law  of  the  two 
countries  should  be  reduced  into  such  a 
state  of  contradiction. 

Mr.  FORBES  said,  that,  admitting  that 
confusion,  such  as  was  described  by  the 
learned  Lord  Advocate,  was  likely  to  arise, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  happiness  of  the 
whole  mass  of  the  people  was  to  be  sacri- 
ficed for  the  disturbance  of  the  property  of 
one  or  two  individuals.  He  trusted  that 
for  the  sake  of  the  happiness  of  the  greafc 
body  of  the  people — for  the  sake,  especi- 
ally, of  the  poor — the  House  would  exempt 
his  country  from  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 

Mr,  DRUMMOND  was  surnrised  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  did 
not  remember  that  the  state  of  confusion 
was  precisely  the  state  of  the  law  at  the 
present  moment.  The  ecclesiastical  re- 
formers of  former  days  were  much  more 
modest  than  the  ecclesiastical  reformers  of 
this  day;  they  did  really  and  truly  mean 
to  reform  the  Church,  by  taking  away  all 
the  evil,  and  leaving  all  the  good;  but  Gen- 
tlemen in  these  days  wanted  to  give  us  a 
new  Christianity  altogether.  That  was  by 
no  means  the  intention  of  the  Reformers. 
The  Reformers  held  the  Christian  doctrine 
which  had  been  held  without  one  dissen- 
tient from  the  beginning,  and  acknow- 
ledged the  unanimous  voice  of  the  Church 
as  the  only  voice  of  God  to  man.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  had  said  that  the  measure  would 
introduce  considerable  confusion  into  every 
parish  in  England.  He  was  surprised  that 
it  should  have  escaped  the  observation 
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of  bis  rigbt  hon.  Friend,  that  that  was  |  Scotland.  If  they  passed  this  Bill,  thej 
precisely  the  thing  which  gave  it  so  many  i  would  pass  a  Bill  which  no  person  in  the 
powerful  supporters  in  this  House.  They  !  House  connected  with  Scotland  had  sup- 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  supporting  i  ported  except  the  Lord  Ad?ocate.  There 
the  authority  or  preserving  unity  in  the  '  had  been  examined  before  the  Committee 
Church ;  on  the  contrary,  every  single  no  laymen  or  clergymen  connected  with 
measure,  directly  or  indirectly,  which  could  Scotland  except  the  Lord  Advocate.  As 
be  propounded  which  tended  to  subvert .  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  had  passisd, 
and  destroy  that  unity,  they  did  most  in- 1  all  he  could  do  was  to  endeavour,  by  sup- 
defatigably  support.  There  was  also  a  I  porting  the  Amendment,  to  save  the  coun- 
very  great  confusion  concerning  the  law  of  try  from  what  he  thought  a  great  evil, 
marriage  as  connected  with  the  Church,  j  Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  the 
All  they  had  any  business  with  in  this  sincere  respect  which  he  entertained  for 
House  was  to  ascertain  and  direct  to  whom  his  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
property  should  go.  If  they  pleased  that  Perth  and  the  people  of  Scotland,  induced 
property  should  descend  to  the  descendants  !  him  to  remove  the  misconceptions  which 
of  incestuous  connexions,  make  it  so;  but ;  appeared  to  prevail,  and  to  explain  how 
what  they  called  marriage  in  the  Church  :  far  the  Bill  would  affect  the  law  of  Soot-> 
had  nothing  to  do  with  marriage  in  the  ;  land.  He  felt,  if  he  were  trenching  upon 
State.  Persons  who  thought  there  was  :  the  Confession  of  Faith,  ho  should  be 
something  very  solemn  in  that  union,  would  j  justly  exposed  to  that  wholesome  jealousj 


certainly  have  their  respective  ministers 
ask  the  blessing  of  God  upon  that  union; 
but  would  any  law  of  theirs  alter  the  law 
of  incest  ?     Would  any  law  of  theirs  make 


with  which  the  people  ever  since  the  Re- 
formation had  been  led  to  guard  it.  Bui 
then  it  seemed  to  be  entirely  overlooked 
by  some,  that  the  Bill  by  no  means  forced 


a  blessing  descend  upon  that  union  which  ■  these  marriages  upon  the  people  of  Scot* 
God  had  prohibited  ?  Most  unquestionably  |  land,  so  that  their  opinions  and  feelings 
not;  and  they  could  not,  by  any  excuses  !  were  left  intact.  He  granted  there  was  « 
for  clergymen,  or  any  absolution  from  the  ,  great  distinction  between  the  law  of  Scot- 
penalties  which  they  might  incur,  alter  the  |  land  and  the  law  of  England ;  but  he 
effect  of  the  law  of  God.  They  were  !  thought  it  would  bo  very  advisable  that  no 
wholly  wide  of  the  mark  in  entering  into 
such  questions;  but  he  should  confine  him- 
self at  present  to  the  clause  before  the 
House,  and  reserve  the  rest  for  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.   OSWALD  said,  that  it  was  not 
only  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  people  of .  nature.     That  was  a  fact  which  they  had 


such  distinction  should  remain  between 
different  parts  of  the  united  kingdom. 
Now,  as  to  Scotland  itself,  what  hap« 
pencd  ?  Why,  that,  year  after  year,  cler- 
gymen of  the  Church  of  Scotland  were  in 
the  habit  of  celebrating  marriages  of  this 


Scotland,  but  it  was  the  deliberate  faith, 
that  these  marriages  were  incestuous,  and 
it  was,  in  the  most  distinct  manner,  so  laid 
down  in  the  formularies  which  were  in  the 
hands  of  every  peasant  in  Scotland.  There 
were  1,294  congregations  in  Scotland 
which  held  to  the  Confession  of  Faith, 


upon  proof — upon  oath— before  them.  At 
the  same  time,  he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  Church  approved  of  it.  He  would 
here  take  occasion  to  correct  a  misrepre- 
sentation which  had  unintentionally  boon 
made  as  to  Principal  Lee  of  Edinburgh. 
He  said  an  individual  had  told  him  that 


There  was,  in  Scotland,  the  Larger  and  marriage  between  himself  and  his  wife's 
Shorter  Catechism,  In  the  139th  question  sister  had  been  celebrated  by  the  very 
of  the  Shorter  Catechism,  the  dispensing   rev.  Principal,  who,  he  said,  was  cognisant 


with  unlawful  marriages  was  said  to  be 
forbidden  by  the  seventh  commandment. 
In  chapter  24,  sec.  4,  of  the  Confession  of  about  that  part  of  the  story,  he  had  writ* 


at  the  time  of  the  circumstance.     As  he 
(Mr.    Stuart    Wortley)    was   incredulous 


Faith,  these  unlawful  marriages  were  enu- 
merated; and  in  the  Larger  Catechism 
unlawful  marriages  were  referred  to.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate  would 
refer  to  the  Directory  for  Public  Worship, 
he  would  find  that  persons  about  to  marry 
were  solemnly  engaged  to  declare  whether 
there  was  any  disqualification.  This  book 
lay  beside  the  Biblo  in  every  cottago  in 


ten  to  Principal  Lee,  who,  in  his  answer, 
positively  denied  all  knowledge  of  the  cir* 
cumstances  of  the  parties.  He  said  the 
clause  of  the  Bill  which  protected  from 
being  sued,  in  the  ecclesiastical  or  other 
courts,  an  J  clergyman  who  had  celebrated 
a  marriage  of  this  kind,  would  still  leave 
the  Church  of  Scotland  and  her  laws  in- 
tact; and  for  this  reason,  that  the  courts 
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of  the  Cliurcli  of  Scotland  were  not  the 
courts  of  Ilcr  Majesty,  and  were,  there- 
fore, left  possessed  of  all  the  power  which 
they  could  ever  claim.  He  opposed,  then, 
any  clause  which  tended  to  limit  to  a  part 
of  the  kingdom  the  operation  of  this  Bill, 
which,  if  it  passed  at  all,  ought  to  he  an 
imperial  measure. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  principles  enounced  hy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — principles  that 
were  covered  hy  the  Amendment,  which, 
through  the  assistance  of  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man, ho  had  proposed  that  day,  and  which 
he  would  renew  at  a  future  stage  of  the 
Bill.  He  said  he  never  had  heard  with 
greater  astonishment  any  statement  than 
that  made  hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  said  that  this  Bill,  containing 
the  3rd  Clause,  if  it  were  to  pass  into 
a  law,  would  still  leave  them  the  power 
of  proceeding  against  a  clergyman.  His 
argument  was,  that  they  could  not  pro- 
ceed against  him  for  the  affinity  of 
the  parties,  hut,  hy  a  legal  quihhle,  for 
his  violation  of  his  oath.  He  (Mr.  R. 
Palmer)  was  certain  no  court,  after  the 
passing  of  that  Bill,  could  countenance  a 
suit  either  on  the  ground  of  the  Confession 
of  Faithf  or  of  the  violation  of  the  ordina- 
tion vows  of  the  clergyman.  Why,  that 
clause,  in  express  words,  protected  the 
clergyman  celebrating  such  a  marriage 
from  any  suit  in  any  of  the  ecclesiastical  or 
other  courts.  It  was  the  affinity  of  the 
parties  only  that  made  the  marriage  il- 
legal; and  the  clergyman  might  openly 
Bet  at  defiance  the  vows  he  had  taken, 
seeing  that  Parliament  had  relieved  him 
from  doing  his  duty  to  the  ecclesiastical 
law  of  the  country.  That  would  he  the 
effect  of  the  clause  as  it  stood.  And  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land would  have  as  good  reason  to  com- 
plain of  a  Bill  that  would  have  such  an  ef- 
fect, as  of  the  strongest  violation  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  It  was  a  matter  of  doc- 
trine affecting  both  religion  and  morals. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  that 
the  Bill  merely  provided  that  the  affinity 
of  the  parties  should  not  be  a  ground  for 
proceeding  against  the  ministers  who 
might  solemnise  them ;  but  it  did  not 
provide  that  they  should  not  be  liable  to 
be  proceeded  against  for  any  other  cause. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
support  the  Bill,  as  applied  to  England, 
because   it   went   to  remedy   many  com- 

Cints  and  evils;  but,  as  regarded  Scot- 
d,  he  must  say,  that  every  man  he  had 


been  in  communication  with  in  that  part  of 
the  kingdom  was  altogether  averse  to  it, 
and  prayed  that  that  House  would  not 
meddle  with  the  law  of  marriages  in  Scot- 
laud.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
what  was  good  for  England  was  good  for 
Scotland.  But,  if  so,  was  he  prepared  to 
suggest  that  the  Court  of  Session  should 
be  brought  up  to  Westminster,  or  to  pro- 
pos'3  that  there  should  he  a  uniformity  be- 
tween the  laws  of  the  two  countries  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  even  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  apply  the  Bill  to  Scot- 
land generally :  applying  it  to  a  small  part 
of  Scotland  only,  made  the  anomaly  still 
greater. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  moved  tho  addi- 
tion of  words  including  Ireland  in  the  ex- 
emption from  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
believing  that  it  would  inflict  a  heavy  so- 
cial evil  upon  that  country.  Reference  had 
been  made  to  the  dispensation  of  the  Pope, 
as  a  justification  of  the  measure.  But  the 
present  law  was  in  favour  of  that  of  tho 
Church  of  Rome.  Dispensations  were  the 
exceptional  cases ;  and  if  he  had  to  choose 
between  them  and  the  law,  he  woidd  pre- 
fer the  law. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  do  for  Ireland  what  he  would  do 
for  Scotland.  He  had  not  heard  a  word  to 
shake  his  determination  to  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  his  wish  was 
to  relieve  the  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  from  the  difficulty  to  which  they 
were  subjected  year  after  year  by  cele- 
bratiug  marriages  of  this  description.  But 
if  a  clergyman  was  so  careless  as  to  cele- 
brate marriages  without  making  due  in- 
quiry as  to  the  parties,  and  satisfying  him- 
self respecting  them,  he  would  leave  him 
to  suffer  the  full  penalty  of  the  law, 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY,  on  the 
same  principle  as  that  just  enunciated  bj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  could  not  con- 
cede to  Ireland  an  exemption  which  he 
wished  to  refuse  to  Scotland. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  that  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  single  Protestant,  Roman 
Catholic,  or  Presbyterian  minister  in  Ire- 
land, who  had  asked  for  such  an  interfe- 
rence with  the  law  of  marriage  as  the  Bill 
proposed  to  effect. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could  not 
have  read  the  report,  or  he  would  not  have 
made  such  an  assertion.  There  were  seve- 
ral letters  from  ministers  of  those  religious 
denombations  contained    in  the    report: 
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amongst  others  ono  from  tho  Archbishop 
of  Dublin. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  tho 
evidence  of  the  right  rev.  Dr.  Wiseman 
was  in  favour  of  the  Bill  only  in  England, 
his  reason  being,  that  as  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  England  were  only  a  minority, 
it  was  desirable  to  encourage  intermar- 
riages. 

Clause  as  amended  : — 

"  And  bo  it  enacted,  That  this  Act  shall  not  ex- 
tend to  Scotland  or  Ireland,  nor  shall  anything 
therein  contained  alter,  or  be  construed  to  alter, 
the  Law  relating  to  Marriage  in  cither  of  those 
two  Countries." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
tlie  Clause,  as  amended,  be  added  to  the 
Bill." 

Tho  Committee  divided: — Ayes  66;  Noes 
119:  Majority  53. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bercsford,  W. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  C. 
BUckstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
BouTcrie,  hon.  E,  P. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Christy,  S. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Cowan,  C. 
Drummond,  U. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duff,  J. 

Duncombc,  hon.  A. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  G. 

Dundas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Edwards,  H. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Foley,  J.  U.  H. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
French,  F. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Grecnall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 


naggitt,  F.  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Lewisham,  Visct. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Napier,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Patten,  J.  W, 
Plowden,  W.  H. 
Ricliards,  R. 
Sandars,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Sullivan,  M. 
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Bright,  J. 
Brocklehunst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
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Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Cardwell,  E. 
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Mangles,  R.  D. 
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Ogle,  S.  C.H. 
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PhUips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
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Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
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RusseU,  F.  C.  H. 
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Salwcy,  Col. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
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Waddington,  II.  S. 
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Westhead,  J.  P. 
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TELLSBB. 

Wortley,  S. 
Spooner,  R. 


House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con« 
sidered  on  Friday. 

COPYHOLDS    ENFRANCHISEMENT   BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair." 

Mr.  CHRISTOPHER  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  whether  at 
this  hour  in  the  afternoon  (half-past  four), 
and  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  he 
seriously  intended  to  proceed  with  the  mea* 
sure  ?  If  the  Bill  were  to  pass,  it  would 
be  giving  the  sanction  of  the  House  to  a 
direct  interference  with  private  property. 
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That  being  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  the 
question  involved  was  far  too  important  to 
be  disposed  of  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  within  an  hour  and  a  half  of 
the  adjournment  for  the  day.  It  was  a 
measure  which  was  compulsory  on  the 
side  of  the  landlord,  but  not  on  the  side 
of  the  tenant,  and  it  was,  therefore,  par- 
tial and  one-sided.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  compel  an  individual  to  part  with  his 
property  under  an  arbitrary  arrangement, 
whatever  value  he  might  place  upon  it, 
at  a  price  which  certain  commissioners 
might  choose  to  award  him.  Ho  had 
received  strong  representations  against 
this  measure  from  a  great  part  of  his 
constituents  in  Lincolnshire,  where  a 
great  number  of  copyhold  tenures  exist- 
ed, and  upon  all  these  grounds  he  should 
oppose  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *•  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words,  "  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee,*' 
instead  thereof. 

Viscount  GAL  WAY  also  opposed  the 
Bill  as  a  one-sided  measure.  He  had  had 
communications  with  many  lawyers  on 
the  subject,  who  were  all  opposed  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY,  in  answer  to  the  ap- 
peal made  to  him  not  to  prosecute  the  mea- 
sure, said  he  had  satisfied  his  mind  that  it 
was  a  just  and  equitable  one;  that  it  was 
one  most  desirable  to  the  country;  and  that 
it  wag  not  an  undue  interference  with  the 
rights  of  property.  Convinced  of  this  he 
should,  so  far  as  his  abilities  extended, 
endeavour  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session; 
and  if  he  failed  in  that,  would  certainly 
introduce  it  in  the  next.  He  objected  to 
the  time  which  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
had  selected  to  declare  themselves.  The 
second  reading  was  the  usual  stage  at 
which  objections  were  taken  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  measure;  and  if  the  adversaries 
of  the  Bill  had  taken  that  course,  and  the 
House  had  agreed  with  them,  his  own  time 
and  that  of  all  hon.  Members  would  have 
been  saved.  There  were  no  objections 
made  which  could  not  bo  met  by  altera- 
tions to  be  made  in  the  Committee;  and 
as  to  the  complaints  which  had  been 
made  against  the  form  of  the  Bill,  the 
plain  truth  was,  that  whatever  the  form  in 
which  he  might  have  introduced  a  Bill  for 
ihe  enfranchisement  or  commutation  of 
Copyholds,  he  should  have  been  met  with 
precisely  the  same  opposition,    The  feeling 


of  the  country  was  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  by  the  division  \ipoii  tha 
Amendment  the  people  would  know  who 
were  and  who  were  not  in  favour  of  a  mea- 
sure  so  much  demanded. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  that  in  his  opin- 
ion the  measure  was  founded  on  a  most  un- 
just principle;  and  after  adverting  briefly 
to  the  origin  of  copyholds,  he  observed, 
that  in  a  long  series  of  years  that  tenure 
was  become  much  stronger  than  had  been 
originally  intended;  so,  in  consequence  of 
that  increase  of  strength,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought  it  justifiable  to  compel  the 
lord  of  the  manor  to  abandon  his  rights. 
The  hon.  Member,  by  his  Bill,  gave  no  right 
to  the  landlord  to  obtain  possession  of  a 
copyhold  by  paying  an  equivalent  value;  not 
that  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  so  much  objected 
to  that  omission,  because  the  landlord  be- 
ing, generally  speaking,  a  person  of  greater 
power  than  the  copyholder,  might,  having 
that  right,  use  it  to  detach  property  in 
cases  where  it  had  been  very  long  held  in 
copyhold.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was 
unjust  to  give  the  tenant  power  to  compel 
the  landlord,  under  all  or  any  circum- 
stances, to  part  with  his  property,  at  what- 
ever inconvenience,  in  a  pecuniary  or  any 
other  point  of  view.  If  he  had  been  aware 
this  Bill  was  coming  under  discussion,  he 
should  have  been  prepared  to  show  how 
this  power  would  operate  most  injuriouBly 
upon  the  property  of  the  lord  of  the  manor. 
There  were  cases  in  which  copyholds  ought 
to  be  enfranchised;  but  this  had  always 
been  done  by  mutual  agreement,  and  tne 
injustice  lay  in  compelling  one  side  only  to 
part  with  his  property,  whether  he  desired 
to  do  so  or  not.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
if  the  Bill  passed,  neither  more  nor  lesa  in- 
justice would  be  done,  than  if  the  landlord 
of  a  farm  were  to  be  compellod  to  sell  that 
farm  to  the  tenant  of  it  upon  the  valuation 
of  commissioners.  For  thescj  reasons  he 
should  oppose  going  into  Committee. 

Sir  G.  STRICKLAND  said,  he  should 
indeed  be  extremely  surprised  if  such  a  Bill 
as  this  proceeded  one  step  further  in  this 
House,  for  ho  could  scarcely  bring  himself 
to  believe  in-  the  possibility  of  even  the  at- 
tempt at  such  unjust  legislation  having  been 
made.  It  was,  at  all  events,  a  one-sided 
Bill.  What  he  should  like  to  see  was,  an 
endeavour,  if  it  were  just  and  equitable,  to 
get  rid  of  all  copyholds  by  making  land- 
lords and  tenants  agree  to  a  commutation; 
but  this  Bill  proposed  no  such  thing.  It 
only  gave  the  option  to  the  tenant,  and 
none  to  the  landlord.     He  must  say,  he 
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thought  the  measure  nothing  less  than  a 
confiscation  of  property.  Tbey  were  liv- 
ing in  times  in  which  interference  with 
property  had  heon  carried  very  far,  and  he 
helieved  that  there  was  no  instance  in  which 
the  rights  of  property  had  heen  so  far  in- 
vaded as  in  the  case  of  railways.  But  in 
that  case  there  was  a  great  public  ncces- 
sitf^,  or  at  least  a  great  public  convenience. 
Facility  of  conveyance  was  held  to  be  a 
great  national  object;  but  he  appealed  to 
the  House  to  decide  what  great  national 
object  was  involved  in  landlords  being 
forced  to  give  up  their  copyhold  rights. 
The  only  pretence  put  forth  was,  that  it 
would  be  a  convenience  to  tenants;  but 
even  if  that  were  so,  why  should  the  land- 
lord be  denied  a  corresponding  right  on  his 
side  ?  He  believed  that  this  Bill  was  framed 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  report  of  the 
commissioners  in  1838.  That  report  re- 
commended a  compulsory  measure  to  get 
rid  of  copyholds;  but  this  was  not  a  com- 
pulsory measure.  Ho  could  wish  to  abolish 
the  copyhold  courts,  which  were  in  a  de- 
teriorated and  degraded  position;  formerly 
they  wore  held  at  the  court-house,  but 
now  too  generally  the  courts  were  held  in 
alehouses.  But  this  Bill  did  not  even  do 
that;  for  it  would  force  the  lord  of  the 
manor,  after  compelling  him  to  give  up  his 
rights,  and  when  his  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty had  ended,  to  hold  this  miserable 
court  for  the  benefit  of  the  interests  of 
Bome  other  persons.  The  Bill  perpetuated 
all  the  abuses  of  these  copyhold  courts. 

Mr.  FELLOWES  said,  he  did  not  know 
much  about  the  north,  but  certainly  the 
feeling  of  the  south  of  England  was  against 
this  Bill;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cockermouth  persisted  in  forcing  it  before 
the  House,  he  would  find  there  were  al- 
ways Members  enough  to  oppose  unjust 
legislation.  He  opposed  the  measure  as 
p^pably  one-sided. 

Mr.  HUME  expressed  his  astonishment 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  interested  in  copyhold 
property  should  not  be  anxious  to  put  an 
end  to  the  troublesome  and  expensive  sys- 
tem with  which  it  was  connected.  He  did 
not  think  this  the  very  best  Bill  which 
could  be  devised  for  that  purpose;  but  let 
them  go  into  Committee,  and  they  might 
amend  it. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. 

The  House  divided; — Ayes  60;  Noes 
71:  Majority  11, 
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Spooner,  R. 
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Words  Ailded;  Main  Question,  as  amend- 
ed, put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 

MINES  AND  COLLIERIES  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  T.  S.  DUNCOMBE  moved  the  Se- 
cond Reading  of  this  Bill.  lie  said,  that 
notwithstanding  the  appalling  number  of 
accidents  that  had  taken  place  during  late 
years  in  collieries  and  mines,  nothing 
whatever  had  been  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  a  stop  to  them,  or  to  intro- 
duce a  better  system.  The  present  Bill 
had  emanated  from  the  working  colliers 
and  miners  themselves.  It  had  been  dis- 
cussed and  agreed  to  by  deputations  from 
the  mining  districts  in  Scotland,  England, 
and  Wales,  and  they  had  asked  him  to  sub- 
mit it  to  the  House  for  their  approval  and 
consideration.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
merely  that  there  should  be  legislative  in- 
terference in  favour  of  colliers  and  miners. 
With  regard  to  the  details,  it  was  hardly 
necessary  to  discuss  them  at  present.  He 
would  merely  say  of  thom,  that  it  was  pro- 
posed that  Her  Majesty  should  be  em- 
powered to  appoint  inspectors,  who  were 
to  visit  all  collieries  and  mines  at  least 
four  times  a  year,  and  to  order  such  im- 
provements in  them  as  they  should  think 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  lives  of 
those  employed  in  them.  The  Bill  also 
proposed  that  the  men  should  work  by 
weight  instead  of  by  measurement,  as  at 
present.  The  coalowner  sold  his  coals  by 
weight,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
working  colliers  should  not  be  paid  by 
weight  also.  Ho  believed  that  in  Northum- 
berland and  Durham  this  system  had  been 
adopted;  but  in  some  of  the  midland  coun- 
ties the  system  was  to  bring  the  coal  to  the 
surface,  where  it  was  measured,  and  the 
men  were  sometimes  not  paid  for  three  or 
six  weeks  after  the  work  had  been  done. 
Again,  if  stones  or  other  foul  matter  were 
detected  in  the  coal,  penalties  were  im- 
posed, which  left  hardly  any  wages  what- 
ever to  the  men.  It  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  call  the  attention  of  tho  House  to 
the  appalling  loss  of  life  that  was  con- 
stantly taking  place  in  collieries.  During 
the  last  two  years,  since  he  had  first  given 
notice  of*  a  Motion  on  this  subject,  no  less 
than  5,000  lives  were  computed  to  have 
been  lost  in  the  coal  mines  of  this  country. 
In  some  cases  it  was  no  doubt  beyond  the 

Cwer  of  man   to  prevent  accidents,  but 
I  thought  that,  as  far  as  human  skill  and 


experience  could  go,  there  was  no  excuse 
for  not  providing  a  remedy. 

Mr.  HUME  seconded  the  Motion.  The 
question  was  one  of  vast  importance,  as  it 
was  notorious  that  there  were  more  lives 
actually  lost  in  the  coal  mines  of  England 
every  year,  than  by  all  the  shipwrecks 
that  took  place  among  the  vast  mercantile 
marine  of  the  country.  Considering  tho 
number  of  families  thus  left  without  sup- 
port, it  was  most  important  that  some  mea- 
sure tending  to  prevent  this  fearful  destruc- 
tion of  human  life  should  be  adopted.  He 
was  against  any  legislative  interference  be- 
tween masters  and  men  as  regarded  wages, 
and  there  were,  therefore,  some  of  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  which  he  could  not  ap- 
prove of;  but  the  great  question  of  ven- 
tilating mines  was  another  matter,  and 
one  that  could  be  at  once  carried  into 
eflfcct.  At  some  of  the  inquests  lately 
held  on  these  dreadful  accidents,  remedies 
had  been  pointed  out  that  were  easy  of  ap- 
plication, and  when  the  Government  neg- 
lected to  apply  those  remedies,  he  thought 
the  House  was  bound  to  take  into  its  seri- 
ous consideration  a  measure  emanating 
from  the  working  colliers  themselves. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  had  received 
communications  from  persons  in  the  col- 
liery districts  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill; 
and  he  had  paused  before  rising  to  address 
the  House,  under  the  impression  that  those 
parties  would  have  instructed  their  repre- 
sentatives to  bring  forward  some  of  their 
objections  in  the  House.  As  they  had  not 
done  so,  however,  he  would  proceed  to  con- 
sider the  nature  of  this  measure.  But  be- 
fore going  further,  he  begged  to  express 
the  satisfaction  he  felt,  and  in  which  he 
was  convinced  the  House  generally  parti- 
cipated, at  seeing  his  hon.  Friend  able 
once  more  to  take  his  place  among  them, 
and  his  earnest  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's health  was  so  completely  restored 
that  he  would  be  able  to  take  an  active  part 
in  all  their  future  deliberations.  He  fully 
agreed  in  what  his  hon.  Friend  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  said  as  to 
the  great  importance  of  providing  some 
remedy  against  the  recurrence  of  these 
most  disastrous  accidents;  but  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  had  rather  considerably 
overrated  the  number  of  deaths  from  acci- 
dents in  collieries  when  he  fixed  it  at  5,000 
in  two  years.  But,  without  minutely  crit. 
icismg  that  statement,  it  was  obrious  that 
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a  great  number  of  deaths  did  take  place, 
and  that  it  was  most  important  to  diminish 
the  number  as  far  as  possible.  He  used 
the  word  **  diminish,**  because  when  coal 
mines  were  worked  on  so  extensive  a  scale 
as  in  this  country,  it  was  impossible  to 
guard  against  accidents  altogether.  Within 
the  last  two  years  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment had  been  repeatedly  directed  to  this 
subject,  and  much  valuable  information 
had  been  collected  and  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House  as  to  the  practice  pursued  on 
the  Continent  with  regard  to  the  inspec- 
tion of  mines.  There  was  one  passage  in 
Mr.  Tremenhcere*s  report  to  which  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House : — 
"  In  this  country,  if  the  compulsory  powers  of 
the  continental  system  of  inspection  were  adopted, 
no  one  would  be  able  to  open  a  new  colliery  with- 
out first  submitting  his  plans  to  a  Government  in- 
spector for  approval.  This  would  involve  the 
necessity  of  such  a  number  of  inspectors,  and  such 
an  amount  of  minute  interference,  that  I  appre- 
hend it  would  be  deemed  entirely  at  variance  with 
the  principle  of  private  enterprise  and  mdividual 
responsibility  in  this  country,  however  applicable 
it  may  be  on  the  Continent,  where  various  usur- 
pations from  time  to  time  upon  private  rights 
have  transferred  all  mineral  property  from  indi- 
viduals to  the  hands  of  the  Government." 

As  to  the  compulsory  inspection,  he  had 
no  objection  whatever  to  it.  He  begged 
to  observe,  that  when  he  spoke  of  having 
had  communications  from  parties  interested 
in  the  matter  on  this  subject,  he  did  not 
mean  merely  those  who  were  interested  in 
mines  as  owners.  His  opinion  was  that 
it  was  better  to  have,  in  the  first  instance, 
inspectors  appointed  who  would  make  a 
general  report  on  the  mines,  and  more  es- 
pecially on  the  system  of  ventilation  adopt- 
ed, after  which  the  House  would,  he  behov- 
ed, be  much  better  able  to  legislate  on  the 
question  than  otherwise.  In  the  meantime, 
he  thought  it  was  extremely  desirable  that 
no  portion  of  the  responsibility  which  justly 
attached  to  the  owners,  should  be  transfer- 
red to  the  Government  or  to  Parliament. 
If  the  inspectors  discovered  any  defective 
system  in  any  of  these  mines,  immediate 
notice  should  be  given  to  the  managers, 
to  the  public,  and  the  persons  employed  in 
it,  and  to  the  Government.  There  ought 
to  be  a  power  also  given  to  those  inspec- 
tors to  call  for  the  production  of  maps  and 
plans,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  make 
their  inspections  more  perfect;  but  there 
would  no  doubt  be  great  objections  enter- 
tained, from  the  jealousy  often  existing 
among  those  parties  to  having  the  maps 
and  plans  of  the  mines  open  to  the  inspec- 
tion of  the  public  generally.     The  objection 


he  most  entertained  to  this  Bill  was,  that 
it  proposed  to  establish  a  very  extensive 
and  a  very  expensive  machinery  to  carry 
it  into  execution,  whilst  it  would  transfer 
the  safe  management  of  a  large  number  of 
collieries  from  their  owners  and  managers 
to  the  Government.  His  hon.  Friend  pro- 
posed that  every  colliery  should  be  visited 
four  times  in  the  year  by  inspectors.  Now, 
in  order  to  efi'ect  that  purpose,  an  enormous 
staff  of  inspectors  would  be  necessarily  re- 
quired, who  must  be  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  waa 
not  without  a  hope  that  some  means  might 
be  found  for  providing  the  charge  of  in- 
spection without  placing  it  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund;  at  all  events,  he  thought 
the  system  of  inspection  ought  not  to  bo 
upon  the  extensive  scale  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  for  it  would  involve  an  expense 
far  beyond  the  necessities  of  the  case.  He 
further  objected  to  any  mixing  up  of  clauses 
for  inspection  with  clauses  for  regulating 
the  payment  of  wages.  He  recommended 
his  hon.  Friend,  in  this  or  any  future  mea- 
sure of  which  he  might  take  the  charge, 
to  separate  these  two  topics,  for  he  would 
find  it  inexpedient  to  lay  down  a  general 
rule  which  could  not  be  appHcable  to  the 
various  mining  districts  in  the  country.  A 
very  important  point  was  referred  to  in 
Mr.  Tremenheere's  report.  It  had  refer- 
ence to  the  education  of  the  colliers.  The 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  contained  a  clause 
providing  that  the  inspectoi's  should  have 
practical  experience  in  mines  for  ten  years. 
But  what  was  wanted  Was  this  qualifica- 
tion in  those  who  were  overlookers,  Oa 
this  subject,  Mr.  Tremenheere  said — 

"  No  one  can  bo  conversant  with  the  groat  be- 
nefit that  the  admirable  schools  of  mines  in  France, 
Belgium,  and  Germany  center  on  those  countriea, 
without  a  regret  that  this  country  has  so  long 
neglected  such  obvious  means  of  usefulness.  The 
foundation  on  which  such  a  school  might  bo  esta- 
blished has  been  already  laid  in  this  country  in  the 
Museum  of  Economic  Geology,  which  corresponds 
to  the  valuable  Museum  of  the  School  of  Mines  in 
Paris." 

He  (Sir  G.  Grey)  had  had  frequent  com- 
munications upon  the  subject  with  Sir 
Henry  de  la  Beche,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  no  man  could  be  more  anxious 
that  means  should  be  taken,  through  the 
medium  of  the  Museum  of  Economic  Geo- 
logy, of  diffusing  information  and  promot- 
ing education  in  connexion  with  mining 
pursuits.  Mr.  Tremenheere  further  said-^ 
"  The  circumstance  of  the  low  qualifications  of 
the  persons  entrusted  in  this  neighbourhood  with 
such  important  and  resiKinsible  duties  as  under- 
ground steward,  has  now  attracted  the  serious  at* 
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tention  of  all  the  principal  owners  and  managers 
of  collieries  arouad  Barnsley,  and  it  was  represent- 
ed to  me  as  their  unanimous  opinion,  that  imme- 
diate measures  should  be  taken  to  create  a  class 
of  men  of  greater  knowledge  and  ability/' 

And  he  added — 

"  I  believe  that,  with  the  disposition  existing 
in  all  the  mining  districts  of  this  country  to  be- 
nefit by  the  progress  of  knowledge  in  such  mat- 
ters, the  information  which  would  be  diffused  by 
the  inspectors,  the  emulation  which  would  be 
created  among  colliery  managers  (as  was  observed 
by  one  of  the  witnesses  at  the  late  inquest),  the 
force  of  public  opinion,  and  in  the  last  resort  the 
fear  of  a  coroner's  jury  in  case  a  mine  pronounced 
dangerous  by  the  inspector  was  left  unimproved, 
would  in  a  very  short  time  produce  as  good  effects 
as  the  compulsory  system  of  the  Continent,  reduc- 
ing greatly  the  number  of  mines  in  which  the 
principle  or  the  amount  of  the  ventilation  is  de- 
fective, and,  therefore,  leaving  less  opportunity 
jfbr  those  accidents  which  are  attributable  to  the 
carelessness  and  recklessness  of  tho  men." 

A  system  of  inspection,  without  compul- 
sory powers  for  calling  upon  owners  to 
produce  maps,  to  enable  the  inspector  to 
make  the  inspection  in  a  manner  that 
would  he  effectual  as  well  as  desirable, 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  inefficient ;  but 
he  also  thought  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
go  beyond  a  general  provision  for  that 
purpose.  Public  opinion,  operating  upon 
these  reports,  would,  he  believed,  be  found 
more  effective  for  the  purpose  than  any 
measure  that  House  could  produce  of  a  re- 
strictive character.  With  regard  to  the 
experiments  lately  made  by  Mr.  Gurney, 
for  the  improvement  of  ventilation  in 
mines,  be  had  been  asked  why  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  enforce  ventilation  by 
law.  His  reply  was,  that  if  that  system 
seemed  likely  to  be  successful,  it  would  be 
the  direct  interest  of  owners  and  managers 
to  adopt  it.  It  would  be  wrong,  in  his 
opinion,  for  the  Government  to  take  up 
any  proposal  of  that  kind,  and  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  render  its  adoption  compulsory  by 
owners  and  managers  of  collieries.  The 
subject,  he  admitted,  was  one  of  great  im- 
portance; but  it  was  one  requiring  very 
delicate  treatment,  and  he  thought  that  by 
proceeding  by  slow  degrees  in  enacting 
such  laws  as  were  found  necessary,  they 
would  ere  long  be  successful  in  providing 
measures  that  would  be  satisfactory  in 
their  application. 

Mr.  lacy  characterised  the  Bill  as 
fiill  of  repressive  requirements,  without 
being  likely  to  realise  its  object.  The 
pght  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary 
had  omitted  to  say  whether  he  would  sup- 
port the  second  reading — a  point  upon 
which  the  House  ought  to  be  informed. 


There  was  no  specific  for  ensuring  that 
explosions  should  not  take  place  in  mines; 
and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would  refer  to  the 
inquests  upon  the  bodies  of  those  who  had 
perished  in  them,  they  would  find  that  in 
ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred  the  ca- 
tastrophe had  arisen  from  the  carelessness 
of  the  men  themselves.  Ho  knew  a  case 
in  Lancashire,  where  a  workman  insisted 
upon  opening  a  certain  part  of  the  mine, 
where  he  knew  that  five  men  were  at 
work.  The  consequence  was  that  ignition 
instantly  took  place;  and,  though  the  lives 
of  the  men  were  happily  saved,  it  cost  the 
proprietor  between  3002.  and  4002.  to  ex- 
tinguish the  fire.  Until  there  was  some 
better  knowledge  upon  these  subjects 
among  the  miners,  no  legislative  enactment 
ought  to  take  place.  He  objected  to  the 
details  of  this  measure.  Who  was  to  bear 
tho  expense  of  the  proposed  weighing  of 
the  coals  at  the  pit's  mouth  ?  That  opera- 
tion would  cost  6(2.  per  ton;  and  it  must 
either  be  paid  by  the  workman  or  the  con- 
sumer. There  was,  however,  no  need 
whatever  for  such  a  clause,  for  the  men 
themselves  knew  how  much  they  got.  He 
objected,  also,  to  the  proposed  interference 
with  the  system  of  paying  wages,  as  un- 
called for  and  unnecessary.  The  Bill  re- 
ferred to  the  appointment  of  three  inspec- 
tors. But  how  could  three  inspectors  visit 
every  colliery  in  the  country,  as  they  would 
be  required,  four  times  in  the  year?  There 
were  1,500  collieries  in  the  country,  which 
would  make  6,000  inspections  in  the  year. 
To  comply  with  the  Bill,  then,  every  in- 
spector must  make  2,000  inspections  in 
the  year,  or  seven  every  day.  It  |vould  be 
impossible  for  any  men  to  perform  the 
labour.  The  Bill  was  objectionable  in 
many  other  respects,  and  he  should  give  it 
his  decided  opposition. 

Mr.  MACGREGOR  seconded  the 
Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would 
be  withdi-awn,  for  it  was  impossible  the 
House  could  pass  a  measure  which  inter- 
fered so  much  with  labour  and  its  wages. 
If  a  good  practical  measure  was  intro- 
duced, tho  great  mining  interests  con- 
nected with  his  own  constituency  would 
give  it  their  support,  for  they  were  as  anxi- 
ous for  practical  legislation  as  any  one  of 
the  parties  who  promoted  this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,**  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now'  stand  part  of  the  Qaestlon." 
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The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  also  wished  to 
recommend  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  with- 
draw the  Bill.  The  parties  interested  in 
the  question  felt  considerahle  alarm  at  the 
legislation  proposed  hy  the  hon.  Member, 
believing  that  it  would  he  impracticable,  or 
that  if  practicable  it  would  do  very  great 
mischief.  After  the  promises  held  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Home  Department,  ho  was  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  serving  the  interests 
ho  had  taken  in  hand  better  by  withdraw- 
ing the  Bill,  than  by  pressing  the  second 
reading,  which,  very  likely,  would  be  re- 
jected by  a  considerable  majority.  As 
the  representative  of  the  most  important 
mining  district  in  Scotland,  he  was  most 
anxious  to  secure  the  main  objects  at  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  aimed.  The  only 
doubt  was  as  to  the  means  for  carrying  out 
those  objects;  but  under  the  circumstances 
ho  was  quite  certain  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  taking  the  most  judicious  course 
by  withdrawing  the  Bill  for  the  present 
Session. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  said,  his  name  was  at 
the  back  of  this  Bill  along  with  that  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury,  and 
the  sole  object  of  pressing  the  second 
reading  was,  that  the  principle  might  be 
affirmed.  The  details  might  be  reserved 
for  future  consideration.  There  certainly 
was  a  necessity  for  legislation  to  protect 
workmen  in  mines  from  the  fearful  acci- 
dents which  of  late  years  had  been  so  fre- 
quent. 

Mr.  J.  BAILEY,  Jun.,  remarked  that 
the  Bill  made  it  compulsory  to  alter  mines 
in  any  way  laid  down  by  the  Government 
inspector.  If  an  accident  occurred  after 
proprietors  had  so  altered  their  mines,  and 
an  action  was  broufrht  to  recover  damages, 
who  was  to  be  liable  ?  Were  they  or  the 
GoYornment  to  be  liable  ? 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  had  not 
stated  what  course  he  meant  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Bill.  The  principle  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  one 
which  the  House,  he  believed,  unanimously 
agreed  to.  That  principle  was,  that  theic 
should  be  some  system  of  instruction,  and 
that  miners  should  have  the  means  of  ob- 
taining all  the  information  that  science 
could  afford  them.  By  these  means  tbey 
hoped  for  a  better  management  of  mines. 
But  this  was  not  the  principle  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  It  was  of  a  totally  differcut 
character,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  would  himself  ackuowledgo  that.    He 


was  in  favour  of  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  press  the  House  to  a  division^ 
and  oblige  Members  to  vote  against  the 
Bill,  which  would  have  the  appearance  that 
they  were  opposed  to  any  inspection,  which, 
however,  was  not  the  case. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  did  not  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  three  months,  because  he  merely 
wished  to  suggest  reasons  which  might  in- 
fluence the  hon.  Gentleman  to  withdraw 
the  Bill.  But  if  he  pressed  it  to  a  second 
reading,  he  would  vote  against  its  further 
progress. 

Mr.  T.  S.  BUNCOMBE  was  willing  to 
leave  the  question  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  provided  he  understood  the 
House  to  be  favourable  to  legislation  for 
the  protection  of  life  in  mines.  Voluntary 
inspection  would  provo  absolutely  nuga- 
tory. To  be  effectual,  it  must  be  com- 
pulsory; and  if  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  affirm  that  principle,  he  would 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the  sub* 
ject.  All  the  objections  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  had  come  from  the  master  class;  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Member 
for  Bodmin  had  stood  forward  as  the  organ 
and  champion  of  the  fire-damp  interest. 
No  doubt  all  the  masters  were  against  the 
measure;  but  he  did  not  see  why  there 
should  not  be  an  inspection  of  mines  as 
well  as  of  factories. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To-mor- 
row, without  putting  the  Question. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tliursdayy  July  5,  1849. 

MiMUTES.]      Public  Bills.— 1»  Pupils  Protection  (Scot* 
land). 
?»  Loan  Societies ;  A»au1t9  (Ireland) ;  EcdedasticAl  Ju- 
risdiction ;  Soap  Duty  Allowances. 

Petitions  Prkskntkd.  From  Pembroke  and  Tenby,  for 
Extending  the  Jurisdiction  of  County  Courts. — By  Lord 
Brougham,  from  Gloucester,  Darlington,  Hamroersnlth, 
and  Fulham,  against  the  Granting  of  any  New  Licenses 
to  Beer  Shops. — From  several  Places  in  Scotland  and  In»- 
land,  for  the  Protection  and  Relief  of  Clergymen  seceding 
trom  the  CTiurch  of  England.— From  Belfast,  that  a  De- 
mand may  be  made  on  the  Brazilian  and  Spanish  Govcrn- 
rocnts  for  the  Liberation  of  all  Slaves.— From  Balymenm 
and  Colcraine,  for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. 
— By  the  Marquess  of  Brcadalbane,  from  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland,  for  the  AboU* 
tion  of  University  Tests, 
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SCOTCH  UNIVERSITIES— THE  FREE 
CHURCH. 

Tho  Marquess  of  BREADALBANE 
proBcntod  a  petition  from  the  General  As- 
•ombly  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland, 
complaining  of  tho  present  system  of  tests 
adopted  in  tho  Universities  of  that  country. 
Tho  noblo  Marquess  said,  that  at  present 
all  tho  professors  of  the  Scotch  Universi- 
ties were  required  to  belong  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  Now,  their  Lordships  would 
bo  awaro  of  tho  great  divisions  that  had 
taken  place  in  the  Established  Church  of 
Scotland,  which  was  now  left  in  a  minority, 
reduced  to  only  one- third  of  tho  popula- 
tion; and  tho  consequence  therefore  was, 
that  by  the  existing  test  acts,  two-thirds 
of  tho  people  were  excluded  from  the  be- 
nefits of  the  universities  of  the  country. 
Tho  same  objection  applied  to  the  election 
of  masters  for  the  parochial  schools  of 
Scotland,  the  teachers  being  all  required 
to  belong  to  tho  Established  Church.  It 
was  too  late  for  a  remedy  to  bo  applied  I 
during  the  present  Session;  but  he  trusted  ' 
that  a  measure  would  bo  introduced  next ; 
Session  to  remove  the  grievance  com- 
plained of. 

The  Earl  of  HADDINGTON  denied 
that   the  present  university  tests  of  Scot-  ; 
land  operated  as  any  practical  exclusion; 
because,  there  being  iu>  real  difference  be- , 
twecn  the  doctrines  of  tho  different  reli- ; 
gious  bodies  in  Scotland,  the  tests  could 
not  be  truly  obnoxious  to  anybody. 

Lord  BROUGIIAM  thought  the  noble ' 
Marquess  took  a  rather  rose-colour  view  of 
bis  own  religious  community,  when  he  said, 
tbat  only  one-third  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land belongcii  to  the  Establishment.  He 
(Lord  Brougham^  understood  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  Scotch  people  be- 
longed to  the  Establishment. 

The  MAK^jn:^  of  BREADALBANE 
beJieved  he  was  perfectly  correct  in  stating 
tbat  the  different  sects  in  Scotland  who 
had  at  di^rent  periods  seceded  from  the 
Established  Church  nnmbere'J  about  two- 
tbirdsokf  the  popoiation;  bat  the  best  way 
to  place  the  matter  beyond  dispute  would 
be  to  more  for  returns. 

LoM»  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  ra- 
se^ts    in    Scotland,    excepting    the 
^       2iass«   bel-d    precisely    the    saa:e 
s,  all  the  difference  betxrcen  them 
;        «3t  a  pv-iiticii  differoiice, 
to  be  on  the  talCe. 
4       oreei. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  5,  1849. 

MiNUTKB.]      PtTBLfc  B I LL8.  —  Administration  of  Justice 

(Vancouvei's  Island). 
Reported. -Poor  Relief  (Ireland). 

Petitions  Prbsbntbo.  By  Mr.  Headlam,  f^om  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne,  for  Universal  Suffrage. — By  Mr.  Bankes* 
from  Wareham,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorneys' 
Certificates. — By  Lord  Burgbley,  from  Crowland,  Lin- 
colnshire, for  Agricultural  Relief. — By  Captain  Harris, 
fyora  Leicester,  for  the  ChariUble  Trusts  BilL—By  Mr. 
Aglionby,  from  Highhead,  for  the  Copyholds  Enfiran- 
chiseroent  Bill.  — By  Mr.  Osborne,  from  Clerkenwell* 
against  the  Friendly  Societies  BilL— By  Mr.  Spooner, 
from  the  Medical  Officers  of  the  Rugby  Union,  for  Re- 
dress of  certain  Grievances.— By  Mr.  WyW,  from  Bod- 
min, for  the  Protection  of  Women  BilL— By  Mr.  Grogan, 
from  Dublin,  for  SaniUry  Measures  for  Ireland.— By  Mr. 
Thomas  Duncombe,  from  a  Public  Meeting  held  in  Lon- 
don, for  Acknowledging  the  Roman  Republic. — By  Mr. 
Deedes,  from  Mardeii,  Kent,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale 
of  Beer  Act.— By  Mr.  Adderley,  from  Leek,  for  the  Scien- 
tific Societies  Bill  (1848).— By  Viscount  Emiyn,  from 
Pembroke,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Small  Debts  Act. 


POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  House  having  gone  into  Committee 
on  the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Mr.  lawless  proposed  a  clause  for 
the  suspension  of  the  tenth  clause  of  the 
Act  10  Vic,  commonly  called  the  quarter- 
acre  clause,  for  a  limited  period.  He  beg- 
ged to  call  attention  to  tho  various  state- 
ments descriptive  of  the  state  of  the  Irish 
population,  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  evil  of  the  present 
position  was  mainly  attributable  to  the  ope- 
ration of  this  quarter-acre  clause. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  First 
Time. 

Sir  W.  SOMERYILLE  said,  that  on 
the  last  day  this  Bill  was  under  discussion 
the  question  was  debated,  whether  they 
should  cut  off  outdoor  relief  altogether; 
but  the  proposal  now  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend  would  have  the  effect  of  giving 
outdoor  relief  to  an  unlimited  extent ; 
and,  he  asked,  would  it  be  safe  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Poor  Relief  Act  in 
the  way  his  hon.  Friend  pro}>osed  ?  It 
could  not  be  denied,  that  by  the  law,  as 
it  stood  at  present,  gT>C!at  distress  might 
exist  under  the  operation  of  this  clause; 
but  thoy  should  consider  whether  the 
suspension  of  the  clause  wonld  not  lead 
to  a  much  worse  state  of  things.  It 
should  be  remembej>wi  that  there  was  a 
power  vested  in  the  board  of  guardians 
to  suspend  the  clause  if  they  thought  fit; 
and  even  when  a  man  cave  up  his  land, 
it  was  in  the  discreuon  of  ihe  hoard  to 
pve  him  reaef  or  refuse  it.  Therefore, 
supposing  that  a  sn<pc!uaon  of  the  olanse 
should  uhe  place,   it   would  he  still  im 
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the  discretion  of  the  guardians  to  refuse 
relief.  The  House  should  recollect  that 
the  poor  of  Ireland  were  supported  out  of 
the  means  of  the  ratepayers,  and  they 
should  take  care  that,  by  too  great  an  ex- 
tension of  the  law,  those  means  should  not 
fail  altogether.  For  the  reasons  he  had 
stated,  he  must  oppose  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  ROCHE  believed  that  the  effect  of 
the  quarter-acre  clause,  forbidding  outdoor 
relief  to  holders  of  more  than  a  quarter  of 
an  acre  until  they  had  obtained  a  certificate 
from  the  landlord  that  they  had  given  up 
their  land,  had  been,  during  the  late  fa- 
mine, to  exterminate  and  depopulate  en- 
tire districts. 

Mb.  W.  FAGAN  knew  that  great  num- 
bers of  persons  had  lost  their  land  without 
legal  process  under  the  operation  of  this 
clause.  Such  was  the  tenacity  with  which 
land  was  held  in  Ireland,  that  there  had  ap- 
peared in  the  public  papers  the  details  of 
instances  in  which  men  had  suffered  their 
children  to  die  of  starvation  rather  than, 
by  surrendering  their  land,  to  qualify  them- 
selves for  receiving  relief.  It  should  be 
remembered  that,  as  long  as  there  was  no 
produce  on  the  soil,  there  was  no  differ- 
ence between  a  holding  of  twenty  acres 
and  a  quarter  of  an  acre,  for  the  occupier 
of  twenty  acres  might  be  just  as  much  in  a 
state  of  starvation  as  the  tenant  of  a  quar- 
ter of  an  acre.  But  when  they  made  the 
occupier  of  a  few  acres  give  up  his  land 
and  go  into  the  poorhouse,  they  made  a 
permanent  pauper  of  him,  and  took  away 
every  chance  that  he  might  have  of  regain- 
ing his  former  position. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  regarded  the  Bill 
before  the  House  as  essentially  a  Landlord 
Bill;  any  changes  in  it  were  all  in  favour 
of  the  landlord,  and  against  the  tenant. 
It  was  horrible  to  hear  the  Government 
say,  through  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  it  was  better 
for  human  beings  to  incur  some  risk  of 
fitanration,  than  to  disturb  the  operation  of 
the  present  poor-law  in  Ireland.  He  fear- 
ed there  was  a  policy  not  avowed  in  that 
House,  but  concealed  and  disguised,  of 
allowing  the  famine  to  do  its  work  in  Ire- 
land, and  waste  the  population,  and  then 
good  easy  men  in  ofHcc  told  them  it  was  a 
visitation  of  Providence  which  it  was  im- 
possible to  arrest.  The  operation  of  the 
quarter-acre  clause  was  one  which  exposed 
the  poorer  inhabitants  of  Ireland  not  only  to 
grievous  suffering,  but  to  the  strongest 
possible  temptations  to  fraud  and  deceit — 

VOL.CVI.    {l^a^i 


destroying  not  only  the  body  but  the  soul 
— imposing  upon  them  not  only  degrada- 
tion but  crime. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  protested 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  imputed  to 
him  language  that  he  had  never  used. 
The  hon.  Member  ought  to  have  known 
the  importance  of  such  a  phrase  as  the 
**  risk  of  starvation,"  and  ought  not  lightly 
to  impute  its  use  to  any  Member  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  if  he 
misunderstood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  entirely  withdrew  the  expression;  but 
he  thought  the  words  ''risk  of  starvation" 
were  certainly  used. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  denied  that  he 
had  used  the  word  **  starvation"  at  all. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  said,  that 
the  effect  of  the  clause  would  be  to  deci- 
mate the  people.  He  would  not  say  that 
that  object  was  intentionally  pursued,  but 
there  was  full  knowledge  that  the  result 
must  be  most  disastrous.  Its  operation 
must  be  to  compel  a  large  proportion  of 
the  poor  to  give  up  their  holdings,  and  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  that  must  be  to 
leave  them  and  their  children  paupers  for 
an  indefinite  time;  in  fact,  they  must  con- 
tinue to  be  paupers  all  their  lives.  Mr. 
Twisleton,  the.  commissioner,  thought  the 
clause  too  stringent.  Those  who  gave  up 
their  holdings  went  into  the  workhouse,  to 
remain  there  for  life,  while  a  great  many 
who  refused  to  go  remained  in  their  cot- 
tage to  die ;  and  thus  the  Legislature  was 
driving  off  the  face  of  the  earth  an  indus- 
trious, frugal,  and  estimable  class  of  men. 
They  had  tilled  their  ground  and  planted; 
they  were  now  within  six  weeks  of  the 
harvest,  yet,  if  this  clause  passed,  the  law 
would  say  to  them,  "  You  must  give  up  to 
others  that  which  you  have  sowed,  and  go 
into  the  workhouses  for  the  remainder  of 
your  lives — you  and  your  children."  It 
was  of  no  use  to  talk  of  outdoor  relief;  on 
that  their  lives  would  not  be  worth  a 
month. 

Mr.  MONSELL  stated,  that  the  ac- 
count given  of  the  sufferings  of  the  Irish 
poor  was  only  too  true.  Many  of  them, 
with  the  greatest  possible  self-denial,  had 
put  seed  in  their  ground ;  but  they  were 
now  placed  in  such  a  position  that  they 
must  either  die  or  give  up  that  ground. 
It  was,  however,  not  to  be  denied  that 
there  were  great  ditiSculties  on  the  other 
side  of  the  question ;  and  he  did  not  over- 
look the  fact  that  under  a  former  state  of 
2X 
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management  the  rents  of  the  smaller  land- 
lords were  paid  out  of  the  rates;  those 
landlords  arranged  so  as  to  have  their 
tenants  placed  on  the  relief  funds,  and  in 
that  way  contrived  to  get  their  rents.  In 
whatever  point  of  view  the  subject  might 
be  regarded,  there  could  be  no  doubt  of 
the  difficulties  by  which  it  was  surrounded; 
but  he  should  nevertheless  take  the  liberty 
of  suggesting  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clonmel  to  withdraw  his  clause  for  the 
present,  and  on  bringing  up  the  report  to 
propose  another  clause,  giving  power  to 
the  commissioners  to  suspend  the  quarter- 
acre  clause,  whenever  the  justice  of  the 
case  might  require  it.  By  such  an  ar- 
rangement he  thought  that  the  difficulties 
of  the  matter  might  be  in  a  great  measure 
obviated.  He  thought  also  that  the  law 
ought  to  be  made  clear  respecting  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  refuse  to  take  the 
rest  of  their  holdings  from  such  tenants  as 
were  not  willing  to  surrender  the  quarter 
of  an  acre  and  the  house  in  which  they 
lived.  The  first  object  which  he  sought 
was  to  give  a  discretionary  power  to  the 
commissioners ;  the  second,  to  have  the 
law  made  more  clear. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  considered 
the  quarter>acre  clause  the  only  means  left, 
in  connexion  with  a  poor-law,  to  preserve 
the  independence  of  the  yeomen  of  Ireland. 
It  would  be  quite  impossible  to  raise  an 
adequate  rate  for  the  relief  of  all  appli- 
cants, if  the  check  imposed  by  the  clause 
were  removed.  As  it  was,  the  check  was 
waived  by  guardians  in  a  large  number  of 
cases,  which  seemed  to  call  for  relaxation. 
There  were  returns  from  the  unions  of 
Ballina,  Swineford,  Westport,  and  else- 
where, showing  no  fewer  than  4,566  cases 
in  which  this  relaxation  had  been  made, 
without  insisting  upon  the  surrender  of  the 
recipients*  holding. 

Mr.  SCULLY  was  satisfied,  by  the  ar- 
guments of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Clonmel,  that  it  was  necessary  to  sus- 
pend the  clause.  In  the  ordinary  state  of 
things,  he  would  not  be  inclined  to  support 
the  proposition,  but  an  extraordinary  state 
of  things  at  present  existed,  and  there  were 
grounds  therefore  for  suspending  the 
clause.  It  was  deplorable  to  think,  that 
when  the  harvest  could  be  reaped  in  a  few 
months,  the  men  by  whom  it  was  sown 
should  be  compelled  to  give  it  up  and  go 
to  the  workhouse. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  said,  the  present  state 
of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  out  of  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  events ;   and,  therefore,  he 


hoped  the  GoTemment  would  see  the  ex- 
pediency of  giving  the  commissioners  a 
power  of  dispensing  with  that  clause  if 
they  deemed  fit. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  observed,  that  one 
class  of  persons  was  entirely  kepi  out  of 
view  in  this  discussion,  namely,  the  poor 
ratepayers.  They  would  have  to  pay,  as 
the  law  now  stood,  7s,  6d.  in  the  pound; 
and  what  would  they  say  when  they  saw 
another  person,  holding  perhaps  a  greater 
poHion  of  laud  than  themselves,  receiving' 
relief  ?  Let  the  House  then  only  consider 
the  exasperation  and  annoyance  that  would 
result  from  the  suspension  of  the  clause. 
He  saw  all  the  reasons  that  were  used  on 
the  other  side,  but  felt  that  by  susp^iding 
the  clause  they  would  bring  the  law  into 
discredit,  and  render  it  utterly  inoperative. 
He  would  exercise  what  he  considered  to 
bo  a  sound  discretion,  by  voting  against 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clonmel. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  conceived  that 
what  was  really  desirable  was,  thai  the 
poor-law  should  give  as  much  relief  as  it 
was  possible  for  any  law  of  that  kind  to 
give.  But  if  it  was  said  that  there  was  no 
case  that  should  not  be  relieved  by  this 
poor-law,  they  would  find  that  it  would 
not  answer  that  purpose.  He  could  not 
consent,  therefore,  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clonmel. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  Second  Time." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  12  ; 
Noes  74:  Majority  62. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  then  moved  the  in- 
sertion  of  a  clause  authorising  the  division 
of  electoral  districts. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  opposed  the 
Motion,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  need- 
lessly involve  a  protracted  discussion  at  a 
period  when  it  was  most  desirable  to  trans- 
mit this  measure  to  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature;  and  having  intimated  thai 
it  would  bo  open  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
introduce  tho  subject  at  some  more  conye- 
nient  occasion. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  consented  to  with- 
draw the  clause;  but  begged  at  the  same 
time  to  say  that  he  thought  the  question 
to  which  it  referred  was  a  most  important 
one,  and  he  hoped  that  on  a  future  occa- 
sion there  would  be  a  fuU  discussion  of  it. 

Colonel  DUNNE  could  not  let  the 
clause  be  withdrawn  without  saying  that 
until  the  area  of  taxation  was  altered,  the 
Irish  Members  would  not  he  satisfied. 

Mr.  ROCHE  admitted  thai  a  number  of 
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the  present  electoral  divisions  were  too 
large,  but  it  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  say 
on  what  principle  they  should  proceed  with 
the  subdivision. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  moved  the 
insertion  of  a  clause  permitting  the  guar- 
dians of  any  union  in  which  the  order  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  afford  re- 
lief to  persons  by  food  only  is  in  force,  to 
afford  such  other  relief  to  them,  besides 
food,  as  shall  appear  to  them  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  their  lives  and  health. 

Sib  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  they  stood 
much  in  the  same  position  with  respect  to 
this  clause  as  they  did  with  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel. 
The  question  was,  how  far  their  means 
would  permit  them  to  go,  and  whether,  by 
drawing  on  them  to  an  unlimited  extent, 
they  would  so  diminish  them  as  to  bring 
all  down  to  one  common  level  of  pauperism. 
It  was  unfair  to  throw  odium  on  the  per- 
sons who  opposed  such  a  proposition,  with- 
out making  the  slightest  allusion  to  the 
abuses  that  would  be  created  by  acceding 
to  it.  Instead  of  distributing  clothing, 
they  should  consider  the  means  of  the  rate- 
payers, and  confine  the  relief  to  the  most 
necessitous  cases. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  con- 
sidered that,  even  on  the  ground  of  econ- 
omy, they  ought  to  adopt  the  clause.  If 
they  abstained  from  giving  fuel  and  cloth- 
ing as  well  as  food,  disease  would  be  cre- 
ated, and  the  number  of  poor  would  be  in- 
creased. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  thought 
the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stroud  would  be  wholly 
inoperative.  If  they  gave  relief  in  clothes, 
it  could  be  only  done  by  diminishing  the 
relief  in  food. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  observed,  that  this 
was  about  the  fourth  clause  which  had 
been  brought  forward  in  total  oblivion  of 
the  first  clause  of  the  Bill.  They  adopted 
a  proposition  to  guard  the  ratepayers  from 
more  than  75.  in  the  pound,  and  then  they 
came  forward  with  all  sorts  of  propositions 
to  increase  the  expenses. 

Mr.  POULETT  SCROPE  said  that 
the  guardians  at  present  had  only  the 
power  of  giving  relief  in  food  to  the  able- 
bodied  poor  ;  and  he  thought  a  poor  man 
who  had  been  turned  out  of  house  and 
home  required  relief  in  shelter  and  clothing 
quite  as  much  as  food.  He  was  therefore 
desirous  of  giving  the  guardians  the  dis- 
cretionary power  of  administering  relief  to 


the  ablebodied  in  clothing  and  shelter  as 
well  as  food. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  observed,  that  any 
poor-law  would  be  subject  to  the  difficulty 
of  administering  outdoor  relief  in  such  a 
way  as  not  to  induce  the  ablebodied  poor 
to  prefer  it  to  supporting  themselves  by 
their  own  labour.  It  might  be  in  many 
cases  most  desirable  that  the  guardians 
should  have  the  power  of  granting  relief 
in  shelter  and  clothing  as  well  as  in  food  ; 
at  the  same  time  he  thought  such  a  power 
would  bo  always  liable  to  abuse,  inasmuch 
as  the  ablebodied  labourer  would  frequently 
prefer  such  relief  to  depending  upon  his 
own  exertions. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  proposed  a 
clause  relative  to  the  residence  of  appli- 
cants for  relief.  The  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  not  relieve 
the  small  towns.  What  he  (Sir  D.  Nor- 
reys)  proposed  was,  that  the  provisions  of 
the  poor-law  should  not  become  applicable 
to  a  pauper  who  had  not  come  to  reside  in 
towns  within  the  last  two  years. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  opposed  the 
clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  7 ; 
Noes  73  :  Majority  66. 

Colonel  DUNNE  moved  the  following 
Clause: — 

"  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  when  any 
land  shall  have  been  unoccupied  and  laid  waste  for 
the  period  of  twelve  months  next  before  the  26th 
day  of  March,  1849,  the  board  of  guardians  may 
excuse  any  new  occupier  of  such  land  from  tbo 
payment  of  any  arrears  of  rates  left  unpaid  by  a 
former  occupier  of  such  land.'* 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  admitted  that  it 
was  originally  proposed  to  introduce  a 
clause  of  this  description,  but  as  the 
opinions  of  persons  generally  were  against 
it,  the  idea  was  given  up. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  thought  it  was  right 
that  they  should  know  the  nature  of  the 
objections  to  the  clause,  and  from  whom 
they  came.  When  it  had  been  thought 
expedient  by  the  noble  Lord  to  hold  out 
some  hope  on  this  point  to  the  Irish  pro- 
prietors, it  was  necessary  that  some  reason 
should  now  be  given  for  the  clause  being 
withdrawn. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  begged,  before  the 
Chairman  left  the  chair,  to  thank  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goyemmenty-and 
2X2 
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lijs  Colleagaes,  for  the  great  attention  thev 
had  giren  to  this  question. 

The  Honse  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
•idered  To-morrow. 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  DISRAELI  begged  permission  to 
be  allowed  to  state  the  course  which  it 
was  proposed  to  take  on  his  side  of  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  adjourned  de- 
bate on  his  Motion.  Hitherto,  when  the 
policy  of  the  Government  had  been  brought 
Wore  the  House,  there  had  always  been 
an  understanding  that  Gentlemen  who  had 
notices  upon  the  Paper  would  waive  their 
individual  claims,  in  order  that  discussions 
of  such  a  nature  might  be  completed  at 
once.  That  was  the  feeling  on  his  side  of 
the  House;  and  he  was  sure,  that  if  any 
Gentleman  had  brought  forward  a  propo- 
sition for  financial  reform,  or  for  a  new 
construction  of  the  legislative  body,  who 
was  supposed  to  represent  the  feelings  of 
any  section  of  the  House,  the  Gentlemen 
on  his  side  would  have  immediately  given 
way.  That,  however,  was,  unfortunately, 
not  his  lot,  when,  at  the  request  of  no  in- 
considerable portion  of  the  Members  of 
that  House,  he  had  been  induced  to  ex- 
press their  sentiments  in  the  Motion  he 
nad  introduced  the  other  day.  It  was  due 
to  the  Government  to  say  that  they  had 
given  every  facility  for  bringing  on  that 
Motion,  and  that  they  had  shown  every 
disposition  to  give  the  question  a  fair  en- 
counter. He  was  also  bound  to  remove  an 
impression  that  might  have  arisen  un- 
favourable to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose respecting  this  matter.  He  under- 
stood that  tho  hon.  Member  yesterday 
refused  to  withdraw  a  notice  he  had  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day;  but  it  was  due  to  him 
to  say,  that  ho  had  on  a  previous  occasion 
endeavoured  to  facilitate  the  Motion  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  given  notice, 
by  withdrawing  a  similar  notice  to  the 
one  which  he  had  on  the  Paper  for  that 
night;  and  though  from  misconception, 
he  could  not  practically  favour  him,  he 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  was,  nevertheless,  sensible 
of  tho  obligation.  In  the  present  state 
of  affairs,  it  was  impossible  for  him, 
according  to  tho  forms  of  the  House, 
to  bring  forward  this  debate  until  the 
31st  of  July.  Tho  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  it  was  extremely  inexpedient 
to  be  called  upon  to  give  a  decision  on  such 
a  subject  at  such  a  time,  oven  should  the 
House  be  then  sitting.     There  was  an  op- 


portunity on  Tuesday  to  have  concluded 
the  debate;  but,  unfortunately,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  thought 
it  expedient  to  enter  into  a  discussion,  the 
main  object  of  which,  to  use  his  own  words, 
was  to  show  that  every  policeman  was  a 
-  petty  tyrant."  ["  No,  no  ! "]  WeU,  well ! 
upon  that  point  he  would  not  insist.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  urged  upon  the 
noble  Lord  to  proceed  with  that  discussion 
on  the  ground  that  this  was  a  flash-in-the- 
pan  Motion.  He  did  not  know  what  idea 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  might  asso- 
ciate with  a  flash-in-the-pan  Motion,  but  he 
had  always  understood  that  when  Motions 
were  brought  forward,  supported  by  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Gentlemen,  who,  at 
great  inconvenience,  had,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  come  down  to  express  their 
opinions  and  record  their  votes — and  this 
was  generally  conceived  to  be  the  test  of 
sincerity  of  motive — it  was  the  custom, 
and  it  did  credit  to  the  House,  to  treat 
Motions  of  that  kind  in  a  favourable  spirit. 
He  would  only  say,  that  those  who  were 
bringing  forward  this  Motion,  had  no  inten- 
tion whatever  to  avoid  a  decision.  It  was 
their  earnest  intention  to  call  for  a  division 
of  the  House  on  that  question ;  but  cir- 
cumstanced as  they  were,  it  was  difficult 
to  see  how  they  could  attain  that  object. 
If,  however,  the  noble  Lord  would  agree 
to  give  them  another  Government  day,  he 
was  autljorised  to  say,  on  the  part  of  the 
Gentlemen  near  him,  that,  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned,  nothing  should  prevent 
the  division  taking  place  on  that  day.  But 
if  the  noble  Lord  found  that  it  was  not  in 
his  power  to  permit  the  House  to  come  to 
an  expression  of  its  opinion,  then  he  bad 
only  one  alternative,  which  was  to  move 
that  the  Order  for  the  Day  be  remoyed 
from  the  Paper.  He  had  made  this  state- 
ment in  order  that  those  out  of  doors 
might  not  be  led  to  think  there  was  on  the 
part  of  the  supporters  of  his  Motion  any 
wish  to  avoid  a  decision. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  admitted  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  saying  that 
it  was  usual  when  a  Motion  of  importance, 
such  as  ho  had  brought  forward  the  other 
night,  was  adjourned,  for  Members  who 
had  notices  on  the  Paper  to  give  way,  in 
order  that  the  debate  should  be  proceeded 
with.  But,  at  the  same  time,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  impugn  in  any 
way  the  discretion  which  every  individual 
had,  of  estimating  what  was  the  import- 
ance to  the  public  and  his  constituents  of 
any  Motion  he  might  wish  to  bring  for* 
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ward.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  thought  himself  bound  to 
bring  forward  his  Motion,  and  by  thinking 
himself  so  bound  to  discharge  his  duty, 
the  delay  had  taken  place  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  referred.  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated,  the  Government 
was  most  willing  to  make  any  sacrifice  of 
time  at  their  disposal  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  him  to  bring  forward  his  Motion 
— and  he  might  say  now,  that  if  it  were 
merely  with  respect  to  the  character  of  the 
Government,  he,  for  his  own  part,  would 
not  propose  that  any  other  day  should  be 
given  to  the  discussion,  being  perfectly 
satisfied,  after  having  heard  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  and  the  answer  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  the  character  of  the  Go- 
vernment required  no  farther  support ;  but 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  of  importance,  and  as  it 
would  be  unsatisfactory  if  the  House  did 
not  come  to  a  formal  decision  regarding  it, 
he  was  willing  to  make  some  sacrifice  of 
convenience,  in  order  that  the  debate 
should  be  continued.  If  it  was  to  be  con- 
tinued, then  the  sooner  the  better,  and, 
accordingly,  he  would  give  the  earliest  day 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  that  the  adjourned  de- 
bate be  taken  to-morrow.  In  that  case, 
he  must  ask  the  House  to  meet  on  Monday 
morning,  to  consider  those  Bills  relating 
to  Scotland,  to  which  he  attached  great 
importance.  The  hon.  Gentleman  having 
asked  for  a  Government  day  to  conclude 
the  debate  on  his  Motion,  he  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  thought  he  was  not  asking  too 
much  when  he  requested  the  House  to 
sit  on  Monday  morning  to  proceed  with 
those  Bills.  There  was  another  question 
which  was  on  the  Paper  for  to-night,  with 
respect  to  which  he  wished  to  say  a  word 
or  two.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  bad  a  Motion  for  inquiring  into 
the  Universities  of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  and 
Dublin,  and  praying  Her  Majesty  to  issue 
a  commission  for  that  purpose.  Now,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  cause  of  the  im- 
provement of  education  in  those  univer- 
sities would  bo  promoted  by  a  discussion 
at  the  present  moment.  There  had  been 
several  proposals  made  of  improvement  in 
these  universities,  and  they  would  be 
better  able,  after  this  Session,  to  judge 
of  the  value  of  those  improvements,  and  of 
what  would  bo  the  then  state  of  the  uni- 
versities. His  hon.  Friend  had,  no  doubt, 
a  desire  to  promote  the  object  he  had  in 


view ;  but  it  would  be  rather  an  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  that  object  than  an  advance- 
ment of  it,  to  have  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject in  the  present  Session.  It  was  known 
that  there  were  objections  both  to  the  pro- 
posals of  reform  which  had  been  made,  and 
to  the  commission  ;  and  these  objections 
would  be  strengthened  by  any  discussion 
just  now.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  proceed  with  his 
Motion. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  assured  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  course  he  had  pro- 
posed to  take  would  be  extremely  incon- 
venient to  the  Members  of  Scotland,  and 
very  distasteful  to  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try, who  attached  great  importance  to 
these  Bills.  He  beUeved  that  there  ex- 
isted a  very  strong  feeling  against  the 
Bills.  He  would  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  merits  or  demerits  of  those 
measures,  but  he  must  repeat  that  the) 
course  which  the  noble  Lord  was  pursuing 
respecting  them,  was  not  only  most  inconr 
venient,  but  extremely  prejudicial.  The 
reason  why  so  few  Scotch  Members  at- 
tended the  meeting  which  had  been  al- 
luded to  was,  that  already  a  great  number 
of  them  had  left  town  for  Scotland.  When 
he  mentioned  the  names  of  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  left  London,  the  noble  Lord 
would  at  once  see  that  it  was  important 
that  both  these  Gentlemen  should  be  pre- 
sent at  the  discussion  of  these  Bills — ho 
alluded  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Perthshire, 
and  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire. 
He  believed  the  former  hon.  Gentleman 
had  already  expressed  an  opinion  upon 
these  Bills,  but  that  he  was  unable  to  re- 
turn to  his  Parliamentary  duties  to  take 
part  in  their  further  discussion  ;  and  with 
regard  to  the  lion.  Member  for  Argyllshire, 
he  had  left  town  before  the  noble  Lord 
gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  proceed 
with  the  Bills  this  Session. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  he  had 
consulted  the  convenience  of  the  Govern- 
ment only,  and  had  he  regarded  his  own 
opinion  of  the  merits  of  these  Bills,  he  cer- 
tainly should  have  proceeded  with  them 
to-morrow.  Such  had  been  his  wish,  and 
such  had  been  his  intention.  He  had  al- 
ready stated,  with  regard  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
that  he  should  not  have  thought  it  any  re- 
proach to  the  Government  if  the  order  for 
the  resumption  of  the  debate  on  that  Mo- 
tion were  to  be  discharged.  But  hon. 
Members  who  had  notices  of  Motion,  hav- 
iDg,  no  doubt,  exercised  their  discretion  in 
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reluag  !•  all9v  die  ^yovnued  debtle  t» 
be  reevned,  he  hftd,  for  tbe  sake  of  the 
eoBTeoMee  «f  the  Howe,  propofied  to  gire 
•p  s  GoremaBeDt  dar  to  the  eooadermtioD 
of  that  MoooD,  aad  Lid  proposed  that  the 
tmo  Bilk — the  Marriage  and  the  Begbtra- 
laoB  Bills,  vhiciu  he  h/fibicred^  vere  ealcii- 
lated  to  be  rerr  besieftnal  to  Seotlaod,  and 
A  i;reai  improrremeiit  in  the  law — should 
he  postponed  mttal  Moodar.  He  had  done 
to,  oM  for  the  eooTeaiesMse  of  the  Gorem- 
nent,  bvt  for  the  eooTenknee  of  the  House 
and  the  general  mode  of  eoodoerUng  the 
poblie  husiiiess.  In  so  doing,  he  vaa  oh- 
figed  to  take,  be  adantted,  an  ineonTenient 
eovrse  of  appcnnting  a  morning  sitting  for 
the  eoitfideration  of  those  BiDs. 
Sabjeet  dropped* 

THE  HUDSON'S  BAT  COMPA>T. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  be  vas  glad 
to  be  able  to  notify  to  the  House,  that  in 
eottseqoenee  of  the  consent  of  those  who 
might  hare  been  supposed  to  entertain  in- 
tentions hostile  i/i}  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  giren  notiee,  it  would  be  unnecessarr 
for  him  to  trouble  the  House  at  anV 
length  on  the  present  occasion.  He  bad 
reeeif ed,  from  the  officers  of  the  Hudson's 
Baj  Companj,  a  communication  to  the 
effect,  that  tbej  did  not  object  to  the  in- 
quiry be  proposed,  into  the  legality  of 
dieir  powers;  and  be  bad  likewise  been  ap- 
prised, bj  Her  Majesty's  Goremment, 
that  sucb  being  the  feeling  of  the  parties 
interested,  neitiier  were  thej  prepu^ed  to 
make  anj  objection  to  the  proposed  in- 
<piirj.  As,  therefore,  there  was  to  be  no 
hostile  discussion  on  this  Motion,  be 
should,  with  the  greatest  satisfaction,  re- 
frain from  speaking  one  word  that  could 
be  considered  to  be  of  a  Criminatory  or 
controTersial  character.  He  bad  felt  it 
his  duty,  on  other  occasions,  and  might 
again  feel  it  his  duty,  to  enter  upon  a  ra- 
riety  of  controrersial  questions,  connected 
with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company;  but,  on 
the  present  occasion,  be  should  follow 
what  he  thought  to  be  the  plain  course  of 
public  duty,  in  sedulously  abstaining  from 
touching  upon  all  such  subjects.  He 
would,  however,  very  shortly  state  to  the 
House,  the  real  subject-matter  to  which 
his  Motion  applied;  because,  the  affairs  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  and  the  con- 
dition of  that  large  portion  of  North 
A  rica,  which  was  under  their  govem- 
,  had  attracted  so  little  notice,  in 
y<  ,  from  the  British  public,  or 
jc         ,  that  there  might,  other- 


wise, he 

real  puipcat  «f  ife- 
aad  ^lat  was  t^ 
Motion  of  hk  mU 
for  Falkirk.       TVe 
pany  might   he   m 


three  perfeedr^ 
first,  ^paa  the  cfigiBal 
which  mpp&sl  to  %i 
ntorr  now  vadc 
were  also  granted  tm  ^he  i 
MajestT,  »ier  i 

IS:S$,  Which  placed  awiiher  lar^  portion 
of  North  Ameriea*  or,  in  €k1*  he  might 
say,  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  the  com- 
pany's territory,  mmiter  their  i^e.  Thooe 
powers,  not  bong  pow«n  of  gofcnment 
or  of  territorr,  Imt  of  eadaaiie  trading, 
the  legality  ci  them  wna  miqnestioned,  so 
fisr  as  they  rested  npea  aft  Act  of  Pariift- 
ment.  But,  beaides  diese  two  titlea,  the 
one  being  the  charter  of  1670,  and  the 
other  the  license  for  exdmivo  trading,  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  had  likewise  re- 
cently receired,  by  Act  of  Paifiament, 
other  powers,  rdati^  to  Yanconver's 
Island.  That  island  conslitBted  a  part  of 
the  territory  orer  whidi  the  company  had 
preriously  receiTed  the  ficense  for  exdn- 
sire  trading ;  hut  tins  Act  gave  to  Uie 
company  territoiial  rights  which  they  had 
not  before  possessed.  The  original  dwr- 
ter  was  only  consideied  to  apply  to  the 
territories  in  the  immediate  rieinity  of 
Hudson's  Bay,  and  those  landa  whidi 
were  watered  by  the  large  rirera  thai  ran 
into  that  bay.  Those  waters  toA  their 
source  from  the  Rocky  Moantains;  and, 
descending  thence  through  Tarioua  riTers 
and  lakes,  at  length  entered  Athabasca 
Lake,  on  the  west  €i  Hudson's  Bay.  By 
these  waters,  the  territory  over  wlueh  the 
company  possessed  power,  under  thdr 
original  charter,  was  usually  hdd  and  oon- 
sidered  to  be  defined.  The  territorj  to 
the  north  and  to  the  north-west  was  com- 
prised within  the  waters  which  ran  into 
the  Pacific  and  the  Arctic  Oceans;  and 
this  territory  was  the  subject-matter  of 
the  license  of  exclusiTe  trading,  granted  in 
1838.  The  territory  of  VaacouTer'a 
Island  spoke  for  itself ;  and  that  had  been 
made  the  subject  of  those  recent  proceed* 
ings  which  his  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Falkirk  had  already  called  in  question. 
The  Motion  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
was  now  about  to  submit  to  the  House* 
contemplated,  strictly  and  propa4y,  those 
territories  only,  which  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  was  reputed  to  holdt  nnder  tho 
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charter  of  1670.  For  some  reasons,  it 
might  have  been  advantageous,  consider- 
ing the  gravity  of  this  question,  if  there 
could  have  been  a  fuller  exposition  of  it ; 
but  he  had  perfect  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  so  far  as  related 
to  their  comprehension  of  their  public 
duty,  in  regard  to  a  Motion  such  as  the 
present.  The  terms  of  the  Motion  were 
BuflSciently  clear  to  render  it  manifest, 
that  its  object  was  to  secure  a  full  and 
perfect,  but,  also,  a  dispassionate  inquiry 
— not  into  the  powers  which  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company  might  possess — not  into 
any  abuse  of  their  powers,  which  might 
have  been  alleged  against  them,  whether 
truljr  or  untruly,  or  any  complaints 
against  them,  whether  properly  or  im- 
properly made — but,  simply  and  dryly,  to 
the  legality  of  those  powers.  It  might 
have  been,  in  some  respects,  advantageous 
to  have  a  fuller  discussion ;  but  if  a 
clearer  understanding  could  be  arrived  at 
by  foregoing  such  a  discussion,  there 
would  be  a  compensation  for  its  loss,  in 
having  secured,  what  was  above  every- 
thing desirable,  namely,  that  the  strict 
char^ter  of  this  investigation  should  be 
preserved,  so  that  it  could  not  be  mis- 
taken for  a  matter  of  political  controversy, 
or  of  grievance,  or  complaint;  and,  that 
those  who  would  advise  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  their  course,  and  who 
would  be,  he  presumed,  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  might  approach  this  ques- 
tion without  the  recollection  of  any  hos- 
tile debate  or  controversy  upon  it,  but 
might  regard  it  as  one  essentially  judicial. 
He  was  content  that  the  reasons  for  the 
Motion  should  be  for  the  present  taken  to 
be  only  those  obvious  upon  the  face  of  it, 
consisting  of  matters  of  fact,  perfectly  un- 
deniable, and  not  involving  matters  of  re- 
proach, or  charges  against  any  one.  If  the 
most  superficiid  inquiry  were  made  into 
the  system  of  government  under  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  in  North  America,  it 
would  appear  that  the  powers  exercised  by 
them  on  that  great  continent,  were  so  far 
exceptional  and  diverging  from  rule  and 
precedent,  and  were  so  far  from  affording 
the  usual  guarantees  for  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  as  to  render  it  obvious  that,  on 
the  question  being  raised  in  that  House, 
the  Crown  should  proceed  to  ascertain  the 
legality  of  those  powers.  Those  powers 
might  be  stated,  first,  as  a  perfect  and  ex- 
clusive territorial  possession  of  the  tracts 
under  the  charter  of  1670 ;  secondly,  as 
the  power  of  csclutivc  trading  reaching 


over  the  whole  of  that  tract;  and,  thirdly, 
the  powers  of  government  now  extended 
throughout  the  remainder  of  the  country, 
from  the  Arctic  Ocean  in  the  north,  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  in  the  west.  These  powers 
of  government,  which  were  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  ho 
could  not  otherwise  qualify  than  as  absolute 
powers  of  government,  which  made  no 
provision  whatever  for  the  liberty  of  the 
subject.  He  did  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
were  such  as  to  render  the  granting  or  the 
exercise  of  those  powers  proper  and  expe>- 
dient.  He  wished  to  avoid  all  questions 
of  policy.  No  doubt  large  questions  of 
policy  presented  themselves  to  the  mind, 
and  on  this  question  he  entertained  in  his 
own.  mind  particular  opinions,  which  had 
been  suggested  by  his  inquiries.  But  he 
would  postpone  these  considerations,  be- 
cause Parliament  could  not  enter  upon 
them  with  advantage  until  practical  mea- 
sures had  been  taken  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  legal  title  of  the 
company.  Having  stated  the  general 
grounds  of  his  Motion,  he  was  contented 
to  let  the  matter  rest  upon  this  basis.  It 
afforded  him  the  most  sincere  satisfaction 
to  be  able  to  pass  by  the  controversial 
part  of  this  question,  on  account,  as  well 
as  on  other  grounds,  of  the  sincere  re- 
spect he  entertained  for  many  of  the  gen- 
tlemen he  knew  to  be  engaged  in  conduct- 
ing the  affairs  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany. Nothing  was  further  from  his 
intention,  in  entering  upon  this  subject, 
than  to  cast  the  slightest  slur  upon  the 
character  of  those  gentlemen.  It  was 
only  to-day  that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Isbister,  stating  that,  notwith" 
standing  the  strong  language  in  which  he 
had  set  forth  his  complaints,  and  the 
gravity  and  importance  he  attached  to  the 
subject,  he  entertained  the  greatest  re- 
spect both  for  the  character  of  Sir  Johtt 
Pelly,  the  governor  of  the  company,  and 
also  for  that  of  Mr.  Harrison,  the  gentle- 
man who  was,  or  had  been  very  lately,  as- 
sociated with  Sir  John  Pelly,  as  deputy- 
governor.  The  complaints,  then,  were  not 
against  the  character  or  conduct  of  these 
individuals,  but  against  the  system.  Hd 
slightly  referred  to  these  subjects,  not 
with  any  view  of  influencing  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  as  to  the  nature  of  that  sys- 
tem, but  solely  to  afford  himself  the  grati- 
fication of  stating  his  appreciation  of  those 
gentlemen,  and  expressing  his  satisfaotiott 
that  his  sense  of  public  duty  permitted 
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him  to  pass   by  any  detailed  discussion. 
He  would  therefore  beg  to  move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  direct  that  such  means  as  to 
Her  Majesty  shall  seem  most  fitting  .ind  eflFectual, 
be  taken  to  ascertain  the  legality  of  the  powers 
in  respect  to  territory,  trade,  taxation,  and  go- 
Tcrnment,  which  are  or  recently  have  been 
claimed  or  exercised  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany on  the  Continent  of  North  America,  under 
the  Charter  of  His  Mijesty  King  Charles  the 
Second,  issued  in  the  year  1670,  or  in  virtue  of 
any  other  right  or  title,  except  those  conveyed  by 
or  under  the  Act  43  Geo.  HI.,  c.  138  (extending 
the  criminal  jurisdiction  of  Canadian  Courts),  and 
1  and  2  Geo.  4,  c.  06,  intituled,  "  An  Act  for 
regulating  the  Fur  Trade,  and  establishing  a 
Criminal  and  Civil  Jurisdiction  within  cei-tain 
parts  of  Noi-th  America." 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  he  had  very  few  ob- 
servations to  make,  and  ho  should  strictly 
follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  avoiding  the  expression  of  any 
opinion  which  could  lead  to  controversy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  right 
in  stating  that  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
had,  much  to  their  honour,  as  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  thought,  immediately  assented  to 
the  inquiry  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  into  the  legality  of  their  charter. 
That  being  the  case,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  of  course  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  offer,  and  he  gave  his  cordial 
assent  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  what  the 
noble  Earl  the  Member  for  Falkirk  intend- 
ed to  do  in  regard  to  his  Motion  upon  Van- 
couver's Island  ? 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  said,  the  House 
would  remember  that  upon  the  day  subse- 
quent to  that  on  which  he  had  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion,  when  the  House  was 
counted  out,  he  gave  notice  that  as  it  ap- 
peared impossible  he  could  obtain  another 
notice  day,  he  should  renew  his  Motion  on 
the  first  opportunity  when  the  Government 
fixed  a  Committee  of  Supply.  He  adhered 
now  to  that  intention. 

Mr.  ELLICE  said,  that  before  the  ques- 
tion was  disposed  of,  he  wished  to  make  a 
single  observation.  He  wished  to  under- 
stand whether  the  noble  Earl  really  in- 
tended to  bring  forward  this  question  again, 
and  if  so,  whether  he  would  give  sufficient 
notice  in  order  that  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  might  be 
able  to  state  their  case  ?  So  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Ellice)  was  concerned,  and  so  far  as  his 
knowledge  extended,  a  great  deal  more  im- 
portance had  been  ascribed  to  this  question 
about  YancouYer's  IsUnd  and  the  Hudson's 


Bay  Company  than  it  deserved,  and  it  had 
grown  into  a  magnitude  which  did  not  pro- 
perly belong  to  it.  He  was  not  in  the 
House  last  year  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  brought  forward  this  question,  and 
when  his  (Mr.  Ellice 's)  name  was  frequently 
referred  to;  but  he  saw  in  all  the  newspa- 
pers that  a  statement  had  been  made  to 
the  effect  that  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  Office  had  given  this  island 
to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  as  a  favour 
— or  what  was  termed  a  job — to  him.  Now 
he  had  heard  nothing  at  all  of  the  trans- 
action until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brought  the  subject  before  the  House^  and 
all  he  could  say  was,  that  so  far  from  con- 
sidering that  grant  valuable  to  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company,  his  conscientious  con- 
viction was  that  the  company  had  under- 
taken to  do  that  which  would  never  repay 
them  in  point  of  interest;  and  if  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Office 
had  offered  to  give  him  that  island,  subject 
to  the  conditions  upon  which  it  had  heen 
given  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  he 
should  have  thought  himself  fitter  for  a 
lunatic  asylum  than  for  addressing  the 
House  of  Commons  if  he  had  accepted  it. 
He  suggested  to  the  noble  Earl  to  reflect 
a  little  before  he  persevered  in  this  matter. 
In  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  this  coun- 
try had  an  instrument  by  which  the  affairs 
of  a  vast  region,  almost  inaccessible  to 
civilised  beings,  were  administered  without 
expense;  and  it  was  not  probable  that  other 
means  would  be  found  to  effect  the  same 
object.  There  was  no  imputation  upon 
the  company  that  hitherto  they  had  abused 
their  trusts  and  powers,  or  that  they  had 
not  done  their  best  to  maintain  peace  and 
order.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite, 
upon  whom,  at  some  future  period,  the 
duty  might  devolve  of  administering  the 
colonial  affairs  of  this  empire,  would  only 
consider  by  what  other  system  the  admin- 
istration of  this  enormous  district  could  he 
provided  for  if  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
were  superseded,  he  would  hesitate  very 
much  before  he  sought  to  destroy  that  most 
efficient  instrument  for  the  purpose.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  would  move 
for  a  Committee,  and  if  Members  would 
act  upon  it,  he  (Mr.  Ellice)  would  prove 
to  the  satisfaction  of  that  hon.  Member  and 
of  the  Committee  that  the  company  had 
hitherto  creditably  and  efficiently  exercbed 
the  powers  which  had  been  given  to  them 
by  the  House  and  the  Government;  and  he 
should  be  greatly  surprised  if  the  Commit- 
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tee  should  be  able  to  devise  any  other  ma- 
chinery as  a  substitute  for  the  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
The  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  like  all  others 
of  the  kind,  had  probably  imperfections  in 
its  management.  For  some  time  no  Colo- 
nial Administration  had  existed  against 
which  complaints  had  not  been  made  in 
that  House;  but  he  knew  of  none  against 
which  there  had  been  fewer  than  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company.  He  did  not  see  any 
public  good  that  could  accrue  from  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  now  derive  every  infor- 
mation he  could  desire  in  a  legal  point  of 
view,  as  to  the  powers  of  the  company, 
under  Acts  of  Parliament  and  charters, 
from  the  inquiry  about  to  be  made;  and 
there  was  no  reason  why  those  things,  or 
why  the  administration  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  should  not  be  inquired  into. 
But  he  hoped  the  noble  Earl  the  Member 
for  Falkirk  would  hesitate  before  he  cast 
a  slur  upon  an  institution  which  had  hi- 
therto very  efficiently  performed  its  duties. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Coventry  had  ad- 
dressed him  as  if  he  had  been  bringing  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  to  the  bar  of  pub- 
lic opinion.  But  he  had  done  no  such 
thing;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  distinctly 
stated  that  he  did  not  blame  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  but  that  he  blamed  the  Go- 
vernment for  placing  Vancouver's  Island 
in  their  hands.  That  objection  was  still 
valid.  The  company  might  very  well 
manage  those  vast  regions  which  belonged 
to  them,  but  the  placing  of  a  new  colony 
under  their  administration  was  another 
question  altogether. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  said,  he  should 
not  attempt  to  reply  to  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because,  if  he 
did  so,  he  knew  that  he  should  be  imme- 
diately called  to  order,  having  once  already 
briefly  addressed  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  say  one 
word  in  answer  to  the  appeal  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Coventry,  who 
seemed  to  think  it  was  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
intention  or  desire  to  obtain  hostilely  from 
the  House  some  judgment  by  anticipation 
upon  the  policy  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany's system.  Now,  he  had  expressed 
his  intention,  in  the  shortest  and  most 
stringent  terms  he  could  use;  he  had  dis- 
tinctly said,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  weaken 
the  company,  or  raise  any  prejudices  at  all 
against  their  title.     It  appeared  to  him. 


after  so  much,  had  been  said,  that  it  was 
fair  to  the  company  themselves  that  their 
title  should  be  investigated;  and  if  the  re- 
sult was  satisfactory,  the  company  would 
greatly  benefit  from  the  inquiry.  The 
question  of  policy  he  should  reserve  for 
further  consideration ;  and  after  the  ex- 
amination was  concluded,  he  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  urging  his  objections — 
if  he  entertained  any — against  the  policy 
by  which  so  large  a  part  of  North  America 
was  now  governed;  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  also  then  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  stating  his  views.  He  hoped  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  do  him  the  justice 
to  admit,  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
never  breathed  one  whisper  of  the  imputa- 
tion upon  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  that  he  had  granted  Van- 
couver's Island  upon  the  secret  applica- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite. 
Never  had  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  for  a  mo- 
ment entertained  or  given  credence  to  bo 
unworthy  a  suggestion.  With  respect  to 
the  question  of  that  grant,  although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  invited  discus- 
sion upon  it,  he  would  not  then  enter  into 
it  further  than  to  say,  that  while  it  might 
be  of  small  importance  to  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  he  was  led  to  attach  im- 
portance to  it  on  account  of  the  principle 
involved  in  it,  and  of  the  practice  of  which 
is  set  an  example  in  the  foundation  of  colo- 
nies. Upon  the  question  then  before  the 
House,  in  relation  to  the  old  territories^ 
they  were,  happily,  all  harmoniously 
agreed;  but  with  regard  to  Vancouver's 
Island  he  feared  there  was  no  prospect 
before  them  but  that  of  war  to  the  knife. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

TENANT  RIGHT  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  moved  for  leavo 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  establish  throughout 
Ireland  the  custom  of  tenant  right  pre- 
vailing in  the  province  of  Ulster.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Rochdale  had 
frequently  urged  this  question  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  but  meeting  with 
no  success,  he  had  given  up  any  further 
attempt  in  despair.  His  hon.  Friend  not 
only  theorised  upon  the  question,  but  he  put 
his  theory  into  practice,  and  in  consequence 
he  was  regarded  all  over  Ireland  as  the 
poor  man's  friend.  He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell) 
had  no  hope  that  any  better  success  would 
attend  his  efforts  than  had  followed  those 
of  his  hon.  Friend;  but  when  he  traced,  as 
he  did  distinctly  and  clearly,  the  very  root 
of  the  overwhelmmg  evils  of  Ireland  to  the 
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existing  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  he  found  that  the  Government 
would  make  no  effort  to  amend  those  re- 
lations, he  felt  bound  in  duty  not  to  de- 
spair. He  was  not  wedded  to  any  par- 
ticular plan,  and  if  he  described  his 
theory,  it  would  be  only  to  invite  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  those 
who  were  better  qualified  than  himself  to 
suggest  remedies.  Both  sides  of  the 
House  had  introduced  projects  for  the 
settlement  of  the  question.  Successive 
Ministers  had  tried  to  meet  the  difficulties 
of  the  case;  but  they  had  always  aban- 
doned their  measures  before  they  had 
been  advanced  many  stages,  leaving  the 
evil  to  grow  until  it  had  reached  its  pre- 
sent tremendous  extent.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  something  should 
be  immediately  done  upon  the  subject. 
A  most  disastrous  emigration  was  going 
on  from  Ireland.  Capital  was  either 
wasting  away  or  departing  from  the  land. 
In  other  words,  there  was  a  vast  emigra- 
tion of  capital  as  well  as  of  men;  and  at 
the  present  moment,  when  efforts  were 
made  by  the  classes  connected  with  the 
land  to  increase  its  cultivation,  those  efforts 
were  only  made  with  the  view  of  realising 
the  means  of  transporting  themselves  next 
autumn  to  a  happier  land,  where  their  in- 
dustry would  be  free — he  meant  America. 
Government  interference,  where  it  could 
be  avoided,  he  deprecated;  but  in  the  ex- 
isting circumstances  of  Ireland,  it  had  be- 
come necessary,  because,  if  the  bones  and 
sinews  of  the  country  were  allowed  to  de- 
part, it  was  evident  there  must  be  a  large 
contribution  from  the  national  resources  in 
order  to  avert  utter  ruin.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  had  deemed  it  necessary  to  make 
this  last  effort  before  the  Session  ended  to 
introduce  a  measure,  grounded,  not  upon 
any  theory  of  his  own,  but  upon  an  exist- 
ing system,  which  the  experience  of  more 
than  a  century  had  shown,  by  the  physical 
state  of  Ulster,  to  be  most  beneficial.  The 
custom  was  in  full  operation  in  the  north; 
and  he  wished  to  know  what  there  was  in 
the  condition  of  the  other  parts  of  Ireland 
to  render  its  adoption  impracticable  ? 

Notice  taken,  that  forty  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted;  and  forty 
Members  not  being  present. 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Eight  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  6,  1849. 

-It.]    Public  Bills.— S*  Silver  Coinage ;   Mutiny 
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ReportetL-^LoBJi  Societies  t  Anaulti  (Ireland) ;  EodesiaB' 
tical  Jurisdiction ;  Soap  Duty  Allowances. 
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the  Prevention  of  Sunday  Trading.— By  Lord  Stanley, 
trom  Wyberton.  Wigtoft,  and  Leake,  for  Protection  to 
British  Agricultural  Produce ;  alio  fhxn  Worcester,  for 
Repeal  of  the  Law  of  SettlemenL— By  Lord  LyUelton, 
ftom  Macclesaeld,  and  other  Places,  for  the  Suppression 
of  Seduction  and  Prostitution.— From  Armagh,  in  £svour 
of  Sanitary  Reform.— By  Lord  Brougham,  ftom  the  Rev. 
G.  Rice,  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  present 
System  of  Prison  Discipline. 


PRISON  DISCIPLINE. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  rose,  pursuant  to 
notice,  to  present  a  petition  from  the  Rev. 
Edward  Rice,  D.  D.,  chairnaan  of  a  meet- 
ing held  at  the  Literary  and  Scientific  In- 
stitution of  the  city  of  London,  praying  for 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  statements 
contained  in  certain  resolutions  emhodied 
in  their  petition  respecting  the  present 
state  of  Prison  Discipline.  The  petitioner 
had  presided  over  a  respectable  and  numer- 
ous meeting,  which  sat  on  six  different  days 
in  the  city  of  London,  in  January  last,  to 
discuss  the  question  of  prison  discipline. 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  had  himself  given 
notice  of  a  series  of  twelve  resolutions  on 
this  subject,  which  he  had  to  submit  to 
their  Lordships;  and  as  these  resolutions 
which  embodied  his  own  as  well  as  the 
petitioners'  opinions  on  prison  discipline, 
were  on  the  paper  of  business  for  that  day, 
he  thought  he  should  best  discharge  ms 
duty  towards  the  reverend  petitioner,  and 
the  respectable  meeting  whose  organ  the 
petitioner  was,  if,  instead  of  opening  the 
petition  in  detail,  he  proceeded  at  once 
to  enter  generally  into  the  subject  con< 
nected  with  it,  and  to  give  an  outline  of 
the  opinions  which  he  himself  entertained 
in  common  with  the  petitioners,  and  which 
were  embodied  in  the  resolutions  now  be* 
fore  their  Lordships.  Of  all  the  various 
subjects  which  ought  at  any  time  to  oc- 
cupy the  attention  of  the  public  and  of 
the  Legislature,  there  was  none  of  greater 
interest  than  that  of  prison  discipline, 
because  the  execution  as  well  as  the 
provisions  of  the  criminal  law  were  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  commu- 
nity at  large.  The  punishments  which 
were  meted  out  for  offences — the  manner 
in  which  those  punishments  were  distri- 
buted— every  procedure  in  criminsEl  cases 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  those  criminal 
cases,  must  be  doubtless  a  subject  of  high, 
of  paramount,  importance  to  jurisprudence 
in  every  way.  But  that  which  he  was  now 
about  to  direct  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  was  this,  that  without  a  sound  systexn 
of  prison  discipline  it  was  utterly  impos- 
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Bible  that  the  best  framed  code  of  cri- 
minal law  and  criminal  procedure  could  be 
beneficial  or  effectual  for  the  great  pur- 
pose of  preventing  offences  and  reforming 
criminals;  while  on  the  other  hand,  it  was 
equally  impossible  for  a  good  system  of 
prison  discipline  to  exist,  even  with  an  in- 
ferior code  of  criminal  law,  and  the  proce- 
dure not, produce  salutary  effects;  because, 
when  they  were  led  to  consider  in  what 
prison  discipline  consisted,  it  would  be 
found  that  it  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  the  mode  and  manner  in  which  the 
criminal  law  was  administered.  The  ques- 
tion how  punishments  should  be  enforced, 
depended  upon  the  state  of  prison  disci- 
pline. In  another  point  of  view  this  was 
of  paramount  importance.  There  had  been 
many  great  amendments  made  in  the  cri- 
minal law,  and  there  was  no  question  but 
they  must  have  those  changes  in  the  law, 
and  it  was  Parliament  alone  which  must 
act  in  the  matter.  But  in  the  question 
which  he  was  about  to  detail,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  one  single  tittle  added  to 
the  chapter  of  the  criminal  law;  it  depend- 
ed upon  the  execution  of  the  law  by  the 
executive  power;  and  he  should  be  satis- 
fied with  laying  the  subject  shortly  be- 
fore the  House.  About  two  years  ago  a 
Committee  was  appointed  by  their  Lord- 
ships to  inquire  into  the  execution  of  the 
criminal  law.  That  Committee  collected 
a  vast  body  of  evidence.  It  examined  all 
the  keepers  of  the  great  prisons  of  the 
country — also  prison  inspectors,  chaplains, 
gaolers  from  Ireland  and  Scotland,  Crown 
solicitors,  and  the  thirty-three  Judges  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  A  list 
of  thirty  different  queries  was  also  sent 
round  to  those  reverend  Judges,  and 
opinions  upon  them  were  obtained;  and 
altogether  the  result  was,  that  a  very 
valuable  and  comprehensive  body  of  evi- 
dence on  the  subject  was  collected.  The 
conclusions  of  the  Committee,  grounded 
upon  that  evidence,  were  embodied  in  a  re- 
port, and  laid  before  their  Lordships.  To 
these  conclusions,  at  which  he,  in  common 
with  his  fellow  Committee-men,  deliberately 
arrived,  he  would  by-and-by  advert.  Now, 
if  he  were  to  go  back  to  the  period  when 
an  hon.  Friend  of  his  now  no  more  (Sir  T. 
F.  Buxton)  bestowed  his  time  and  atten- 
tion on  this  subject,  and  to  show  the  state 
of  the  prisons  when  he  published  his  valua- 
ble book,  their  Lordships  would  be  aston- 
ished, in  the  first  place,  at  the  dreadful  na- 
ture of  the  details  which  were  adduced; 
they  would  be  gratified,  in  the  second  place, 


by  observing,  what  he  freely  admitted  to 
be  the  consequence  of  Sir  Thomas  Buxton's 
efforts,  and  the  labours  of  other  persons  in 
the  same  department,  namely,  the  im- 
provement that  had  taken  place  in  some 
respects;  but,  in  the  third  place,  they 
would  be  mortified,  as  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
was,  at  finding  how  much  yet  remained  to 
be  done,  and  how  many  of  the  complaints 
which  he  had  made  against  the  system  of 
prison  discipline  in  his  day,  still  continued 
in  full  force.  He  (Lord  Brougham)  did  not 
indeed  agree  with  Sir  Thomas  Buxton,  or 
with  the  late  Mrs.  Fry  on  this  subject — 
very  far  from  it.  He  considered  that  they 
laboured  under  very  great  errors,  but 
errors  such  as  any  benevolent  mind  like 
theirs  was  apt  to  fall  into.  They  saw  much 
bad  treatment  and  many  abuses  in  the 
gaols,  and  what  appeared  unnecessary  dis- 
comfort inflicted  on  their  inmates.  They 
saw,  as  they  thought,  much  harsh  and 
even  cruel  treatment  to  complain  of  and 
deplore ;  their  indignation  consequently 
was  aroused;  and,  as  often  happened— < 
and  never  more  so  than  in  benevolent 
minds— -on  their  indignation  being  aroused 
against  an  abuse,  they  argued  even  against 
the  use,  and  carried  their  views  to  such  a 
length  that  it  was  said  of  them  at  the  time 
that  they  would  convert  prisons  into  pa- 
laces. Those  benevolent  persons  always 
forgot  one  thing — that  a  prison  ought  to 
be  a  place  of  suffering;  they  forgot  that^ 
except  for  untried  prisoners,  to  whom  it 
ought  to  be  merely  a  place  of  detention, 
with  as  little  suffering  as  was  consistent 
with  detention — they  forgot  that  for  all 
except  them  a  prison  ought  to  be  a  place 
of  anything  rather  than  of  comfort — that 
it  ought  to  be  a  place  of  punishment  and 
not  of  enjoyment.  That  was  the  error 
of  those  benevolent  persons,  and  he  would 
show  that  that  error  had  been  carried  even 
further  by  others,  and  that  unless  an  exten- 
sive alteration  was  made,  irreparable  mis- 
chief would  be  done.  But  he  would  at 
once — not  to  waste  their  Lordships*  time 
— go  to  the  centre  of  the  subject.  Sir 
Thomas  Buxton,  in  his  work,  described 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  in  prisons  to  bo 
**  want  of  system,  want  of  uniformity;" 
and  showed  the  capricious  and  irregular 
system — if  what  was  really  no  system  oould 
be  so  called — of  regulations  for  the  man- 
agement of  gaols.  He  showed  that  in 
twelve  different  gaols  eight  different  systems 
prevailed.  Much  of  that  irregularity  was  now 
removed;  but  there  still  prevailed,  in  eyerj 
other  respect,  the  greatest  possible  disr 
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Bimilaritj.  There  were  now  no  two  gaols 
in  England  where  the  tried  and  untried, 
the  juvenile  and  the  adult  offenders — 
where  the  prisoners  under  sentence  of 
transportation  for  felony,  and  the  prisoners 
under  sentence  of  imprisonment  for  mis- 
demeanor, were  not  treated,  in  most  es- 
sential particulars,  with  perfect  diversity. 
The  law  said,  that  for  a  certain  offence  a 
person  should  he  imprisoned  —  say  for 
twelve  or  six  months  ;  hut  if  the  nature 
and  degree  of  the  punishment  depended 
on  whether  the  offence  was  committed 
in  one  county  or  in  another — if,  hy  com- 
mitting it  within  one  geographical  boun- 
dary line,  he  should  be  treated  with  com- 
parative comfoi*t,  and  perhaps  too  much 
comfort ;  whilst  by  committing  it  within 
another  and  a  different  geographical  boun- 
dary line,  he  would  be  subjected  to  com- 
parative suffering,  and,  perhaps,  too  much 
suffering — the  Judge  could  never  know 
what  punishment  was  to  be  inflicted  when 
be  pronounced  his  sentence,  and  the.  com- 
munity did  not  see  what  the  punishment 
was,  because  they  saw  different  offences 
receiving  the  same  punishment,  and  the 
same  offences  often  receiving  different 
punishment;  and  thus  the  evil  went  to  the 
very  root  of  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  country,  and  the  capricious  di- 
versity, and  consequent  uncertainty,  in  the 
treatment  of  offenders,  could  not  but  give 
rise  to  every  abuse,  inconvenience,  and 
obstruction  to  the  duo  administration  of 
the  criminal  law.  First,  he  would  say  a 
word  about  transportation.  All  the  Judges 
with  unanimity,  almost  all  the  witnesses, 
prison  inspectors,  county  magistrates, 
gaolers,  clerks  of  the  peace,  all,  with  very 
nearly  the  same  unanimity,  agreed  that 
the  punishment  of  transportation  was,  in 
the  case  of  many  offences,  absolutely  in- 
dispensable, and  could  not  be  given  up. 
He  need  not  say  that  many  offences  must 
be  punished,  not  by  transportation,  but  by 
imprisonment.  One  great  objection  to 
transportation  on  a  large  scale  was  the 
state  of  our  penal  colonies.  A  Government 
had  to  guard  against  the  contamination  of 
its  population  by  criminals  at  home  ;  but 
it  was  no  less  their  duty  to  prevent  that 
contamination  from  being  can'ied,  to  our 
colonies  abroad.  Transportation  on  a  grand 
scale  could  only  answer  in  the  infancy  of 
a  colony  ;  for  when  a  colony  of  innocent 
inhabitants  had  grown  up  to  a  degree  of 
maturity,  it  would  be  inflicting  a  very 
great  injustice  upon  the  imoffending,  to 
mftke  their  abode  the  receptacle  of  the  re- 


fuse of  society  belonging  to  the  mother 
country.  All  this  enhanced  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject  of  prison  discipline, 
because  he  could  not  see  how  the  place  of 
transportation  was  to  be  supplied  on  a 
large  scale,  but  by  a  well-adjusted  system 
of  prison  discipline.  On  this  question  he 
must  say — as  he  had  often  had  to  say 
before,  in  arguing  questions  connected 
with  the  poor-law — that  benevolence,  to 
deserve  its  name,  and  to  earn  well  the 
praise  so  justly  its  due,  must  be  "  bene- 
ficence" as  well  as  "benevolence  ;**  there 
must  be  an  executed  purpose  as  well  as  an 
executory  intention  ;  for  if  in  its  results  it 
did  mischief  instead  of  beneficence,  away 
went  all  its  title  to  the  praise— and,  con- 
sequently, away  also  ought  to  go  its  title 
to  the  name — of  benevolence.  The  pre- 
sent system  was  not  only  unproductive  of 
good,  but  positively  productive  of  bad  ef- 
fects. The  institution  of  foundling  hospi- 
tals, for  example,  afforded  an  apt  iUustra-' 
tion.  About  three  quarters  of  a  century 
ago  a  palace  arose,  called  the  Foundling 
Hospital,  it  being  thought  at  one  time 
that  the  best  means  of  preventing  child- 
murder  was  to  form  such  an  establishment. 
But  the  effect  was  found  to  be  entirely 
different ;  and  the  experience  of  Dublin 
and  Paris  had  been  precisely  the  same. 
Such  institutions  had  to  be  put  down  on 
the  principle  stated  by  Lord  £lllenborough 
— that,  if  the  smallpox  were  found  to  be 
promoted  by  a  smallpox  hospital,  that  hos- 
pital must  be  suppressed  as  a  nuisance.  It 
was  said  of  a  certain  place  that  he  would  not 
mention,  though  a  penal  place,  that  it  was 
**  paved  with  good  intentions ;  *  *  but  the  good 
intentions  to  which  he  now  referred  were 
such  as  led  not  only  to  the  non-perform- 
ance of  good  works,  but  to  mischievous 
works  being  done.  He  would  take  the 
case  of  Reading  gaol.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  it  was  of  the  nature  of 
a  public  nuisance.  From  the  petitions,  it 
appeared  that  hard  labour  was  excluded. 
But  the  magistrates,  and  others,  who  were 
examined  on  the  subject,  were  found  to 
glory  in  their  shame.  They  took  credit 
for  their  benevolent  intentions,  and  for 
their  splendid  treatment  of  the  criminals, 
totally  forgetting  that  the  place  was  a 
place  of  punishment.  Separation  was  the 
only  punishment ;  and  there  the  prisoner 
was  put  in  a  spacious,  well-warmed,  well- 
ventilated  room,  was  supplied  with  abun- 
dance of  palatable  food  without  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  an  effort,  was  allowed 
ten  hours'  sleep,  and  had  his  time  At  hia 
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own  disposal  for  reading,  writing,  arith- 
metic, and  light  occupations,  which  were 
not  compelled,  hut  only  allowed  for  his 
"recreation  and  relaxation.**  Having 
asked  a  learned  Judge  whether  he  ever 
sentenced  any  one  in  the  county  of  Berk- 
shire to  hard  lahour,  ho  received  an  an- 
swer in  the  affirmative.  In  1848,  how 
many  were  under  sentence  of  hard  lahour  ? 
700  ;  hut  the  sentence  was  positively  a 
dead  letter  in  that  gaol.  The  Judge  he- 
lieved  all  those  prisoners  were  suhjected 
to  hard  labour.  **0h!'*  said  the  bene- 
volent magistrates  and  chaplain,  **  Oh,  no; 
the  only  labour  on  which  they  are  em- 
ployed is  on  a  crank  to  pull  up  water  to 
wash  themselves.*'  Ten  convicts  were  set 
to  raise  water  which  two  could  do.  Only 
two  instances,  the  chaplain  stated,  had 
been  found  of  persons  who  refused  to  be 
so  employed.  One  was  a  professional  per- 
son, who  thought  his  hands  would  be  in- 
jured by  the  work,  which  was  performed 
partly  by  foot  and  partly  by  hand,  and 
averred  that  the  delicacy  of  touch  required 
for  his  calling  made  it  necessary  that  he 
should  abstain  from  labour  of  so  rough  a 
character.  He  might  have  been  an  instru- 
ment maker,  to  whom  delicacy  of  touch  was 
necessary.  He  turned  out  on  inquiry  to 
be  a  pickpocket.  There  were  in  Reading 
gaol,  on  the  average,  140  prisoners ;  and 
999  in  the  whole  year.  In  Coldbath-fields 
prison  there  were  886,  and  on  the  average, 
1,034,  of  whom  870  actually  performed 
hard  labour.  They  were  not  asked  whe- 
ther it  would  hurt  their  hands  or  feet,  or 
whether  it  would  be  disagreeable  to  them  ; 
but  they  were  made  to  do  it  whether  they 
would  or  not.  Of  the  140  who  were  on 
the  average  in  Reading  gaol,  not  one  was 
engaged  in  hard  labour,  or  in  labour  other 
than  he  had  described.  All  a  prisoner 
earned  there  in  the  year  was  25.  Sd,  ;  in 
Coldbath-fields  prison  the  average  earn- 
ings of  each  prisoner  amounted  to  41,  6s. 
Reading  gaol,  which  was  more  like  a  place 
for  students  and  professors  than  for  pri- 
soners convicted  as  felons,  cost  50,000Z. 
The  expense  for  lodging  each  prisoner 
might  be  calculated  at  157.;  for  their  food, 
&c.,  30^.  IO5.;  making  45/.  a  year  as  the 
cost  of  each  prisoner.  In  Coldbath-fields, 
the  expense  for  each  prisoner  was  14Z., 
after  deducting  the  4cL  6s.  which  each  pri- 
soner earned  on  the  average.  When  the. 
worthy  magistrates  and  reverend  clergy- 
men endeavoured  to  show  that  their  sys- 
tem had  been  most  successful  in  putting 
an  end  to  crime  in  the  county  of  Berk- 


shire, the  result  turned  out  to  be  exactlj 
the  reverse.  The  gaol  might  rather  be 
called  Reading  university,  for  the  only 
labour  expected  from  the  prisoners  wag 
learning  to  read  ;  study  was  thought  the 
only  good  thing  for  reforming  prisoners. 
**  Study,  study,  study,  and  no  work,"  said 
the  Reading  magistrates.  Out  of  750 
convicts,  from  500  to  600  were  for  periods 
under  three  months,  many  for  only  a  few 
weeks.  If  the  plan  of  the  Reading  ma- 
gistrates were  ever  so  beneficent — if  the 
magistrates  were  as  beneficent  as  they  were 
benevolent — if  it  savoured  as  much  of  true 
benevolence  as  it  did  of  false  benevo- 
lence— if  it  were  as  well  contrived  as  it 
was  ill  contrived — he  held  that  it  was  im- 
possible that  it  could  produce  an  effect 
within  two  or  three  months.  Those  short 
sentences  had  no  merit  whatsoever.  But 
it  was  said,  there  were  only  fifty-six  re- 
committals. Yes,  to  Reading  gaol ;  but 
how  many  were  recommitted  to  Abingdon 
gaol  ?  The  whole  number  of  commitments 
in  England  and  Wales  averaged  100,000 
a  year,  66,000  of  which  were  committals 
for  the  first  time,  and  33,000  recommit- 
tals. The  average  of  those  imprisoned  for 
one  year  was  from  16,000  to  17,000. 
The  average  cost  of  a  prisoner  was  291, 
a  year,  and  the  average  produce  of  a 
prisoner's  labour  was  IL  Is,  6d,  Their 
Lordships  had  already  seen  that  in  Read- 
ing gaol  the  average  produce  of  a 
prisoner's  labour  did  not  exceed  2s.  6d. 
Now,  in  the  prisons  of  America  the  labour 
of  the  prisoners  supported  them;  and  in 
Belgium  and  France  it  nearly  did  so. 
When  he  urged  upon  their  Lordships  the 
great  importance  of  the  Executive  co- 
operating with  the  local  magistracy  in  re- 
forming the  present  system  of  prison  disci- 
pline, he  was  aware  of  the  difficulties  of 
the  case.  He  was  aware  of  the  fact  that, 
although  the  Executive  could  control  ex- 
penditure, they  could  not  ensure  proper 
discipline  where  the  gaols,  in  point  of  con- 
struction, were  defective.  The  object  he 
had  in  view  was  one  of  enormous  magni- 
tude. It  contemplated  no  less  than  the 
reform  of  a  community,  the  prevention  of 
crime,  and  the  cure  of  the  social  maladies 
which  afflicted  us.  He  trusted  that  the 
country  Gentlemen,  with  their  usual  libe- 
rality and  generosity,  would  lend  their  aid 
to  the  accomplishment  of  an  object  which 
he  knew  the  Government  themselves  had 
at  heart.  Turning  to  another  branch  of 
the  subject,  he  must  express  his  belief  that 
the  deteriorating  effects  of  criminal  inflie- 
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Urn  htA  heem  math  memXitA.  ThMe  wlio ' 
\aA  ib«  befi  fneaiu  of  kinyiriDg  the  effect 
ef  tfieh  pfroubmeot*  upon  yrwmen — 
pttAen,  priiofi  iiMpeeion,  and  others — hmd 
gif  en  H  M  the  re«iilt  of  their  experienee 
d>*t  the  punishmenii  enforced  had  far  less 
mfloenee  in  deterring  from  crime  than 
eoold  be  iri«h#;d.  In  fact,  it  exercised  a 
much  slighter  iniinence  in  that  direction 
^an  roanj  heliered.  ^Vhen  Bentham 
stated  his  belief  that  if  a  given  and  even 
slight  punishment  were  meted  out,  and 
you  made  it  absolutely  certain  that  a 
prisoner  would  undergo  it,  it  would  be ' 
sufficient  to  deter  from  crime,  he  must 
have  quito  forgotten  the  inflamed  and  un- 
calculating  frame  of  mind  in  which  per- 
sons were  when  thej  committed  offences, 
and  the  sanguine  character  which  led 
criminals  to  anticipate  escape.  The  re- 
formatorj  process  had  been  far  too  little 
kept  in  view  in  legislating  on  criminal 
matters;  and  was  more  a  subject  for  cri- 
minal police  than  for  criminal  law  or  cri- 
minal jurisprudence.  Ho  had  been  the 
last  man  to  undervalue  the  benefits  of  early 
training.  Throughout  his  life  he  had  con- 
tended that  infant  training  was  the  best 
preventive  against  vice  that  could  be  de- 
vised. By  an  early  system  of  infant  train- 
ing  you  out  off  crime  at  the  fountain  head. 
Lot  tho  gates  of  the  reformatory  prison  be 
thrown  open  wide,  but  lot  not  the  prison 
disoiplino  consist  of  reading  and  cyphering. 
Lot  the  starting  point  bo  that  tho  prisoner 
should  be  made  dependent  on  his  labour. 
IIo  had  couvorsod  much  with  magistrates 
and  others  on  tho  subject  of  the  system  he 
would  propose.  Mr.  Charles  Pearson,  who 
had  for  so  von  or  eight  years  filled  tho  office 
of  city  solicitor,  and  who  had  devoted  his 
groat  abilities  and  unceasing  industry  to 
tho  details  of  this  question,  had  in  tho  main 
oxprcHBod  his  approval  of  tho  doctrine  ho 
(Lord  Brougham)  would  cnforco  with  re- 
spect to  prison  discipline.  lie  had  also 
had  tho  support  of  Mr.  M.  D.  Hill,  a  gen- 
tlcnmn  who  certainly  combined  the  expe- 
rionco  of  any  two  men  on  this  subject. 
Tho  nrinoiplo  for  which  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
and  his  friends  contcndeii  was  this:  La- 
bour, thov  said,  was  tho  rofornior  of  cri- 
nunaU.  NVhilo  a  man  was  an  inmate  of  a 
prison,  lot  him  have  such  work  set  him  as 
wxudd  instil  into  him  habits  of  voluntary 
industry*  by  giving  him  inducements  to 
work.  But  how  was  this  to  bo  brought 
abt>ut  i  Lot  prisoners  bo  treatinl  as  cri- 
minals, but  at  the  same  time  as  rational 
brings.     Lot  their  comfort  in  prison  de- 


pend upon  llieir  Ummt  in  prison.  Captain 
MaeoDoefaie,  wlio  he  was  glad  to  find  had 
been  i^peinted  Inspeetor  of  the  Birming- 
ham mod  Wanriekahire  &tnct,  had  sug^ 
gested,  and  wisely  too,  that  the  duration 
of  a  man*8  panishment  should  depend  on 
the  extent  of  hie  rdnntarj  exertions  whilst 
in  prison.  He  (Lord  Brougham)  thought 
that  principle  was  laid  deeply  in  the  feel- 
ings and  character  of  human  nature,  and 
that  it  must  of  neeesatty  prove  success- 
ful. Whererer  it  had  been  tried  it  had 
succeeded.  In  France,  in  Hamburg,  and 
in  other  States,  its  beneficial  results  had 
been  experienced;  among  other  places, 
at  Stretton  on  Dunsmoor,  in  Warwick- 
shire, where  the  plan  originated.  To  the 
extent  to  which  it  had  been  tried  in  this 
country,  it  had  succeeded;  but  its  success 
had  been  more  signal  on  the  Continent. 
Under  the  influence  of  that  system  scarcely 
any  individual  had  been  recommitted  for 
the  offence  of  which  he  had  been  pre- 
viously convicted.  But  then  it  was  not  bj 
punishments  of  a  month  or  six  months  that 
effects  such  as  these  could  be  produced;  it 
must  be  by  longer  periods  of  imprisonment 
and  detention  that  the  desired  end  could  ^ 
possibly  be  attained.  Their  Lordships 
would  observe  that  it  was  not  by  punish- 
ment and  detention  that  those  establish- 
ments to  which  he  had  been  alluding  were 
worked.  They  were  intended  for  juvenile 
offenders,  those,  namely,  who  were  rather 
treated  as  patients — individuals  that  had 
fallen  into  crime,  and  were  to  be  saved 
through  the  acquirement  of  good  habits. 
They  were  cured  in  those  establishments 
by  being  sent  to  occupy  themselves  in 
cultivating  fields  and  in  working  gardens, 
as  well  as  in  such  work  indoors  as  was 
most  properly  provided  for  them;  occupa- 
tions that  attracted  them  into  habita  of 
industry,  whereby  they  acquired  also,  in 
the  meantime,  the  necessaries  of  life.  That 
the  same  system  applied  to  others  would 
produce  the  same  effect  as  had  been 
witnessed  in  these  instances,  was  what  he 
would  not  positively  assert.  But  as  to  the 
effects  of  the  other  system,  tiiere  could 
now  be  little  doubt.  What  said  Mr. 
Rushton  ?  Why,  he  gave  instances  of 
eighteen  lads  who  had  been  recom- 
mitted on  an  average  nine  times  to  the 
same  prison,  one  of  them  having  been 
committed  seventeen  times,  another  eigh- 
teen, and  another  nineteen  times,  all 
three  being  under  twelve  years  of  age. 
That  those  who  had  been  eonvieted  ao 
often,  and  had  fallen  into  habits  <tf  erime 
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and  vice,  must  be  subjected  to  longer  pe- 
riods of  confinement  and  punishment,  he 
did  not  deny ;  but  that  the  same  sjstem, 
applied  to  persons  of  maturer  years,  with 
such  changes  as  that  circumstance  might 
require,  or  that  the  same  system,  mutatis 
mutctndis,  would  produce  similar  effects, 
was  at  all  events  exceedingly  probable. 
One  great  problem  connected  with  this 
subject  was  that  question  of  the  punish- 
ment and  reformation  of  juvenile  offenders 
— one  of  the  most  difficult  questions  to 
which  the  mind  of  a  lawgiver  or  an  execu- 
tive magistrate  could  be  applied.  For 
what  was  that  punishment  which  could  be 
applied  to  a  child  of  eight  or  nine  years  of 
age  ?  But  that  even  a  boy  of  twelve  or 
thirteen  years  of  age,  detained  for  two  or 
three  years  under  a  reformatory  process, 
would  be  more  beneficially  treated  than  if 
subjected  to  punishment — better  certainly 
than  if  subjected  to  punishment  in  the  rude 
and  vulgar  notion  of  that  term — he  had  no 
doubt  whatever.  In  laying  the  statistics 
of  this  subject  before  their  Lordships,  he 
said,  he  had  omitted  one,  and  that  was  the 
increase  of  commitments.  The  population 
of  this  country  had  increased  sixty-five  per 
cent  within  the  last  forty  years ;  but  how 
stood  the  commitments  ?  He  should  state, 
however,  that  there  had  been  a  proportion- 
ate increase  in  the  consumption  of  the 
comforts  and  luxuries  of  life.  The  con- 
sumption of  coffee  and  of  tea  had  increased 
seventy-five  per  cent ;  and  of  malt  spirits 
fifty  per  cent — an  increase  not  very  mate- 
rially differing  from  the  population.  But 
the  commitments  had  increased  400  or 
420  per  cent — an  increase  six  times 
greater  than  the  population  and  the  lux- 
uries of  life.  That  increase,  however,  was 
not  in  heavy  offences.  The  vast  proportion 
— eighty-one  per  cent  of  those  commit- 
ments, that  was,  four-fifths  of  the  whole 
number — were  of  juvenile  offenders.  It 
became,  therefore,  a  most  serious  matter 
how  they  were  to  deal  with  them.  He 
believed  if  there  were  no  receivers  of 
stolen  goods — if  there  were  none  of  those 
individuals  called  **  fences*' — who  set  a 
boy  of  seven  or  eight  years  to  break  a 
shop  window,  and  to  steal  a  watch,  while 
he  stood  by  a  spectator  of  the  crime  of 
which  he  received  the  chief  of  the  profit — 
the  number  of  juvenile  offenders  would  bo 
greatly  diminished.  It  was  needless  in 
these  circumstances  to  punish  the  young 
culprit  with  severity,  because  there  was 
behind  the  curtain  a  greater  criminal  who 
went  unpimished,  and  was  ready  to  employ 


his  victim  again  in  the  same  vicious  course. 
Under  another  system  of  punishment  that 
offender  was  sent  to  gaol,  from  which  he 
came  out  ten  times  worse  than  when  he 
went  in.  But  if  he  were  subjected  to  the 
discipline  and  the  treatment  of  which  he 
had  spoken  as  being  pursued  in  Holland, 
in  Germany,  and  in  France,  in  proportion 
as  he  saw  the  parental  care  exercised 
towards  him — in  proportion  as  he  became 
reconciled  to  his  new  habits,  and  conceived 
a  growing  dislike  to  his  previous  course — 
in  proportion  as  he  yielded  to  the  effects 
of  this  new  discipline — in  that  proportion 
was  neutralised  the  influence  over  him  of 
his  previous  companions  ;  he  became,  as  it 
were,  a  reformer,  active  in  his  exertions ; 
he  discarded  his  former  associates;  he  dis- 
claimed the  company  of  the  receiver  of 
stolen  goods ;  he  discovered  that  person's 
haunts,  associates,  and  practices ;  and  the 
very  knowledge  of  the  fact  that,  abroad  in 
society  again,  he  yet  refused  to  congre* 
gate  with  his  old  associates,  and  was  active 
in  discovering  their  practices  and  their 
haunts,  would  do  more  than  anything  else 
to  strike  a  wholesome  terror  into  the 
breast  of  the  evil  doer  and  the  vicious, 
when  they  found  that  their  course  was  be- 
come increasingly  precarious.  He  said 
he  could  not  conceive  anything  more 
hideous  than  the  picture  presented  of  the 
wilful  contamination  of  the  human  species 
by  the  bad  administration  of  the  criminal 
law.  To  send  a  boy  of  eight,  nine,  or  ten 
years  of  age,  because  he  had  committed  a 
crime,  to  associate  with  the  most  hardened, 
the  worst,  description  of  felons  that  the 
bad  administration  of  the  criminal  law 
could  raise  up  to  torment  society,  and  to 
corrupt  it — of  all  the  crimes  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  a  country  could  commit,  that 
was  the  greatest  which  was  perpetrated 
against  those  children.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  he  needed  to  make 
no  apology  to  their  Lordships  for  moving 
that  the  resolutions  which  he  had  to  sub- 
mit to  their  Lordships  be  read,  and  if  not 
adopted,  at  least  that  they  might  stancl 
over  for  consideration  next  Session  of 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  the  following  Resolutions : — 

'*  1.  That  the  legitimate  Object  of  all  Impri- 
sonment for  Offences  being  to  detain  Persons 
committed  until  Trial,  and  Persons  convicted  for 
Punishment  or  until  transported  or  until  exe-> 
cuted,  it  is  a  Matter  both  of  Justice  and  sound 
Policy  that  due  Means  should  be  afforded  in  eyery 
Prison  of  so  classifying  Prisoners  as  to  keep  thow 
who  are  detained  for  Trial  apart  from  those  who 
are  detained  after  Conviction : 
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*'  2.  That  it  is  further  expedient  to  provide 
the  Means  of  separating  different  Classes  of  Pri- 
soners, especially  keeping  the  young  apart  from 
old  Offenders ;  and  that  a  perfect  System  of 
Prison  Discipline  would  also  afford  the  Means  of 
further  classifyiog  Prisoners  hoth  before  and  after 
Trial: 

'*  3.  That  the  Food,  Raiment,  and  Lodging  of 
Prisoners  after  Trial  ought  to  bo  on  the  lowest 
Scale  of  Expense  and  of  Comfort,  consistent  with 
the  safe  Custody  and  Health  of  the  Prisoners : 

"  4.  That  the  Object  of  Punishment  being  the 
Diminution  of  Crime,  and  the  Means  thereto 
being  Example  and  Reformation,  so  much 
of  labour  should  be  exacted  from  Convicts  as 
shall  make  every  Prison  a  Place  of  Terror  to  the 
Indolent,  and  at  the  same  Time  a  School  for 
teaching  industrious  Habits : 

"  5,  That  the  Economy  of  Prisons  further  re- 
quires such  Aid  to  the  Public  Funds  as  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Prison  Labour  : 

"  6.  That  such  Branches  of  Industry  only 
should  be  cultivated  in  Prisons  as  do  not  interfere 
with  the  industrious  Poor  in  their  Callings : 

"  7.  That  it  appears  expedient,  whenever  pos- 
sible, to  connect  with  the  Prison  a  Piece  of 
Ground  which  may  be  laboured  by  the  Prisoners, 
in  order  to  raise  such  Produce  as  can  most  bene- 
ficially be  obtained  from  the  Soil  and  their 
Work: 

**  8.  That,  subject  to  the  Limitation  in  Reso- 
lution 6,  where  agricultural  or  horticultural 
Labour  is  inconvenient  or  impossible,  working  at 
Manufactures  or  Handicrafts  should  be  required 
as  Part  of  the  Prison  Discipline : 

"  9.  That  with  a  view  to  Punishment  as  well 
as  Reformation,  Separation  with  Labour  should 
in  proper  Cases  be  effected,  but  not  solitary  Con* 
finement,  unless  for  Prison  Offences  and  for  short 
Periods  of  Time: 

"  10.  That  both  with  a  view  to  Economy  and 
to  Punishment,  deterring  and  reforming,  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  award  Time  Sentences  with  compul- 
sory Labour  instead  of  Time  Sentences  only,  and 
to  make  the  Duration  of  Imprisonment  and  the 
Quality  of  Diet  depend  upon  the  Prisoner's  Con- 
duct and  the  Amount  of  his  Labour,  due  Regard 
being  had  to  Differences  of  Sex,  Age,  and 
Strength: 

"11.  That  in  all  Prisons  due  Attention  should 
be  always  given  to  religious  and  moral  Instruc- 
tion, and  a  proper  Provision  of  useful  Books  be 
made: 

"  12.  That  as  in  all  Prisons  the  Reformation  of 
Prisoners  depends  more  on  the  2^al  and  Know- 
ledge of  the  Officers  than  on  Rules  and  mechanical 
Arrangements,  it  is  of  the  highest  Importance  to 
select  such  Officers  with  great  Care,  and  so  to 
remunerate  them  as  to  command  the  most 
efficient  Service." 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  certainly 
not  in  his  opinion  overstated  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject  to  which  he  had  thought 
fit  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House;  and, 
unfortunately,  he  had  not  overstated,  for 
he  could  not  overstate,  the  diflSculties  of 
the  subject.  And  it  was  perhaps  sufiicient 
to  indicate  the  difficulties  and  importance 
Oi  the  subject,  that  they  had  engaged  the 


attention  of  the  public  of  this  country  for 
something  like  three-quarters  of  a  century; 
that  their  attention  had  been  engaged  with 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  the  neces- 
sity of  legislation,  and  of  improved  admin^ 
istration,  and  that  during  that  time  no 
blame  was  att^ichable  either  to  the  Crown  or 
the  Legislature,  or  to  individuals,  whoso 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  subject 
from  the  period  when,  seventy  or  eighty 
years  ago,  the  illustrious  Howard  attained 
that  reputation  which  still  clung  to  his 
name,  undertook  **  that  great  circumnavi- 
gation of  charity,"  as  Mr.  Burke  had 
termed  it,  and  laid  the  basis  of  a  new  and 
purer  system  of  prison  discipline.  Since 
that  time  he  believed  there  had  always 
been  found  in  Parliament,  and  out  of  it, 
persons  whose  aims  were  benevolent,  who 
had  been  unceasing  in  their  exertions,  but 
who  were  sometimes  mistaken  in  the  ex- 
tremes to  which  they  pushed  their  opinions. 
During  the  time  that  he  had  been  allowed 
to  take  part  in  the  public  business  of  the 
country,  his  attention  had  also  been  direct- 
ed in  common  with  others  to  the  subject; 
but  he  never  had  yet  seen  that  system,  of 
which  it  could  be  confidently  said  that  it 
had  succeeded  in  the  attainment  of  that 
object  which  it  was  their  duty  to  seek. 
An  effort,  however,  had  always  been  made; 
and  while  he  admitted  tiiere  were  grounds 
for  the  complaints  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  there  had  been  nevertheless  a  great 
alleviation,  and  a  foundation  had  been  laid 
for  the  working  out  of  what  might  be  called 
a  great  experimental  science  on  the  subject 
of  prison  disciplined  There  was  much  in 
the  speech  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
in  which  he  cordially  concurred;  but  at  the 
same  time  he  must  be  allowed  an  opinion, 
that  there  were  expressions  in  some  of  the 
resolutions  which  were  stronger  and  more 
definite  on  some  points  than  he  could  ap- 
prove. He  referred  especially  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  classification  of  prisoners,  and  the 
importance  of  enforcing  it.  His  opinion  was 
founded  upon  his  belief  of  the  impossibility 
of  any  system  of  classification,  other  than 
that  mode  which  ultimately  resulted  in  the 
separate  confinement  of  each  individual; 
and  ho  was  prepared  to  contend,  from  all 
experience,  and  Arom  the  successful  result 
of  the  experiments  which  had  been  made 
in  the  application  of  the  separate  system, 
both  in  Pentonville  and  other  prisons,  that 
no  system  was  more  peculiariy  applicable 
to  that  purpose  than  it;  for,  with  a  modi- 
fication as  to  the  length  of  period  daring 
which  the  severity  of  tiie  system  should  he 
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applied,  varying  according  to  the  character 
of  the  individual,  his  constitution,  and  the 
crime  he  had  committed — always  under- 
standing that  they  were  not  at  liberty  to 
make  a  man  worse,  either  in  body  or  in 
prospects,  when  he  left  the  prison  than 
when  he  came  into  it  as  to  gaining  his 
daily  bread — he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  system  of  separate  confinement  was 
one  of  the  safest  and  most  humane  for  the 
prisoner,  and  not  the  least  economical  for 
the  public.  He  said,  on  any  other  system 
the  principle  of  classification  was  that  which 


under  the  supervision  and  review  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Government, 
and  in  which  the  means  had  been  supplied 
for  conducting  the  discipline  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  separate  confinement.  The  sys- 
tem was  one  which  did  not  require  neces- 
sarily to  be  a]>plied  uniformly,  but  admitted 
of  being  varied  according  to  the  habits  of 
the  individual  subjected  to  it;  labour,  as  a 
part  of  it,  being  accepted  as  a  solace  to  the 
industrious,  and  imposed  as  something  dis- 
agreeable to  the  indolent,  and  yet  in  all 


cases  being  of  sufiicient  severity  to  deter 
had  for  many  years  been  the  grand  obsta^  others  from  the  commission  of  crime.  He 
cle  and  difiiculty.  To  put  persons  commit-[  concurred  with  some  of  the  resolutions 
ting  the  same  crime  together,  would  be  to  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  was 
place  the  most  hardened  criminal  in  com-  surprised  to  find  others  of  them  depart- 
pany  with  an  individual  who  might  be  com-  ing  from  the  principle  with  which  he 
mitted  for  his  first  crime,  and  who  but  for  '  started  —  that  principle  which  regarded 
this  was  a  harmless  member  of  society,  j  the  deterring  efl^ccts  of  punishment  promi- 
The  like  diiference  in  degrees  of  crime  !  nently  announced  in  the  fourth  resolution, 
prevailed,  if  they  adopted  age  as  the  rule;    He  thought  that  was  the  indispensable  foun- 


and  if  they  were  to  adopt  the  distinction 
of  sex,  there  was  yet  no  classification  of 
crime  and  of  character.  Numerous  in- 
stances were  given  in  the  reports  on  their 
tables,  and  he  might  refer  them  to  an  in- 
stance which  he  met  with  but  the  other 
day.  The  case  was  that  of  a  boy  convict- 
ed of  a  theft  in  the  street,  who  was  brought 
into  gaol  exhibiting  all  the  symptoms  of 
virtuous  feeling — weeping  for  the  disgrace 
which  he  had  incurred;  but  that  same  boy, 
three  days  after,  was  found  in  the  midst  of 
the  vicious  society  in  which  he  had  been 
placed,  not  weeping,  but  rejoicing  in  the 
education  which  he  was  receiving  in  the 
art  of  picking  pockets,  in  which  he  had 
made  the  greatest  proficiency,  looking  for- 
ward to  it  as  the  means  of  his  future  live- 
lihood and  future  enjoyment.  He  said 
that  system  must  be  abandoned;  and  he 
had  the  satisfaction  of  stating  that  the  op- 
posite system  had  been  adopted  in  two  or 
three  of  the  model  prisons  which  had  in- 
vited general  attention,  not  only  from  the 
public  here,  but  from  foreigners  distin- 
guished in  other  countries— he  referred  to 
Pentonville,  which  he  inspected  two  or 
three  years  ago  with  a  nobleman  well 
known  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Duke  de  Broglie,  who  had  given  great  at- 
tention to  this  subject,  and  who  had  since 
that  time  been  engaged  in  establishing 
prisons  in  France  on  the  same  principles 
of  management,  and  that  distinguished 
nobleman  had  declared  it  to  be  a  model  of 
a  model  prison.  But  besides  these  two 
or  three  model  prisons,  there  were  fifty  or 
sixty  other  gaols  which  had  been  brought 
VOL.CVI.    {iS} 


dation  of  prison  discipline.  Much  as  he 
attached  importance  to  the  reformation 
of  individuals,  he  yet  thought  the  pri- 
mary object  which  must  take  precedence, 
was  the  deterring  effect  of  punishment 
upon  society.  They  might  succeed  in 
the  reformation  of  individuals  —  a  most 
laudable  end,  he  must  admit,  and  most 
praiseworthy  in  the  eyes  of  Heaven  and 
of  men;  but  that  affected  only  the  hun- 
dreds or  the  thousands,  while  the  power 
of  a  punishment  to  deter  from  the  com- 
mission of  crime,  extended  its  influence 
over  the  millions  in  society  whom  it  re- 
tained in  the  paths  of  honesty  and  virtue. 
Some  of  the  resolutions,  however,  seem- 
ed to  depart  from  the  recognition  of 
that  principle.  He  said,  the  moment 
that  they  admitted  different  kinds  of  la- 
bour into  these  prisons — labour  which 
would  not  be  disagreeable  to  the  prison- 
ers subjected  to  it — that  moment  thej 
diminished  the  deterring  power  of  the 
punishment.  If  they  looked  for  profit 
from  the  establishment,  they  thwarted 
the  deterring  effect  which  was  primarily 
contemplated,  because  labour,  to  be  pro- 
fitable, must  be  that  labour  which  was 
most  agreeable  to  the  prisoner;  so  that  a 
carpenter  must  be  employed  in  caq)enter- 
ing,  and  the  mason  in  masonry,  none  of 
whom  were  so  likely  to  view  that  kind  of 
labour  as  a  punishment.  That  labour 
which  was  most  disagreeable  was  not  likely 
to  be  the  most  profitable,  and  therefore 
with  it  the  establishment  could  not  be*  self- 
supporting.  With  respect  to  the  prisons 
of  the  United  States,  he  was  sure,  con« 
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■idering  the  great  value  of  labour  in  that 
country,  even  the  humblest  kind  of  labour, 
so  as  to  be  secure  of  a  certain  return,  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  never  think 
of  being  able  efficiently  to  introduce  their 
Bystem  into  England:  at  tho  same  time  he 
believed  that  it  was  capable  of  being  car- 
ried out  to  a  great  degree  in  this   country 
— that  it  was  capable  of  being  connected 
with  the  separate  system,  and  with  that, 
after  a  reduction  had  been  made  in  the 
period  and  character  of  the  punitive  disci- 
pline applied,  that  the  period  might  be 
ehorter  and  the  punishment  severer;  or  if 
longer,  then  less  severe;  he  believed  it  was 
a  system  likely  to  succeed  in  the  great  ob- 
jects   contemplated   by   prison   discipline. 
Since  they  had  abandoned  capital  punish- 
ment for  many  offences  of  a  most  serious 
nature,  they  were  bound  to  adopt  a  system 
which,  with  a  degree  of  severity  short  of 
absolute  cruelty,  combined  sufficient  force 
to  impress  itself  on  the  minds  of  all,  so  as 
to  operate  effectually  in  preventing    the 
commission  of  those  offences.    He  believed 
that  improvement  could  be  effected  through 
the  separate  system.     He  admitted,  with 
his  noble  and  learned   Friend,  that  con- 
Biderable  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject arose  from  the  inequality  of  system 
which  prevailed  in  different  parts  of  the 
country;  but  he  trusted  that  ere  long  the 
magistrates  in  their  different  districts  would 
bring  the  subject  under  the  consideration 
of  their  colleagues,    and  that  not  many 
years  would  elapse   before  there  was  an 
equality  of  system  throughout  the  gaols. 
He  believed  that  for  many  years  past  many 
acquittals  were  attributable  to  the  uncer- 
tainty occasioned  by  this  difference  of  sys- 
tem, the  jury  not  knowing  what  punish- 
ment might  follow  the  verdict  if  they  pro- 
nounced against  the  prisoner.     But  when 
that  uniformity  of  imprisonment  had  been 
introduced,  with  short   periods   for    what 
might  be  called  the  punitive  part  of  the 
sentence,  and  when,  that  having  been  en* 
durod,  the  individual  was    put  to   labour 
on  the  public  works,  and  was  admitted, 
according  to  his  character  and  industry,  to 
share  in  the  profits  of  his  labour,  he  trusted 
to  see  it  carried  out  effectually  and  with 
benefit  to  the  community  at  large — ^it  was 
a  subject  to  which  the  attention  of  Govern- 
ment would  continue  to  be  directed.     The 
amount  of  punishment  necessary  might  be 
regulated   by   the   separate    system   with 
greater  definiteness  than  under  any  other; 
^od  he  believed  that  in  a  short  time  the 
1     '  of  committals  would  be  much  less 


under  that  system  than  they  had  ever  been 
before.  One  other  subject  to  which  he 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  thqir 
Lordships  was  the  necessity  for  reducing 
tho  food  and  luxuries  of  tho  prisoners  to 
the  lowest  point  compatible  with  the  pre- 
servation of  health.  He  agreed  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  after  many 
years  of  something  like  cruelty  in  respect 
of  scantiness  of  diet,  we  had  now  in  many 
instances  pushed  the  matter  to  the  other 
extreme,  giving  to  those  in  prison  such 
luxuries  as  they  could  not  obtain  by  their 
own  labour  out  of  prison,  thereby  render- 
ing imprisonment  an  attractive  object  to 
tho  indolent.  An  inquiry  upo^  this  sub- 
ject was  at  present  pending.  The  atten- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department  was  being  direct- 
ed to  it,  with  tho  view  of  bringing  the  diet 
within  the  limits  consistent  with  humanity 
on  the  one  hand,  and  with  a  just  severity 
on  the  other.  Unless  the  noble  Lord 
should  withdraw  his  resolutions,  he  should 
feel  himself  under  the  necessity  of  moving 
the  previous  question. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  quite  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  he  was  entirely  opposed  to  the  se- 
parate system.  On  the  contrary,  one  of 
his  resolutions  asserted,  *'that  with  the 
view  of  punishment  as  well  as  refor- 
mation, separation  with  labour  should  in 
proper  cases  be  effected,"  <fco. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  tho  noble  Lord  laid 
that  down  as  an  exception,  whereas,  in  his 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne's)  opinion,  it 
ought  to  be  made  the  rule. 

The  Earl  of  CHICHESTER  hoped 
he  should  be  indulged  while  he  made 
a  few  remarks  on  the  general  subject,  and 
also  on  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
opposite.  If  the  object  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  in  bringing  forward 
his  resolutions  had  been  to  give  more 
uniformity  and  efficiency  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  penal  law  of  this  coun- 
try, as,  for  instance,  by  giving  a  greater 
power  to  the  Executive  Government  to  im- 
prove the  system  of  imprisonment,  and  to 
exercise  more  authority  over  the  systems 
adopted  in  different  prisons  than  was  the  ease 
at  present,  he  should  have  entirely  concor- 
red  with  him,  because  he  had  for  years  past 
regretted  the  want  of  such  power  in  the 
Executive  Government.  lie  was  glad  to  find 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stata 
had  been  making  great  efforts,  and  he  he* 
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lieved  with  no  litUe  success,  in  that  direc- 
tion; but  the  object  could  not  be  effectually 
accomplished  without  some  legislative  en- 
actment of  a  much  more  comprehensive 
character  than  had  yet  been  brought  for- 
ward. If,  again,  the  object  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  been  to  make  a  broad 
distinction  between  adult  and  juvenile 
offenders,  in  order  to  induce  their  Lord- 
ships to  pass  an  Act  for  some  new  and  im- 
proved mode  of  treatment  for  juvenile 
offenders,  he  should  have  entirely  concur- 
red with  him  in  that  also,  because  he  be- 
lieved there  ought  to  be  some  totally  dif- 
ferent mode  of  treatment  devised  for  the 
least  criminal  of  juvenile  offenders.  At 
the  commencement  of  his  speech,  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  made  some 
remarks  very  inculpatory  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  separate  system  of  confine- 
ment was  carried  on  at  Reading.  It  was 
pot  for  him  (the  Earl  of  Chichester)  to 
defend  either  the  reverend  gentleman, 
whose  report  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  read,  or  the  authorities  of  the  prison; 
but  he  might  be  permitted  to  state,  that 
he  knew  that  clergyman  to  be  a  most  re- 
spectable man,  and  that  he  bore  the  cha- 
racter of  a  most  useful  chaplain.  As 
to  the  prison  itself,  on  passing  along  the 
road,  he  had  seen  it  several  times, 
and  there  was  a  degree  of  ornament 
about  it  which,  however,  he  thought  ex- 
aggerated by  the  reverend  gentleman  in 
his  report;  but  it  was  only  justice  to  the 
author  of  the  report  to  say  that  the  great 
object  he  had  in  view  in  speaking  of  the 
milder  character  of  the  Reading  prison 
discipline  was  to  meet  the  objections  usually 
raised  against  the  separate  system,  of 
its  being  one  of  extreme  severity  and 
cruelty.  The  only  ground  of  objection 
which  he  had  heard  raised  to  the  system 
as  it  was  adopted  at  PentonviUe,  was,  that 
its  severity  was  so  extreme  as  to  be  cruel 
both  to  the  mind  and  body,  and  to  leave 
the  prisoners  in  a  state  wholly  unfit  for 
useful  industry  at  the  expiration  of  their 
confinement.  The  same  objection  had 
been  raised  to  the  Reading  gaol;  and  that 
was  the  reason  why  the  reverend  gentle- 
man had  made  the  observations  he  had, 
being  anxious  to  remove  all  such  ground  of 
objection.  The  best  proof  of  the  benefits 
arising  from  the  system  adopted  at  Read- 
ing, was  the  paucity  of  recommitments. 
With  regard  to  the  diet,  he  concurred 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
it  should  not  be  luxurious  ;  but  when 
be    Informed    their    Lordships    that    the 


diet  which  was  now  adopted  generallj 
throughout  the  kingdoiQ  was  the  result  of 
a  very  close  and  strict  examination  on  the 
subject,  instituted  by  Sir  James  Graham 
— that  it  was  based  on  the  experiment 
tried  at  PentonviUe,  where  the  commis* 
sioners  were  obliged  to  raise  the  allow- 
ance they  had  originally  fixed  upon,  from 
time  to  time,  until  they  had  selected  the 
present  one,  which  was  found  by  experience 
to  be  on  the  lowest  scale  consistent  with 
health.  Having  stated  this,  he  truste4 
their  Lordships  would  not  consider  this 
dietary  a  luxurious  one.  With  respect  to 
the  system  of  confinement  generally,  |;hat 
adopted  at  Reading  was  precisely  the 
same  as  at  PentonviUe  and  other  sepa- 
rate prisons,  and  which  had  proved  to  be 
one  of  very  considerable  severity.  It  had 
been  adopted  seven  years  ago  at  Penton- 
viUe, a  prison  built  for  the  purpose,  after 
a  very  thorough  investigation  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  after  the  Legislature  and  the 
public  had  had  ample  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  able  report  which  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  Crawford.  The  system  was 
then  adopted,  not  exactly  in  accordance 
with  that  which  then  existed  in  the  United 
States,  but  with  many  modifications, 
rendering  the  punishment  less  severe, 
but  equally  calculated  to  accomphsh  the 
reformation  of  the  prisoners,  and  to  deter 
others  from  crime.  He  would  refer  their 
Lordships  to  the  reports  of  the  PentonviUe 
Prison  Commissioners,  who,  after  having 
had  every  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
system,  had  reported  that  the  effect  pro- 
duced on  the  minds  of  prisoners  had  been 
highly  satisfactory.  The  labour  to  which 
the  prisoners  had  been  put,  and  the  in- 
struction given  to  them,  had  aUeviated 
the  severity  of  complete  separation.  The 
commissioners,  after  instituting  the  most 
searching  investigation  into  the  results 
after  several  years  experience,  entertained 
the  most  favourable  opinion  of  the  system, 
and  considered  it  capable  of  being  adopted 
as  a  general  prison  discipline  throughout  the 
country.  It  seemed  to  him,  in  reading  the 
resolutions,  that  they  asserted  the  principle 
of  classification,  which  had  always  been  con- 
nected with  association.  Classification  and 
association  had  been  severely  condenmed 
long  before  it  was  actually  legalised.  If 
had  been  condemned  by  John  Howard,  who 
with  all  his  benevolence  towards  prisoners, 
had  never  lost  sight  of  the  important  prin- 
ciple that  punishment  ought  to  be  such 
as  to  deter  offenders  ;  and  it  was  w^ 
known,  that  three  prisons  existed  htely 
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in  this  country,  built  under  the  advice 
and  direction  of  Howard,  and  adapted  for 
separate  confinements.  The  Government 
had  afterwards  adopted  this  vicious  63'stem 
of  cUissificatiou;  but  for  the  last  ten  years 
there  had  not  been  one  expression  of 
opinion  by  the  Legislature  which  had 
not  condemned  it,  and  which  had  not 
been  in  favour  of  entire  separation,  or  at 
aU  events  of  a  system  of  which  that  should 
be  the  basis.     He  had  been   rather  siir- 

{>rised  at  another  part  of  his  noble  and 
earned  Friend^s  resolutions — he  nicajit 
the  provision  which  was  intended  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  industry  from  prison 
competition.  He  noticed  that  because  a 
noble  Friend  of  his,  a  noble  Duke  who  was 
not  then  in  the  House,  would  certainly, 
had  he  been  present,  have  been  much 
pleased  at  finding  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  thus  suddenly  become  an  advocate 
of  the  extreme  doctrines  of  protection.  But 
there  was  no  necessity  for  apprehending 
danger  from  prison  labour  interfering 
with  the  industrious  out  of  doors.  There 
was  a  complaint  undoubtedly  made  last 
year  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  which 
had  been  referred  to  himself  and  others, 
respecting  the  sale  of  articles  made  by 
persons  in  prison  as  interfering  with  the 
artisans  of  the  metropolis  ;  and  it  was 
ascertained  that  a  certain  degree  of 
injury  had  been  inflicted  by  articles 
made  in  prison  having  been  brought  into 
the  market  and  sold  at  prices  a  little 
below  the  market  price.  A  wholesale 
dealer  having  bought  such  articles,  went 
to  poor  people  whom  he  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  employing,  and  told  them  if  they 
did  not  make  similar  articles  for  the  prices 
at  which  he  had  purchased  the  other,  he 
should  get  all  he  required  afterwards  from 
the  prisons,  and  in  that  way  he  succeeded 
in  bating  down  prices.  The  injury  which 
formed  a  just  ground  of  complaint  was  not 
simply  competition,  but  an  unfair  compe- 
tition. This  evil  was  accordingly  corrected 
by  an  order  that  nothing  should  be  sold  be- 
low the  prices  out  of  doors.  He  was  aware, 
however,  that  similar  complaints  would  be 
made  so  long  as  commodities  were  brought 
into  the  market  which  interfered  with  the 
manufactures  of  others.  As  to  earnings  in 
prison,  though  it  was  important  that  in- 
dustrious habits  should  be  inculcated,  and 
economy  practised,  yet  it  was  not  by  means 
of  enforcing  industry  in  prison  that  either 
the  one  or  the  other  was  to  be  secured, 
and  the  actual  amount  of  profit  should  not 
be   looked  at   so   much  as  the  doterrinti: 


from  crime,  and  reforming  the  prisoner;  be- 
cause, if  prisoners  were  reformed,  they 
would  return  to  an  honest  life,  and  the 
pests  of  society  be  decreased.  In  this 
country  the  practice  had  not  been  to  libe- 
rate prisoners  before  the  expiration  of  their 
sentence;  but  that  plan  had  been  adopted 
in  the  colonies  with  a  large  number  of  the 
Pentonville  prisoners,  and  at  least  four- 
fifths  of  those  who  had  been  so  liberated, 
under  tolerably  favourable  circumstances, 
had  turned  out  valuable  servants.  With 
respect  to  a  remark  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  as  to  the  employment 
of  the  hands  and  skill  of  prisoners,  as 
well  as  their  minds;  it  was  quite  triic, 
that  if  a  prisoner  was  to  pass  the  whole 
of  a  long  sentence  in  separate  confine- 
ment, he  would,  upon  his  discharge,  be 
quite  unfit  for  agricultural  or  other  la- 
borious work.  In  such  cases,  therefore, 
when  the  confinement  was  to  be  long,  it 
would  be  desirable  to  modify  the  rigour  of 
the  separate  system  towards  the  end. 
Some  had  contended  that  an  inducement 
should  be  held  out  to  prisoners  to  acquire 
habits  of  industry  by  letting  them  hare  a 
portion  of  the  money  they  earned  in  prison; 
but  the  practice,  where  tried,  was  found 
to  work  with  great  inequality,  and  to  be 
injurious  to  discipline,  and  he  did  not 
agree  in  that  opinion.  All  experience, 
then,  showed  that  the  most  efficient  means 
both  for  deterring  and  reforming,  was 
the  separate  system;  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  any  impediment  thrown  in 
the  way  of  extending  that  system  throagh- 
out  the  country.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  in  the  separate  system,  as 
it  existed  at  Reading,  there  was  nothing 
to  exclude  hard  labour.  He  trusted  that 
whatever  reform  might  be  introduced  into 
prison  discipline  —  and  he  quite  agreed 
there  was  great  room  for  it — ^no  system 
would  be  adopted  which  did  not,  in  the 
first  instance,  at  all  events,  secure  com- 
plete separation. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  that 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  the  noble  Earl  who  had  spoken 
last,  he  should  not  trouble  the  House 
upon  the  general  question  with  which  the 
attention  of  the  House  had  been  occupied; 
but  he  felt  that  some  remarks  made  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite, 
called  for  some  special  observations  in 
reply.  He  was  quite  sure  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  not,  in  one  single 
thing,  intended  to  misrepresent  the  state 
of  Reading  gaol,  or  the  benerolence   of 
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the  gentlemen  who  had  hecn  most  actively 
and  usefully  engaged  there;  but  in  his 
speech,  he  had,  unawares,  misrepresented 
both  to  a  considerable  degree  ;  and  he 
thought  it  due  to  those  gentlemen,  whom 
he  had  seen  and  accompanied  in  their 
works,  and,  having  the  opportunity  of 
doing  so,  to  set  their  Lordships  right,  and 
not  to  allow  them  to  go  away  under  an 
impression  that  those  gentlemen  were 
liable  to  the  ridicule  which  had  been  cast 
upon  them,  but  were  men  entitled  rather 
to  every  honour  and  praise.  It  was  a 
dangerous  thing  to  turn  what  men  did  of 
a  laudatory  character  into  ridicule  ;  and 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  spoken 
of  Reading  gaol  as  if  it  were  to  be  sup- 
posed that  the  sole  thing  expected  by  the 
conductors  of  the  Reading  gaol  to  benefit 
the  prisoners  was  study.  "  Study,  study, 
study,"  over  and  over  and  over  again,  was 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  statement. 
Now,  how  could  that  be  the  case,  when  a 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House  had 
sat  on  this  very  subject,  and  when  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  failed  in 
all  his  endeavours  in  cross-examination  to 
make  the  witnesses  say  that  it  was 
**  study,  study  ?  "  And  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  excuse  him  for  re- 
minding him  that  one  of  the  witnesses, 
upon  being  pressed  by  him  as  to  some 
supposed  new  secondary  punishment,  said 
they  had  no  secondary  punishment,  but 
that  a  new  one  had  been  introduced  to 
him  that  day,  in  the  character  of  the  ex- 
amination to  which  he  had  been  subjected; 
and  a  magistrate  who  had  been  examined 
said,  they  did  not  trust  to  study  but  to 
corrective  instruction,  by  which  he  meant 
a  correct  religious  education,  and  not 
study.  Now,  that  was  most  important, 
for  it  was  bringing  into  the  minds  of  the 
men  imprisoned  a  new  species  of  influ- 
ence. It  was  not  the  dry  fact  that  they 
were  taught  to  read,  but  to  understand 
that  which  they  did  read.  It  was  to  raise 
them  in  the  scale  of  moral  beings,  instead 
of  allowing  them  to  associate  with  those 
whose  influence  was  only  calculated  to 
sink  and  debase  them.  Then  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  made  great  fun 
of  the  conductors  of  the  Reading  gaol,  for 
he  had  asked  how  great  was  the  effect  of 
this  system  —  this  study  in  the  Reading 
university — 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  he 
really  had  said  no  such  thing. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  did 
not  mean  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  said  so  that  night,  but  he  had 


on  a  former  occasion  ;  and  he  found  bj 
referring  to  the  examination  of  the  chap- 
lain, that  he  stated  he  could  not  expect 
any  distinct  alteration  to  be  made  in  a 
prisoner  under  six  months ;  and  another 
witness  had  said  that  three  months  was 
the  very  shortest  time  that  could  be  relied 
upon  for  any  decided  effect  to  be  pro- 
duced. They,  however,  all  said  the  sys- 
tem had  a  very  deterring  effect;  and  so 
it  must  have,  because,  when  those  who 
had  been  accustomed  to  live  by  the  ex- 
citement of  bad  company,  dreading  to  be 
left  alone  for  a  single  moment,  came  to 
be  placed  in  solitary  confinement  for  a 
fortnight,  or  even  a  week,  they  were 
forced  into  self-communion ;  they  had 
the  realities  of  eternity  before  them, 
with  no  occupation  to  draw  their  minds 
away  from  the  exercise  of  such  thoughts; 
and  in  that  way  he  believed  that  the 
system  pursued  at  Reading  would  be 
found  to  be  one  of  the  most  deterring 
and  useful  systems  that  could  be  adopted. 
The  object  of  the  report  of  the  chaplain 
of  Reading  gaol,  which  had  been  so  much 
commented  on,  was  distinctly  apologetical; 
it  was  written  to  prove  that  it  was  not  in 
reality  a  cruel  system,  but  on  the  contrary, 
that  it  was  a  system  in  which  no  suffering 
was  inflicted  that  could  be  avoided ;  and 
he  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  said,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  prison  discipline  in  the  gaol 
at  Reading,  he  did  not  believe  that  those 
mischievous  principles  of  morbid  sentimen- 
tality for  the  criminal  were  really  to  be 
found  acted  on  there.  The  House  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  commitments,  after 
this  system  w^as  introduced,  fell  in  the 
county  of  Berkshire  from  900  to  772,  and 
that  at  a  time  when  railroad  works  were 
going  on  very  extensively  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Reading,  which  brought  into  that 
neighbourhood  a  fleeting  and  uncertain 
population,  which  would  bo  likely  more 
than  any  other  to  increase  the  number  of 
committals  to  the  gaols.  The  number  of 
recommittals  fell  from  thirty  to  twenty  per 
cent  on  the  whole  committals.  Besides, 
their  Lordships  must  go  to  other  gaols; 
they  could  not  form  their  estimate  of  the 
system  from  this  gaol  alone.  He  knew 
the  case  of  a  man  who  was  recommitted 
after  a  certain  sojourn  in  Reading  gaol, 
and  who,  after  he  was  taken  up,  expressed 
the  greatest  anxiety  to  know  which  gaol 
he  was  to  be  taken  to,  for  he  felt  the  deep- 
est horror  at  the  idea  of  confinement  in 
Reading  gaol  again.  On  being  told  he 
was  to  be  taken  to  that  goal  again,  he 
said  he  thought  he  was  safe  in  haying. 
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committed  an  off/ince  in  Berkshire,  for  be 
hiMl  t'Jifftip^h  of  Uca/iin^  gaol.  A^^ain,  after 
thin  nynUtm  wan  a/lopu^,  the  ragrants,  the 
elflM  of  all  otherM  \cnn  likelj  to  he  affected 
}fj  it,  fell  one  half;  and  in  the  verj  same 
jear   tho  vagrantH  ha^l   incrcaHed  in  the 
Kool  At  Hereford  three-fold.     The  magis- 
tratoH  could  only  trace  that  result  to  the 
eircumHtance  that  those  men  shrank  so  ex- 
ceedingly   from    the    self-communion    to 
whieh  thoy  were  forced  in  Reading  gaol, 
that  they  avoided  tho  neighhourhood,  and 
took  themselves  to  other  places,  hecause 
thoy  drea<lcd  this  punishment  more  than 
nny  other.     There  was  another  very  re- 
iimrkahlo  case,   and  that  was   tho  resto- 
rative  effect   of  this  measure  which  the 
magistrates  had    hccn   ahle   to   trace  in 
tho   prisoners.      One   of  the  magistrates, 
who    takes  tho    deepest  interest   in   this 
ivntem,    had    taken    the   pains   to   trace 
thoso    who    had    been    discharged    from 
Heading  gaol,  and  he  had  found  no  less 
than  1 00  prisoners  committed  to  that  gaol, 
who  three  years  afterwards  had  been  re- 
stored to  society  in   England,  and  were 
now  living  in  their  own  parishes,  good  and 
n»spectablo  members  of  the   community. 
With  regard  to  the  (luostion  of  the  cheap- 
ness of  tho  gaol,  tho  real  test  of  that  was 
how  far  it  did  the  work  of  reformation, 
and  savetl  the  country  tho  expense  of  main- 
taining criminals.     In  Reading  gaol  it  was 
found  tho  average  expense  of  maintenance 
was  only  2$.  6<l.  a  head  :   whilst  in  the 
other  gaols  throughout  the  kingdom  the 
aremgo  was  given  at  \L  7s,     If  only  a 
small  per  contage  of  the   number  main- 
tained at  2*.  Ctf.  were  restored  to  society, 
and  onabliMl  again  to  earn  their  own  bread 
by  thoir  own  labour,  the  country  was  in- 
limtoly  the  gainer.    He  thought  it  was  the 
choa|H>st  system  if  only  it  could  be  shown 
that  it  most  deterred  fnmi  crime;  and  if  it 
reformed  thoso  who,  under  the  influence  of 
erime,    had    been    commit  toil   to   prison. 
With  res^HVt  to  the  hanl  lalnnir  in  Read- 
ing gaol,  the  priueiplo  thert>  was  this — it 
wa*  found  if  there  was  any  kind  of  dis- 
cipline fn>m  which  the  prisoners,  after  thoy 
had  Uvn  a  certain  time  in  prison,  shrunk 
mere  than  tVm  anything  else,  it  was  being 
left  absolutely  to  themselves.     The  result 
\>f  that  c\>nt\r.ement  wa*  that  they  craved 
for  w\\rk  rather  than  be  left  to  themselves. 
Th\v^*  iwen  recnrrxxl  ospcciar.y  to  meriial 
laKMir  as  an  os\\^pe  front  tho  sc^litudo  to 
whvK  thcT  mere  s;:b\v:,      ::is:oad  of   ::< 
b<^uc  iu\>^^s*rv  :o  :>rcv  *iK':;r  v^n  the:::  ? 
a»  a  i^unisV.wcn:*  t^-.cx  h.-^.i  Voer.  ^v!.  AtVr  \ 
Awr  rvct^rcaK^i  iu   t*r!s>?;;.  to  *s*>.v:at* ' 


I  that  labour  with  pleasnre,  and  to  look  upon 
it  as  something  infinitely  more  tolerable 
than  perfect  idleness,  when  that  perfect 
idleness  was  forced  upon  them ;  and  so  it 
was  found  that  those  men,  out  of  prison, 
looked  upon  labour,  not  as  a  great  inflic- 
tion, but  as  one  of  those  curses  which  the 
goodness  of  God  had  turned  into  a  blessing. 
He  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  hod  been  him- 
self in  Reading  gaol ;  he  had  gone  unat- 
tended, and  from  cell  to  cell,  and  had  seen 
and  conversed  with  those  persons  who  were 
confined  alone ;  and  he  could  truly  afiBrm 
that  they  had  learnt  to  feel  that  perfect 
idleness  was  their  greatest  curse.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  system  pur- 
sued there  had  been  proved  by  those  re- 
sults to  be,  to  a  very  great  degree,  that 
which  their  Lordships  were  aiming  to  dis- 
cover. AVith  regard  to  the  dietary,  it  was 
very  well  to  say  those  men  were  better  fed 
than  they  would  be  in  their  own  cottages* 
They  were  better  fed  in  one  sense,  but 
they  were  not  absolutely  better  fed ;  they 
were  kept  just  above  the  disease  point.  It 
was  difficult,  of  course,  to  find  that  exact 
point.  That  was  the  object  of  the  magis- 
trates of  the  gaol  at  Reading;  and  if  they 
had  erred  at  all  in  framing  the  dietary,  it 
was  because  they  could  not  absolutely  at- 
tain that  medium  which  preserved  health 
and  prevented  disease. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  that 
having  had  opportunities  of  observing  the 
working  of  the  separate  system  at  Penton- 
ville  and  in  the  county  of  Stafford  (with 
which  he  was  connected),  he  could  bear 
testimony  to  the  utility  of  the  system.  It 
had  been  in  operation  in  Staffordshire  now, 
for  two  years  and  a  half,  and  it  had  worked 
extremely  well.  Before  it  had  been  adopted 
there,  the  recommittals  were  one  in  eight 
or  nine;  but  since,  they  were  redticed  to 
one  in  twenty.  They  had  about  1,800 
prisoners  subjected  to  the  system  for  the 
period  during  which  it  was  in  operation, 
and  there  was  not  one  instance  of  mental 
aberration  of  any  kind  all  the  time.  The 
effects  produced  by  the  system  were  most 
salutary:  but  it  was  a  powerful  engine, 
which  required  the  zealous  and  strict  at- 
tention of  all  parties  who  undertook  to  see 
it  carried  out.  He  hoped  sincerdj  it 
would  bo  introduced  into  pazta  of  the 
countrr  where  it  w»5  not  now  used. 

Lex?  BROUGHAM,  in  reply, contMided 
that  it  wa*  wrtVctly  wrv^ag  to  pet  an  un- 
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cr  jr.to  a  s^^Ii^ry  c«i.  Tliere 
w:as  a  man.  for  cxa=ip>«  rwasuncd  at 
York  on  the  l\lh  o:  Jcly :  that  HMa  re- 
luiilncd  tbc^  ub:;:  Uie  isiidle  «f  Marth 


1389 


Audit  of  Railway 


{July  6} 


Accounts  Bill. 


1390 


in  prison.  The  law  said  that  man  was  in- 
nocent. He  passed  the  nights  and  days 
of  the  whole  of  the  winter  months  in  a  se- 
parate cell;  his  mind  was  reduced  hy  that 
punishment  to  such  a  state  that  he  dis- 
Bolycd  into  tears  when  they  talked  to  him 
of  mother,  or  homo,  or  showed  the  least 
appearance  of  sympathy.  Was  that  to  be 
borne  ?  The  law  said  that  man  was  not 
guilty,  and  yet  he  was  to  be  confined  for 
six  months  in  a  separate  cell.  The  benefit 
of  that  separate  system  was  said  to  be  that 
it  deterred  others  from  committing  the 
like  offences;  but  that  man  had  committed 
no  offence;  he  was  an  innocent  man.  Ho 
(Lord  Brougham)  should  not  cease  to 
move  their  Lordships  until  that  punish- 
ment ceased.  With  respect  to  Reading 
gaol,  he  was  sorry  his  right  rev.  Friend 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  and  himself  were 
at  issue  on  that  subject.  In  his  (Lord 
Brougham's)  remarks,  it  was  not  Mr. 
Field  to  whom  he  alluded,  but  Mr.  Field's 
book.  In  extenuation  of  his  offence,  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  might  read  a  few  ques- 
tions and  answers  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Prison  Discipline.  For  in- 
stance— **  What  is  the  whole  occupation 
of  the  prisoners  in  your  gaol  ?  "  Answer— 
••  Instruction."  Another  answer  was, 
that  '*  Labour  would  necessarily  diminish 
the  success  of  the  instruction. "  Again — 
••  In  what  would  you  have  them  em- 
ployed?" Answer — "In  nothing  but 
education."  He  thought  those  quotations 
rather  bore  out  his  assertion  that  it  was 
•*  Education,  education."  The  witness 
afterwards  defined  the  education  to  bo  de- 
sired as  "  religious  and  moral  education." 
Now,  the  Church  had  to  do  with  religious 
education  in  the  salvation  of  souls;  but 
society  had  to  do  with  education  only  to 
make  men  better  members  of  society ;  the 
rest  was  between  man  and  his  Maker.  So 
far  as  they  could  consistently  improve 
a  man's  morals  and  make  him  a  better 
and  more  industrious  member  of  society, 
by  all  manner  of  means  let  them  have 
education.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Field  or 
the  magistrates,  he  (Lord  Brougham)  dis- 
claimed any  disrespect.  lie  should  not  go 
further  than  to  withdraw  his  resolutions, 
and  leave  the  subject  in  the  hands  of  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

AUDIT  OF  RAILWAY  ACCOUNTS  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading 
read. 

A  Noble  PEER  said,  that  he  had  pre- 
pared an  Amendment  to  the  2 1st  Clause 


of  the  Bill,  which  he  considered  to  be  of 
some  importance,  and  with  a  copy  of 
which  he  had  furnished  the  noble  Lord  op- 

Eosite  (Lord  Monteaglc).  Understanding, 
owever,  that  it  was  deemed  very  expe- 
dient that  the  progress  of  the  Bill  through 
the  House  should  not  be  impeded,  he  was 
willing  to  waive  bringing  forward  the 
Amendment  in  question,  provided  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  assuro  him  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  its  being  brought 
forward  in  Committee  on  the  Bill  in 
another  place. 

Lord  M0NTEA6LE  begged  to  express 
his  obligations  to  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  put  the  subject 
of  this  Amendment  to  their  Lordships.  On 
his  part,  he  had  much  pleasure  in  being 
enabled  to  state,  that,  having  put  himself 
in  communication  with  his  noble  Friend 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  this  matter,  he  found  that  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  this  Amendment  being 
introduced  in  the  way  and  qp.  the  occasion 
referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend.  It  was 
also  his  intention  to  have  another  clause 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  in  like  manner, 
under  which  the  Railway  Commission  would 
have  a  power  of  varying,  at  their  discre- 
tion, the  times  (now  fixed  and  specific)  at 
which  railway  companies  should  be  re- 
quired to  make  up  their  accounts,  in  order 
to  their  being  publicly  submitted  to  audit. 
This  would  prove,  he  trusted,  a  means  of 
providing  additional  security  and  protec- 
tion to  shareholders  and  the  public  in 
general,  and  an  effective  check  upon  the 
future  management  or  direction  of  these 
railways. 

Bill  read  3». 

Amendment  made. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  6, 1849. 

MiNDTRS.]    Public  Biixh.— !<>  Sale  and  Manufiicture  of 
Bread;    Friendly  Societies  (No.  f)i   Boroughs  ReUefi 
Trustees  Relief;  Inland  Pwts  (Colonies). 
2o  Protection  of  Women ;   Turnpike  Acts  CoDtinuaMt« 
Ace;  Highway  Rates;  Benefices  in  Plurality  (No.  t)| 
TiUes  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scotland). 
lifported, — Small  Debts  Act  Amendment. 
30  Consolidated  Fund  (3,0O0,0(i0L) 

Petitions  Prbsentco.  By  Sir  H.  Meux,  from  O^Coi»- 
nonrille,  'for  Universal  Suflhtge. — ^By  Obtain  FOrdyoe, 
from  Aberdeen,  against,  and  by  Mr.  Scott,  ftom  DaMt, 
in  favour  of,  the  Marriages  BilU— By  Mr.  Plumptre,  from 
Upper  Holloway,  against  Endowment  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Clergy.— By  Mr.  Hume,  (him  t^c  Court  of  Poll^ 
of  British  Guiana,  for  Relief.— By  Mr.  Robinsoo,  ftom 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  Newfoundland,  oomplalnhig 
of  the  Interterenoe  of  Foreign  Powers  with  the  New* 


1391 


ro(yi'  Relief 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


1392 


foundland  FUherics.—  By  Mr.  Burroughes,  firom  North 
Walsbam,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attorney*'  Certifi- 
oates.—  By  Sir  W.  Codrington,  from  Chipping  Norton, 
Moreton  in  Marsh,  and  Stow  on  the  Wold,  for  Reduction 
of  the  Duty  on  Bricks,  Ac. — By  Mr.  Benbow,  from  the 
Hundred  of  Mutford  and  Lothingland,  for  Rating  Owners 
of  Tenements  in  lieu  of  Occupiers. — By  Mr.  Disraeli, 
firom  Wetherby,  Yorkshire,  for  Agricultural  Relief. — By 
Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  ftom  Proprietors  of  Hotels,  ^c,  com- 
plaining of  Burthens. — By  Mr.  Reynolds,  tnm  the  North 
Dublin  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Relief  (Ire- 
land) Bill.— By  Mr.  Harry  Waddington,  from  Woodbridge, 
for  the  Protection  of  Women  Bill.— By  Mr.  Cowan,  from 
Edinburgh,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Public  Health  (Scot- 
land) Bill.  — By  Mr.  Roebuck,  from  Islington,  for  the 
Recognition  of  the  Roman  and  Hungarian  Republics. — 
By  Mr.  Wawn,  from  Jarrow,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Sale 
of  Beer  Act. — By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  from  Edmund 
Cook,  Law  Stationer,  complaining  of  the  Conduct  of  the 
Judge  of  the  Clerkcnwell  County  Court ;  and  for  an  Al- 
teration of  the  Small  Debts  Act.— By  Mr.  Cobden,  from 
Nottlng  Hill,  for  the  Formation,  between  the  British  Go- 
vernment and  other  Governments  of  the  World  respec- 
tively, of  Treaties  by  which  International  Disputes  may 
be  decided  by  Arbitration. 

POOR  RELIEF  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  tho  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for 
considering  this  Bill  as  amended  by  the 
Committee, 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  G.  GREY,  the 
following  clause,  originally  suggested  by 
Mr.  Napier  was  inserted  in  the  Bill : — 

"  And  bo  it  enacted.  That  when  any  rate  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  shall  bo  made  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  commence 
any  proceeding  for  tho  recovery  of  any  arrear 
thereof  against  any  person  not  primarily  liable  to 
pay  the  same,  unless  within  the  period  of  two 
years  next  after  the  making  and  publishing  of  the 
said  rate." 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  then 
moved  the  insertion  of  a  Clause : — 

"  That  so  much  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Act  as 
proyides,  that  whenever  the  net  annual  value  of 
the  whole  of  tho  rateable  hereditaments  in  any 
Union  occupied  by  any  person  or  persons  shall  not 
exceed  4?.,  the  rate  in  respect  of  such  property 
shall  be  made  on  the  immediate  lessor,  be  repeal- 
ed, except  as  to  anything  heretofore  done  or  now 
pending  under  this  Act." 

He  was  by  no  means  desirous  to  establish 
tho  principle  that  persons,  not  paupers, 
were  to  be  excused  from  the  payment  of 
rates  to  the  maintenance  of  the  poor.  Ac- 
cording to  law,  as  it  now  stood,  provision 
was  made  for  tho  liability  of  iinmodiato 
lessors  for  the  whole  rates,  in  place  of  the 
occupici'd,  in  certain  cases,  of  the  value  of 
rateable  property;  and  his  object  in  intro- 
ducing the  clause  was  to  repeal  so  much 
of  the  Act  as  provided  that,  wherever  the 
net  annual  value  of  the  whole  of  the  rate- 
able hereditaments  in  any  union  jhall  not 
exceed  4Z.,  the  rate  in  respect  of  such  pro- 
perty shall  be  made  on  the  immediate  les- 
sor. He  believed  that  the  law  as  it  now 
stood  had  encouraged  evictions  very  much, 
and  tended  to  an  immense  extent  to  in- 


crease the  sufferings  of  the  people.  It  was 
impossible  that  the  land  could  be  properly 
cultivated  if  labourers  could  not  live  on  the 
soil,  within  a  reasonable  distance  of  their 
work. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  road  a  First  Time. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  said,  that  though  ho 
gave  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  credit 
for  the  humane  motives  which  induced  him 
to  bring  forward  this  proposition,  he  did 
not  agree  with  him  as  to  the  effects  which 
it  would  produce.  He  would  give  his  op- 
position to  the  clause,  as  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  collect  rates 
if  that  part  of  the  law  were  repealed. 

Siu  J.  YOUNG  said,  the  exemption 
under  the  4?.  clause  was  meant  to  facilitate 
the  collection  of  the  rates,  and  to  relieve  the 
small  occupiers  from  a  tax  which  it  was 
supposed  they  were  unable  to  bear.  Those 
two  objects  had  been  effected  by  the  clause; 
but  it  was  liable  to  the  objection  that  it 
threw  upon  the  immediate  lessor  a  heavy 
charge.  He  was,  however,  told  that  tho 
latter  difficulty  might  be  in  great  part  re- 
medied by  a  new  form  of  the  rate-book, 
without  the  necessity  for  new  legislation. 
It  was  a  question  whether  the  exemption 
of  the  occupier  from  poor-rates  had  not 
brought  upon  him  a  still  heavier  evil  in  the 
liability  to  ejectment.  The  Earl  of-  Clan- 
carty,  who  possessed  property  in  one  of 
the  most  distressed  districts,  wished  to  as- 
similate the  4Z.  exemption  and  the  quarter- 
acre  clause;  and  he  suggested  that  the  4Z. 
should  bo  reduced  to  2L  The  4L  clause 
undoubtedly  prevented  small  farmers  from 
improving  their  land,  lest  they  might  be- 
come subject  to  the  payment  of  poor-rates, 
while  it  supplied  the  landlords  with  a  power- 
ful motive  for  wishing  to  get  rid  of  tenants 
of  this  unimproving  character.  He  thought, 
upon  the  whole,  the  clause  in  the  present 
Bill  might  be  allowed  to  stand  in  its  exist- 
ing shape,  until  after  the  effects  of  the 
famine  had  passed  away.  The  main  por- 
tion of  the  evictions,  ho  was  convinced, 
were  not  owing  to  the  41,  clause;  and  he 
believed  that  without  the  poor-law  these 
evictions  would  have  continued  to  take 
place. 

Sill  G.  GREY  admitted  that  a  good 
deal  of  hardship  might  have  arisen  from 
the  operation  of  the  clause ;  but  they 
should  take  care  that  in  endeavouring  to 
obviate  one  hardship  they  did  not  create  a 
greater  one.  It  was  admitted,  he  thought, 
by  all  the  witnesses  examined  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  if  the  rates  of  those  small  tene- 
ments were  placed  on  the  occupiers,  there 
would  bo  a  practical  impossibility  in  col* 
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lecting  those  rates,  and  those  rates  would 
he  lost.  It  was  admitted  that  by  this  law 
a  heavy  tax  was  inflicted  on  the  landlords 
and  immediate  lessors  ;  but  still  it  was 
stated  to  be  a  better  plan  than  to  require 
the  occupiers  to  pay  the  rates.  Though 
some  evictions  had  followed  from  this  law, 
it  should  be  considered  that  owing  to  its 
operation  the  occupiers  were  exempted 
from  the  distress  for  recovery  of  the  rate 
to  which  they  would  be  liable  if  the  clause 
had  not  been  passed.  He  thought  tlie 
House  would  be  acting  very  unwisely  if 
they  consented  to  a  proposition  which 
would  render  the  small  occupiers  subject 
to  such  distress,  and  they  would  peril  a 
great  portion  of  the  rates. 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said,  that 
a  vast  number  of  evictions  had  taken  place 
in  consequence  of  the  operation  of  the 
clause.  That,  in  fact,  was  almost  the  no^ 
cessary  result  of  throwing  upon  the  land- 
lord the  responsibility  of  the  rates  of  pro- 
perty, out  of  which  he  did  not  receive  rent, 
hut  out  of  which  he  would  receive  rent 
when  he  consolidated  those  small  holdings 
and  formed  them  into  a  large  one.  It 
struck  him  that  it  would  be  a  better  plan 
than  the  present  to  have  no  tenement 
rated  that  was  under  20^.  value.  He  knew 
the  proposition  was  open  to  the  objection 
that  there  might  be  fraud  on  the  part  of 
the  valuator ;  but,  on  the  whole,  wishing 
to  see  some  degree  of  certainty  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  system,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  more  simple  and  intelligible 
plan  than  the  one  at  present  adopted. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  would  resist  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  if 
he  could  agree  in  the  assertion  that  the 
poor-rate  would  not  be  recoverable  if  the 
41,  clause  were  repealed.  But  the  fact 
was,  there  was  no  practical  remedy  at  pre- 
sent for  the  recovery  of  the  poor-rates  due 
in  respect  of  these  holders  under  4^.,  and 
it  would  be  found  that  of  the  sums  due  for 
poor-rate  the  greater  proportion  was  owing 
for  the  rates  of  these  occupiers  under  4^. 
The  41.  clause  had  a  natural  tendency  to 
promote  the  system  of  extermination,  and 
its  repeal  would  be  the  first  step  towards 
enforcing  the  collection  of  the  poor-rate 
upon  holdings  of  less  than  il.  value.  On 
these  grounds  he  was  favourable  to  the 
practical  repeal  of  the  41.  clause  by  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  was  unwilling  to 
vote  against  a  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rochdale  without  giving  a 
reason  for  it.     It  appeared  to  him  that  the 


evil  on  one  side  was  more  immediate  than 
on  the  other.  It  was  right  that  there 
should  be  some  interval,  some  gulf,  be- 
tween the  man  who  paid  poor-rates  to-day, 
and  the  man  who  might  become  a  pauper 
to-morrow.  The  tendency  of  the  41.  clause 
seemed  to  be  to  keep  up  that  gulf,  and  for 
that  reason  he  must  vote  against  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MONSELL  denied  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  41.  rating  clause  was,  as  had 
been  stated,  the  main  cause  of  producing 
evictions  in  Ireland,  though  he  did  not 
deny  that  it  might  have  some  effect  in  pro- 
ducing those  evictions.  For  instance,  ho 
would  take  the  case  of  the  Kilrush  union, 
where,  he  believed,  the  greatest  number  of 
evictions  had  occurred,  and  there  he  found 
that  out  of  8,000  persons  rated  for  the 
poor,  3,500  only  were  rated  under  4^. 
Then  he  would  take  a  union  in  which  there 
had  been  no  ejectments,  the  anion  of 
MountmcUick,  and  there  he  found  that  out 
of  13,000  peasons  rated  for  the  poor, 
8,000  were  rated  under  4^.,  being  a  much 
greater  proportion  than  the  number  valued 
under  it.  in  the  Kilrush  union.  If  the  41. 
rating  clause  had  been  the  cause  of  pro- 
ducing ejectments,  there  must  have  been 
a  greater  number  of  evictions  in  the  last- 
named  union  than  in  Kilrush.  That  the 
clause  produced  some  effect  in  that  way, 
he  did  not  deny;  but  the  difficulties  arising 
from  its  repeal  would  be  far  greater  than 
those  which  now  exist. 

Colonel  DUNNE  observed,  that  the 
circumstance  of  any  proposition  having 
originated  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Roch- 
dale, afforded  to  the  House  and  the  country 
a  sufficient  guarantee  that  such  proposition 
would  not  be  oppressive  to  the  poor,  or  un- 
duly favourable  to  the  landlord.  But  yet 
he  could  not  help  feeling  considerable  sur- 
prise when  he  heard  any  Irish  Member  pre- 
fer the  collection  of  the  rate  to  the  safety 
of  the  people.  With  respect  to  this  rate 
on  41.  holdings,  he  had  formerly  recom- 
mended that  half  of  it  should  be  paid  by 
the  tenant,  and  half  by  the  landlord.  Ob- 
jection had  been  taken  at  the  time  to  that 
plan,  on  account  of  the  difficulty  of  collect- 
ing rates  in  the  west  and  south  of  Ireland. 
He  regretted  that  the  plan  which  he '  sug- 
gested had  not  been  carried  out;  and  he 
thought  that  the  best  course  which  he 
could  now  take  would  he  to  support  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  and  oppose  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale.  He 
feared  that  that  hon.  Member's  proposition 
would  have  a  tendency  to  keep  many  able* 
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bodied  labourers  in  a  state  of  idleness.  It 
would  cost  very  little  less  than  1 ,000,000Z. 
a  year  to  keep  them  in  a  condition  of  idle- 
nesSi  The  object  at  which  all  legislation 
on  this  subject  should  aim  should  be  to 
place  all  holders  of  land  in  such  a  situation 
as  would  enable  them  to  pay  their  own 
rates.  He  had  recently  seen  in  the  Times 
newspaper  a  letter,  bearing  the  signature 
of  "  S.  G.  0.,'*  which  was  understood  to 
have  been  written  by  the  same  gentleman 
who  wrote  other  letters  in  that  journal 
under  the  same  signature,  which  appeared 
last  year.  They  were  not  very  flattering 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  nor  very  favour- 
able to  their  interests,  inasmuch  as  that 
gentleman  advised  his  parishioners  not  to 
subscribe  anything  towards  the  relief  of  the 
Irish.  It  was,  however,  satisfactory  to 
observe  that,  with  much  candour,  he  now 
gave  a  statement  of  what  he  had  seen  in 
Ireland,  and  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
one  to  read  that  letter  without  feeling  that 
its  statements  fully  bore  out  the  positions 
for  which  he  (Colonel  Dunne)  had  long 
been  contending.  The  letter  to  which  he 
referred  appeared  yesterday.  This  morn- 
ing in  the  same  journal  there  appeared  an- 
other letter,  a  manifesto  from  the  Chief 
Governor  of  Ireland,  by  which  a  policy  was 
avowed  that  must,  if  acted  on,  have  the 
effect  of  driving  the  Irish  landlords  from 
their  estates.  There  was  in  that  letter  an 
opinion  clearly  expressed  in  favour  of  a 
change  of  proprietary. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  said,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  landlord  would  not  continue  to 
pay  the  rates  for  a  tenant  from  whom  he 
received  no  rent.  With  regard  to  the  case 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Limerick  had  referred,  he  would  observe 
that  while  the  rates  are  low  in  the  union  of 
Mouutmeliick,  the  landlord  may  not  object 
to  pay  them;  but  where  they  had  risen  to 
78,  Qd,  in  the  pound,  no  landlord  could  go 
on  paying  year  after  year  for  the  tenants 
rated  under  4Z.,  and  permit  them  to  remain 
in  possession.  In  case  the  House  should 
agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rochdale,  he  (Sir  L.  O'Brien)  would 
propose  to  add  this  proviso  to  it,  "that 
tenants  paying  under  1/.,  and  holding  under 
a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land,  should  be  ex- 
empted from  poor-rates.** 

Lord  J.RUSSELL  hoped  the  House 
w^ould  come  speedily  to  a  decision  on  the 
clause.  It  appeared  to  him  one  of  the 
most  difficult  questions  connected  with  the 
poor-law.  It  could  not  be  denied  that  the 
clause  was  not  so  severely  felt  while  relief 


was  only  given  in  the  poorhouses,  and  that 
it  had  a  much  stronger  effect  since  the  ex- 
tension of  the  poor-law  in  1847;  but  with 
respect  to  the  total  repeal  of  the  clause, 
he  felt  that  serious  evils,  would  follow  i&om 
it.  One  evil  was,  that  there  would  be  a 
less  sum  applicable  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  and  that  the  fund  for  their  relief 
would  be  considerably  diminished.  The 
second  evil  was,  that  there  having  been  in 
the  past  winter  resistance  in  various  parts 
of  the  country  to  the  collection  of  the  rates, 
they  would  run  much  greater  risk  of  colli- 
sion between  bodies  of  the  peasantry  and 
the  armed  force  of  the  Government  engaged 
in  collecting  the  rate,  than  they  do  at  pre- 
sent. He  thought  it  much  safer,  there- 
fore, to  keep  the  clause  as  it  stands  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  than  to  adopt  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Whether 
it  might  be  possible  to  collect  the  rates  aa 
was  done  in  some  of  the  towns  in  England, 
or  that  there  might  be  some  modification  of 
the  clause,  was  another  question  for  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  said^ 
that  if  the  Government  undertook  to  take 
the  question  into  consideration  previouB  to 
the  third  reading,  he  would  be  most  happy 
to  withdraw  his  clause;  but  if  no  other  hon. 
Member  proposed  an  Amendment,  and  if 
the  Government  would  not  enter  into  any 
engagement  to  consider  the  question  be- 
fore the  third  reading,  he  was  determined 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  hia 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time.** 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  25{  Noes 
55  :  Majority  30. 


List  of  the  Ayes*. 


Bateson,  T. 
Berosford,  W. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
BurreU,  Sir  C,  M. 
Dickson,  S. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  K.  / 
French,  F. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  U. 
Uindley,  C. 
March,  Earl  of 
Naas,  Lord 


Napier,  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J, 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
0*Connell,  J. 
OTonnell,  M.  J. 
O'Flahertj,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Sadleir,  J. 
Scrope,  Gr.  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Stanley,  hon, 

TBLLBRS, 

Crawford,  S. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 


£.a 


Sir  R.  a.  FERGUSON  then  rose  to 
move  the  adoption  of  a  clause  tending  to 
give  facilities  to  the  valuation  of  town 
lands  in  the  different  unions;  but  said 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  to  divide 
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tipon  it  if  there  was  any  objection  to  its 
reception. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  First  Time. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  object  his  hon. 
Friend  had  in  view,  namely,  to  bring  into 
operation  a  speedy  valuation,  was  very 
desirable;  but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  adoption  of  this  clause  would  Icdd 
to  considerable  embarrassment  and  con- 
fusion, lie  thought,  on  the  whole,  it 
would  be  better  not  to  adopt  the  clause  ; 
and  he  could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  that 
there  was  every  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  hurry  on  the  valuation 
as  quickly  as  possible. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
Second  Time." 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  bate  son  moved  the  addition  of 
a  Proviso,  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
to  the  following  eflPect : — 

"  Provided  always,  That  when  a  person  charge- 
able to  any  electoral  diiision  shall  have  received 
relief,  and  shall  cease  to  bo  relieved,  and  shall 
hereafter,  within  the  period  of  twelve  months, 
ligain  begin  to  receive  relief,  such  last-mentioned 
l^lifef  shall  be  chargeable  on  the  electoral  division 
in  which  such  person  was  in  the  first  instance 
chikrgeable." 

Fi^oviso  agreed  to. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  moved,  pursuant  to 
notice,  the  following  Proviso  : — 

"  Provided  always,  That  the  cost  for  the  relief 
of  destitute  poor  who  shall  not  have  resided  in 
the  union  whei*e  such  relief  is  given  for  the  last 
three  years  next  previous  to  receiving  such  relief, 
shall  be  charged  and  chargeable  according  to  the 
provisions  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  10th  year  of 
the  reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  intituled,  *  An 
Act  to  make  further  Provision  for  the  Relief  of 
the  Destitute  Poor  in  Ireland.'  " 

After  a  short  discussion,  in  which  Sir 
D.  NoRREYS,  Sir  G.  Grey,  and  Mr.  IIer- 
BERt  took  part.  Proviso  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  to  bo  read  3°  on  Monday  next. 
Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printed. 

THE  WAR  IN  HUNGARY. 
Mr.  HUME  wished  to  ask  a  question, 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  yes- 
terday. He  wished  to  know  how  our  rela- 
tions with  Austria  now  stood,  and  how  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna  was  to  be  considered  as 
^flfbcted  by  the  events  now  going  forward  ? 
He  was  anxious  to  learn  whether  the 
changes  that  were  now  going  on,  and  the 
interference  by  Russia  in  Hungary,  would 
put  an  end  to  that  Treaty  of  Vienna,  and 


in  what  position  this  country  was  likely  to 
be  placed  in  consequence  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  With  respect  to 
the  question  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me,  as  I  understand  it,  I  have  to 
say  that  there  will  be  no  interference  what- 
ever with  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  by  what  has  taken  place  in  Hun-i 
gary.  The  Emperor  of  Russia  having  been 
called  on  by  the  Emperor  of  Austria  to  as- 
sist in  suppressing  the  insurrection  in  Hun- 
gary, he  has  lent  his  troops  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  he  has  made  a  representation  to 
the  British  Government  that  he  has  inter- 
fered for  that  purpose  only.  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  stipulations  of  the  Treaty 
ef  Vienna  wiU  be  at  all  interfered  with  by 
these  proceedings. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  answered  his  question.  It  was  said 
that  certain  territories  were  to  be  ceded  to 
Russia  by  Austria,  which  would  altogether 
alter  the  arrangements  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna;  and  he  wished  to  know  how  such 
an  arrangement  was  likely  to  affect  this 
country  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  We  have  received 
no  information  whatever  of  any  such  ar- 
rangement, and  I  certainly  do  not  believe 
there  are  any  grounds  for  the  current  ru- 
mours to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  al- 
ludes. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  :  Would  the  noble 
Lord  state  to  the  House  what  are  his 
grounds  for  calling  the  war  in  Hungary 
an  insurrection  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion to  which  I  could  hardly  give  a  brief 
answer  at  present. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE:  Then  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  oppor* 
tunity  of  bringing  the  matter  forward,  so 
as  to  give  the  noble  Lord  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  question. 

Subject  dropped. 

STATE  OF  THE  NATION— ADJOURNED 
DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  the  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question,  **  That  this  House  will 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee,  td  take  into 
consideration  the  State  of  the  Nation." 

Question  again  proposed ;  debate  re- 
sumed. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  that,  by  his  posi- 
tion, by  his  feelings,  and  by  his  property, 
he  was  linked  with  what  was  called  **  the 
landed  interest.'*  Therefore,  in  address- 
ing himself  to  the  subject  before  the  House, 
it  could  not  be  from  any  prejudice  agaittsi 
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the  views  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  that  he 
should  refrain  from  voting  with  him.  He 
should  state,  as  briefly  as  possible,  the 
motives  which  induced  him  to  vote  against 
that  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  had  contrasted  the 
condition  of  the  country  in  the  years  1845 
and  1846  with  what  it  was  now,  and  he 
had  gone  into  long  statistical  details  to 
show  its  depressed  and  distressed  state. 
He  had  said,  **  Here  you  behold  the  effects 
of  your  policy.  This  is  what  has  marked 
the  progress  of  free  trade  and  the  change 
in  our  corn  laws."  But  with  that  hon. 
Gentleman's  ability  and  intelligence,  he 
could  not  but  have  discovered  other  causes 
for  the  distressed  condition  of  the  working 
classes,  had  he  viewed  and  examined  the 
question  dispassionately.  He  must,  had 
he  looked  fairly  and  calmly  into  it,  have 
seen  in  the  distressed  condition  of  Ireland, 
resulting  from  the  loss  of  the  people's  food 
for  three  successive  seasons,  one  great 
cause  for  the  influx  of  pauperism  into  Eng- 
land. He  would  have  remembered  that  in 
England  also  the  potato  blight  had  done 
its  work.  He  would  have  recognised,  in 
the  disturbed  state  of  Europe,  an  ample 
cause  for  the  depression  of  the  trade  and 
manufactures  of  England.  Every  candid 
man  must,  after  examining  the  matter, 
have  attributed  the  distressed  condition  of 
the  people,  where  it  existed,  to  other 
causes  than  those  assigned  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire.  But  his 
assertions  regarding  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes  had  been  met  by  a  state- 
ment so  ample,  so  clear,  so  irrefutable,  as 
to  show  that  he  was  entirely  in  error  in 
stating  that  they  were  as  depressed  *vs  he 
represented,  and  therefore  that  he  was  in 
error  in  stating  that  their  depression  arose 
from  those  causes  which  he  alleged.  But 
there  was  one  point  which  he  (Mr.  Slaney) 
should  concede.  It  was.  that  many  of  the 
agricultural  population  in  the  southern  dis- 
tricts of  England  were  very  much  distress- 
ed indeed.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  made  the  same  admission;  but  he 
had  mentioned  also  one  of  the  causes — the 
bad  harvest  in  some  of  the  southern  coun- 
ties. From  the  badness  of  the  harvest,  from 
the  consequently  large  importation  of  foreign 
corn,  and  the  depression  in  price  conse- 
quent upon  the  change  that  had  taken  place 
in  the  laws,  that  distress  had  partly  arisen. 
But  there  was  one  cause  which  had  not  been 
stated — one  which  related  to  the  low  prices 
of  corn  in  those  southern  districts.  Looking 


at  the  average  pnco  of  corn,  he  found  that 
for  the  year  1849  it  ranged  much  higher — 
up  to  565. — in  the  northern  counties.  That, 
he  thought,  showed  distinctly  that  in 
those  southern  counties,  favoured  gene- 
rally by  beautiful  weather,  yet  in  which 
the  price  was  lowest,  the  cause  was  that 
which  had  been  stated  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  namely,  the  bad  state  of 
the  grain  itself.  But  the  one  great  cause 
of  distress  which  had  not  as  yet  been 
touched  upon,  was  the  very  bad  mode  in 
which  the  poor-laws  had  been  carried  into 
operation  for  many  years  past  in  the  south- 
ern counties.  So  long  ago  as  1834,  the 
Commissioners  stated  that  the  Poor  Law 
Act  had  been  wrested  from  its  original  in- 
tention— that  the  poor  were  very  much 
distressed — and  that  their  condition  was 
very  bad  in  consequence  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  poor-laws  were  dispensed.  lu 
examining  a  question  of  the  importance 
and  magnitude  of  the  present,  such  matters 
should  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Now,  what 
was  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  ?  It  was,  to  reimpose 
those  corn  laws  that  had  been  so  lately 
got  rid  of;  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
raise  the  price  of  food  upon  the  poorer 
classes,  and  probably  also  to  raise  the  price 
of  land.  Those  who  had  examined  with 
the  greatest  care  and  attention  what  rega- 
lated  chiefly  the  wages  of  the  working 
classes,  had  come  to  this  conclusion,  that 
they  were  regulated  by  the  proportion  be- 
tween the  demand  and  the  supply  of  la- 
bour. If  that  were  so,  he  asked,  as  a 
matter  of  justice  to  those  humble  persons, 
whether  they  ought,  by  aHificial  means — 
by  passing  Acts  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
a  heavy  rate  upon  the  importation  of  foreign 
corn — to  raise  the  price  of  fot)d  upon  the 
poor,  without  also  raising  artificially  their 
wages  correspondingly?  He  asked,  if  they 
did  the  former,  were  they  not  bound  to  do 
the  latter  also  ?  But  he  believed  those  low 
prices  in  the  south  of  England  were  only 
an  evil  of  a  temporary  nature.  He  thought 
tliey  would  shortly  find  them  rising,  if  not 
to  a  high,  at  least  to  a  moderately  high, 
rate,  so  that  they  should  be  able  to  keep 
the  land  in  cultivation  with  fair  spint  and 
profit.  Ho  thought  such  a  course  most 
probable.  However,  he  supposed  the 
landlords  would  have  to  reduce  their 
rents.  But  then,  had  not  everything 
upon  which  they  expended  their  income 
been  proportionably  reduced  in  price  ? 
Had  not  all  articles  of  consumption  been 
lowered  in  cost  from  10  to  15  per  cent? 
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This  was  a  subject  upon  which  ho  would 
not,  upon  which  he  could  not,  make  a 
party  speech,  because  he  thought  there 
was  great  reason  for  saying  what  had  been 
said  regarding  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural population  in  the  southern  counties. 
But  there  was  a  very  important  point  in 
the  speech  of  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, to  which  he  sliould  refer.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  for  the  last 
fifty  years — during  the  period  that  protec- 
tion had  been  the  policy  of  England — the 
great  body  of  the  working  classes  had 
been  in  a  good  and  thriving  condition ; 
that  they  had  advanced  in  prosperity  and 
comfort  equally  in  proportion  with  the 
other  classes  of  the  community;  and  that 
in  their  present  condition  they  had  conse- 
quently fallen  off,  and  were  much  to  be 
deplored.  Now,  he  thought  that  if  they 
looked  into  the  condition  and  state  of  the 
working  classes  of  this  country,  they  would 
find  that  they  had  not  improved  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  cen- 
tury proportionably  with  the  middle  and 
higher  classes;  and  if  the  price  of  food 
were  to  be  now  raised  upon  them,  they 
would  be  extremely  injured.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  only  read  the  reports  of  the 
several  commissioners  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
working  classes  from  time  to  time,  they 
would,  he  thought,  agree  with  him.  They 
would  find  that  the  condition  of  the  work- 
ing classes  was  uniformly  represented  as 
most  depressed  and  unhappy.  The  hand- 
loom  weavers,  who  and  their  families  num- 
bered between  500,000  and  600.000.  were 
represented  by  the  commissioners  as  having 
been  in  the  same  wretched  condition  for 
twenty  years;  and  as  he  had  before  stated, 
from  the  different  reports  of  the  commis- 
sioners in  1834,  the  peasantry  of  the 
southern  counties  were  represented  as 
being  in  a  most  distressed  state,  owing  to 
the  bad  administration  of  tlie  poor-laws. 
Commissioners  in  1843,  1844,  and  1845, 
investigated  the  condition  of  sixty  of  the 
large  towns  of  this  country,  comprising,  in 
the  aggregate,  not  less  than  3,000,000  of 
people  ;  and  their  report  was,  that  the 
working  classes  were  greatly  depressed — 
that  their  health  was  injured  by  the  neg- 
lected condition  of  the  places  they  lived 
and  worked  in.  The  working  classes  had 
been  neglected  by  the  Legislature  for  a 
long  series  of  years,  and  unjustly  deprived 
of  those  improvements  necessary  to  the 
preservation  of  their  mind  and  body, 
and  to  which   ihey   were   fairly  entitled. 


The  Committee  on  Education  in  1838 
stated,  that  one-eighth,  at  least,  of  the 
population  ought  to  bo  educated;  but  it 
appeared  that  one  in  thirty — and  in  some 
cases  one  in  thirty-five  and  one  in  thirty- 
eight  only  —  were  educated  in  our  large 
towns.  He  admitted  that  both  the  physi- 
cal and  moral  improvement  of  the  people 
was  now  being  somewhat  attended  to. 
But  it  was  only  very  lately  they  had  be- 
gun. If  the  recommendations  of  the  va- 
rious commissioners  had  been  carried  out 
— if  those  improvements  in  the  condition 
of  the  working  classes  had  been  attempted 
before,  or  would  be  now  fully  brought  into 
operation,  not  only  would  the  people  bo 
improved,  but  a  very  considerable  home 
market  for  the  consumption  of  the  manu- 
factures and  produce  of  the  country  would 
be  created.  But  Parliament  had  neglected 
entirely  for  many  years  giving  that  pro- 
tection to  the  health  of  the  poorer  classes 
in  large  towns  which  they  so  much  needed. 
At  length,  indeed,  they  had  begun  to  do 
so.  But,  as  he  had  already  said,  they  had 
neglected  it  too  long,  and  the  consequences 
of  that  neglect  were  manifest.  Another 
matter  to  which  he  should  briefly  allude, 
was,  the  want  of  encouragement  to  invest 
their  savings  given  to  the  working  classes. 
The  savings  banks  were  the  only  means 
offered  to  them,  and  they  were  not  sufficient. 
If  they  had  encouragement  to  buy  a  bit  of 
land,  the  stimulus  to  save  would  be  far 
greater  than  at  present.  But  the  tram- 
mels of  the  law  were  so  heavy,  the  difficul- 
ties so  numerous  and  complicated,  and  the 
expenses  so  great,  attendant  upon  the  pur- 
chase of  land,  that  they  were  deprived  of 
the  inducement  to  practise  industry  and 
frugality.  When  he  (Mr.  Slaney)  at- 
tempted to  bring  forward  measures  for 
the  improvement  of  the  poor-laws  in  the 
southern  counties,  ho  was  unable  to  make 
any  impression  upon  the  House  until  ho 
said  he  could  show  that  the  landed  gentry 
would  save  4^.  in  the  pound  by  carrying 
out  the  improvements  he  suggested.  In 
the  same  manner  he  should  now  proceed 
to  show  what  saving  might  be  effected  by 
their  paying  proper  attention  to  the  morals, 
the  education,  and  the  physical  condition 
of  the  working  classes.  And,  first,  he 
sliould  deal  with  that  assertion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  was  not  deteriorated 
from  what  it  had  been  forty  or  fifty  years 
ago.  In  the  year  1810  the  committals 
for  crime  were  4,G00;  in  1815  they  were 
7,800;    in    1821    they  were    16,500;    in 
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1831    thoy  wcro   19,600;   in  1847  they  i  sidered  bo  enonnoiiB  as  to  be  a  gross  exag- 
wero  28,800 ;  and  in  1 848  they  amounted   geration,  proof  was  given  that  it  was  at 


to  30,000;  showing  that  the  committals 
for  crime  had  increased  three  times  as 
rapidly  as  the  increase  in  population,  and 
three  times  as  fast  as  the  increase  in  pro- 
perty. The  consumption  of  spiritH  had  in- 
creased in  the  same  proportion  as  had 
crime,  which  proved,  as  ho  thought,  that 
the  hon.  Memher  for  liuckinghanrshire  was 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  time  during 
wliich  the  syHteni  of  protection  ilouriHhed 
was  that  when  the  condition  of  the  work- 
ing ohiHSUK  was  hotter  than  it  was  now. 
Let  thorn  si'tt  what  was  the  cost  to  the 
uouutr^  of  this  state  of  tilings,  lion.  Gon- 
tliMutiu  whoso  ronts  were  diminished,  whose 

})rioort  wore  lowered,  said  **  show  us  any 
iind  from  which  wo  can  get  relief."  The 
hon.  Memher  for  the  West  Riding  had 
brought  forward  a  proposition  accordingly, 
by  which  10,000,00(1/.  were  to  he  taken 
oir  tho  public  exiKMiditure ;  but  the  an- 
swer to  that  was,  that  it  would  cause 
tho  diminution  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
by  which  tho  power  and  grandeur  of  the 
country  would  i>e  so  roduood  that  England 
could  not  maintain  her  position  amongst  the 
nations  of  the  world.  Tho  hon.  Member 
for  Ituckinghanishiro  had  also  submitted 
%  Motion  for  removing  10,000,000/.  or 
12.0iH).0t)0/.  of  KM?al  taxation  which 
pn»3Sod  very  heavily.  He  (Mr.  Slaney) 
agrotnl  with  liim  that  the  landed  interest 
was  uttfairly  ]^ros$od  down  by  some  of 
the  burdens  which  he  had  enumerated; 
but  instead  of  removing  the  evil  from 
the    shoulders    of    one   to   those   of    an- 


least  from  30,0002.  to  40,0002.  a  year 
under  the  truth.  Now,  making  every  al- 
lowance, ho  found,  taking  it  as  the  ground 
of  his  estimate,  that  the  cost  of  criminals 
throughout  the  kingdom  amounted  to  not 
less  than  11,000,000/.  sterling  per  annum, 
and  that  was  no  overstatement.  There 
was  one  expense  to  be  lessened,  one  vast 
cost  to  be  diminished,  without  injury  to  any 
class,  but  with  great  benefit  to  all.  The 
second  item  was  the  poor-rates,  which 
amounted  to  5,400,000/.  Every  state- 
ment agreed  in  referring  the  enormous 
amount  of  the  poor-rates  to  two  causes — 
great  ignorance  on  the  one  hand,  and  great 
misery  and  destitution  on  tho  other.  We 
were  only  just  beginning  to  educate  the 
poor,  and  therefore  as  yet  we  could  not  ex- 
pect to  derive  much  benefit  from  it.  Bot 
for  thirty  years,  during  which  our  atten- 
tion was  being  constantly  directed  to  it, 
we  had  neglected  the  education  of  the 
poorer  classes  ;  and  even  now  so  little 
was  the  proper  system  understood,  that  he 
knew  of  scarcely  more  than  one  single 
good  industrial  school  for  them,  and  that 
one  was  situated  at  King's  Sombre,  in  the 
county  which  the  right  hon.  the  Speaker 
represented.  With  that  exception  he 
scarcely  knew  of  another  in  the  kingdom. 
Another  point  to  which  the  commissioners 
had  attributed  a  great  portion  of  the  in- 
creased amount  of  poor-rate  was  the  neg- 
lected state  of  the  health  of  poor  people, 
who.  living  in  crowded  alleys  and  eoarts, 
and  inhaling  constantly  a  foul  and  tainted 


other    |K>nion     of    tho    community,     he    atmosphere,  lost  their  health,  and  became 
thought  the  Wtter  plan  would  W  to  re-  j        " " 
move  the  evil  itself.     He  would  state  very  I 
briotly  the  oosi  to  the  Ovnmtry  of  the  nog-  \ 
Kvt  of  tho  poi^r.     Firstly,  there  was  the 
iHV?l  of  orimo;  ho  h^d  already  shown  tho  ■ 
rapid  inoroaso  in  tho  number  of  o%>mmittals 
within  the  ld<t  forty  yoars.     In  the  year 
lN*H>  a  Ovn;uv.iss:o«  was  ;ss;u\i.  of  which  tho 
Spoakor  ^as  hi:vi>o*»"  a  momlvr,  tv>  inquire 
into  tho  oivjii  ^  :*  sV.o  oor.st;;)n;'.ary  of  this  coun- 
try: ar.d  in  tho  n^jvn  »hioh  thoy  prosontoJ 
thoro  WAS  s  cx:n.«us  oa»ouistion.   He  should 


unable  to  work.  The  next  item  of  expen- 
diture on  account  of  the  poor  was  for  alms, 
lK>th  for  the  support  of  the  hospitab  and 
for  casual  alms.  From  the  best  caleola- 
tions  he  could  make,  and  he  bad  submitted 
all  his  calculations  lo  the  judgment  of  a 
con  (Ionian  who  was  an  excdlent  authorityt 
ho  had  set  down  that  item  at  5,400,0002. 
for  Englar.d  and  Wales :  it  was  equal  to 
tho  whole  amount  of  the  poor-rates.  Tho 
no\t  item  was  for  pohce,  which  indoded 


wore    r.o   iiata  t!\:n 
Ov-^u'ii    to   iiov^ur-tc'y 
!;  ;o  c^i\:;ri*  :V.o  oos;  t-:  oriK^o 


mention  that  thoro 
whuh  ar.  osr.r.\^.;o 
franuv;  Vy ' 

in  the  cvur.try.  l^.;t  ;r.  tho  rojvrt  there  s; 
was  ar,  t  s;r.vA:o  v :  t',o  oost  of  or:r.:ir.als  oi  \ 
Wnh  soxos  :or  tho  :,^wr.  et  l.SorrvvC  A^.-^ro  ^ 
Ai^  how  n';wh  »::.;  h.  :i,  Gcv.;lo".v.cr,  :V::A  :1 
it  wa*  tor  ;hit  cv.o  txwv.  ■  Wr.^,  7vV.i\vi\  e 
•  x^NKT,     Afid  vh<r.  t^e  cstiiuatc  w^s  ^0:2 


I 


tho  oxponses  of  transporting  prisoners  con* 

viotod  of  crime,  whether  paid  for  by  the 

oov.r.ty  or  frv^ni  the  Consolidated  Fond,  and 

vArlous  o:f;or   i:er.:$  which  he  would  not 

op  to  panloularlse.     The    amount  was 

r>.v.X';'i\     Tho  next  item  was  die  cost 

who  vorlir.g  o'iasjses  themi^lres  of  the 

r.css  j«r;s'r.i:  fror.;  caus<'5  whkh  aigfat  be 

:sirc>  res::v"^ve\l  hy  r*i\-por  s^icial  Kgdl*- 

4K4ks^     That  wi^^fr  a  o&Mih  »uni  10  aniro 


1406 


Adjourned 


{July  6} 


Debate. 


1406 


at,  yet  he  believed  he  had  obtained  a  fair 
average.     He  set  it  down  at  4,000,000^. 
a    year.      Thus    they    had     a    total    of 
11,000,000?.     as      the    cost    of     crime, 
5,400,000?.    for    poor-rates,    5,400,000/. 
for  hospitals  and  other  ahns,  1,500,000?. 
for  police  and   convicts,  and   4,000,000?. 
expense  of  illness  to  the  poor  themselves 
—total  27,000,000?.  for  the  poor  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales  alone,  in  consequence  of 
the   neglect  with   which   their    condition, 
physical    and    moral,    had    been   treated. 
For  Scotland  and  Ireland  he  ventured  to 
add   half  that   amount,   which  would   be 
13,500,000?.      At    the    same    time    the 
consumption  of  spirits  had  increased  from 
9,000,000  gallons  to  27,000,000  gallons 
per  annum,  of  which  he  computed  that  at 
least  20,000,000  gallons  were  consumed 
by  persons  oppressed  by  misery  that  might 
be  removed,  and  ignorance  that  might  be 
prevented.   These  20,000,000  gallons  cost 
no  less  a  sum  than  10,000,000?.  a  year. 
So  that  the  sum  total  of  this  class  of  ex- 
penditure amounted  to  about  51,000,000?. 
per  annum,  one-half  of  which,  he  firmly 
believed,    might   be    effectually  saved   or 
diminished   by    social    improvements — by 
improvements  which  would  have  the  fur- 
ther effect  of  making  the  poorer  classes 
more  contented  subjects  and  better  cus- 
tomers to  our  manufacturing  and  agricul- 
tural  producers.     He  trusted  the  House 
would   take  these  subjects  into  its  most 
serious  consideration.     He  hoped  the  Le- 
gislature would  try  to  reduce  some  portion 
of  that  enormous  sum    of  51,000,000?., 
which  was  the  annual  fine  for  its  own  neg- 
lect in  not  having  sooner  provided  for  the 
social    improvement    and   comfort   of  the 
poor.     By  means  of   industrial  education 
brought  to  their  doors,  by  protective  mea- 
sures for  their  health,  by  affording  means 
for  a  fair  investment  of  their  savings,  a 
spirit  would  be  brought  out  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  which,  whilst  conducing  to  their 
happiness  and   prosperity,   Avould   be   the 
surest  defence  against  foreign  aggression, 
and  the  most  perfect  security  of  the  Throne. 
With  reference  to   the  Motion  itself,  he 
should  vote  against  it;  because  its  object 
was   first   to  turn    out  a  Government   in 
whom  he  had  confidence,  and  next  to  raise 
the  price  of  food  by  placing  a  duty  upon 
foreign  corn. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  in  the 
observations  which  he  had  to  make  on  the 
question  before  the  House,  he  should  con- 
fine himself  to  the  case  of  Ireland,  which, 
baying  been  at  all  times  a  Ministerial  diffi- 


culty, the  House  would  agree  with  him 
when  he  said  was  not  less  so  at  the  present 
than  at  any  former  period.     And  in  doing 
BO,  he  could  assure  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, that  he  had  no  disposition  to  criticise 
their  conduct  or  policy,  as  regarded  Ire- 
land, in  any  captious  or  acrimonious  spirit. 
No  one  was  more  sensible  than  he  was  of 
the  extraordinary   difficulties    with  which 
any  Ministry  must  have  had  to  contend  iu. 
Ireland  during  the  last  three  years,  and  no 
one  was  more  willing  to  make  allowance 
for  those  difficulties.     At  the  same  time, 
when  the  state  of  the  nation  was  the  sub- 
ject  of  debate,  involving,   as  it  did,  the 
whole  Ministerial  policy,   and  implying  a 
censure  upon  that  policy,  he  thought  be 
was  only  discharging  his  duty  as  an  Irish 
Member,  as  free  and  unfettered  by  party 
considerations  as  any  Member  in  the  House, 
if  he  expressed  his  sentiments  freely  with 
respect  to  the  Ministerial  policy — and,  in- 
deed, the  whole  policy  that  had  been  pur- 
sued towards   Ireland  since   1846.     The 
right   hon.    Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,    in  his  elaborate  speech, 
had  wisely  avoided  all  reference  to  Ireland. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  She$eld 
had  stated  that  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland  was  not  attributable  to  legislation 
or  policy,  but  in  what  he  (Mr.  G.  A.  ^a- 
milton)  considered  a  misplaced  antithesis, 
had  said  it  was  attributable  to  Providence 
and  improvidence.     Now  he  was  prepared 
to  say,  and  he  thought  he  should  be  able 
to   show,   that  the  legislation  and  whole 
policy   towards   Ireland,    during   the  last 
three  years,  had  been  calculated  to  aggra- 
vate the  evils  and  misfortunes  of  that  coun- 
try, and  to  increase  rather  than  diminish 
the  Irish  difficulty.     In  the  first  place,  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  remind  the  Hoi|se 
that  although,  on  the  one  bund,  it  was  true 
that  Her  Majesty's   Ministers  had   come 
into   office   under  circumstances  of  great 
difficulty   as  regarded    Ireland,   in  conse- 
quence of  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop  in 
1845;  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  they  had 
many  advantages  which  former  Ministers 
had  not  enjoyed.     There  was  a  great  sub- 
sidence in  party  and  political  differences  in 
Ireland — which  constituted  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  former  Governments;  there  was 
a  great  willingness  among  men  of  all  par- 
ties there  to  lay  aside  their  political  and 
religious  animosities,  and  to  co-operate  for 
the   coumion   good.     Many   of  the  most 
painful  and  embarrassing  questions,  as  re- 
gards Ireland,  had  been  settled  or  disposed 
of.     lu  this  country  the  bonds  of  poiitioftl 
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party  had  been  rent  asunder,  and  the  an- 
cient political  systems  in  the  country  and 
party  distinctions  dissolved.  He  could 
speak  for  Ireland — he  believed  it  was  the 
same  in  England — there  was  a  great  dis- 
position to  support  the  noble  Lord,  irre- 
spective of  all  former  political  antipathies, 


terests  of  Ireland  were  sacfifieed  to  the 
manufactures  of  England.  Potsabiy  it 
might  be  said  that  the  failure  of  i&e  potato 
crop  in  1845  had  precipitated  t&i*-  abroga- 
tion of  the  corn  laws;  but  the  sliiiiur-^scale, 
he  believed,  would  have  had  the  <^§eet  of 
admitting  corn,  and  keeping  it  as  as  low  a 


in  any  measures  lie  might  bring  forward  :  price  as  it  was  sold  for  in  1847.  The 
for  the  benefit  and  improvement  of  Ire- 1  Duke  of  Wellington,  as  quoted  bj  Lord 
•land,  and  for  meeting,  as  far  as  possible,  |  George  Bentinck,  had  stated  that  he  saw 
the  impending  distress.  The  noble  Lord,  no  reason  for  opening  the  ports,  inasmuch 
he  believed,  had  then  an  opportunity,  such  ,  as,  when  any  deficiency  should  appear, 
as  no  other  Minister  had  ever  possessed,  of  i  prices  would  rise  and  the  ports  would  open 
securing  to  himself,  by  a  wise  and  judicious  I  themselves.  At  all  events,  there  was  a 
policy,  the  support  and  confidence  of  all  I  great  diff*erence  between  the  temporary 
parties  in  Ireland.  Thci'e  were  some  other  !  admission  of  foreign  com  for  the  exigen- 
circumstances  in  the  state  of  things  at  that  |  cies  of  a  famine,  which  no  one  objected  to, 
time  in  Ireland  to  which  he  would  just  al-  and  the  permanent  abandonment  of  the 
lude.  It  was  stated  most  correctly,  in  the  t  protective  system.  This,  then,  was  the 
report  of  the  Land  Commission,  of  which  he    state  of  things  when  the  Ministry  came 


was  a  member,  that  there  had  been  a 
great  and  rapid  improvement  in  the  condi- 
tion of  all  classes  i|)  Ireland,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  labouring  classes;  and  the 
commissioners  had  used  the  strongest  lan- 


into  power  in  July,  1846  :  Ireland,  in  a 
very  critical  and  perilous  position — her 
population  exclusively  agricultural — in  ad- 
dition to  the  ordinary  distress  of  her  la- 
bourins:  class,   the   free-trade   system  af- 


guage  of  warning  with  regard  to  the  dan-  i  fecting  the  value  of  agricultural  prod 


gerous  state  in  which  that  large  class  was 
left.  That  language  had  been  frequently  I 
quoted  in  the  House,  and  the  commission- ! 
era  had  used  it  designedly,  with  the  view  I 


a  famine  impending:  the  noble  Lord,  on 
the  other  hand,  with-  an  almost  uncon- 
trolled power  of  applying  any  remedy,  or 
using  any  precaution  which  the  means  of 


of  directing  the  immediate  attention  of  Par-  j  this  mighty  empire  might  afford.     Let  ns 


liament  and  Government  to  the  real  weak 
point  in  the  Irish  social  system.  The  vari- 
ous defects  and  evils  in  the  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  were  thus  pointed  out, 
and   many   suggestions  for  improvements 


sec  now  how  that  power  was  applied? 
One  would  have  supposed,  considering  the 
wisdom  and  foresight  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  considering  the  knowledge  and  infor- 
mation he  had  the  means  of  acquiring  of 


offered.  This  was  the  position  of  things  |  the  weak  points  in  the  Irish  social  system, 
in  Ireland,  when  the  free-trade  system  of  i  and  in  the  Irish  character,  he  would  have 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  [  applied  himself  immediately  to  those  weak 
Tamworth  was  introduced  in  1846.  It  points.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
was  not  his  intention  to  enter  Upon  that  I  the' inertness  of  Irishmen,  of  their  want 
question  now,  but  it  was  quite  obvious  that !  of  energy  and  self-dependence — we  have 
whatever  might  be  expected  to  be  its  ef- 1  heard  a  great  deal  of  their  being  accus- 
fects  in  England,  where  you  have  a  mixed  I  tomed  to  look  to  Government  rather  than 
agricultural  and  manufacturing  population,  '  to  themselves  in  case  of  difiiculty,  and  of 
and  where  you  have  capital  and  enterprise,  i  the  abuses  incident  to  the  expenditure  of 
it  was  quite  obvious  that  Ireland  must  bear  '  public  money  in  Ireland.  One  would  have 
the  brunt  of  those  measures,  and  that  to  |  supposed  that  the  first  step  of  a  wise, 
Ireland  they  must  prove  measures  of  evil,  prudent,  and  powerful  Government,  would 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  himself  ad- '  have  been  to  have  prepared  the  people  of 
mitted  this.  In  liis  speech  on  the  27th  of'  Ireland,  of  all  classes,  for  the  famine  that 
January,  ISlls  when  explaining  his  new  /was  approaching — to  have  stimulated  their 
commercial  system,  he  had  used  these  [  energies — to  have  encouraged  them  as 
words : —       *  much  as  possible  to  look  to  themselves, 

"  In  tho  case  of  Ii^hnd— if  thoro  l>o  .i  part  of  «"^\  ^o  have  taken  timely  precautions 
the  united  kinirKiom  which  i$  to  sutfcr  fi\^m  the  apiinst  the  abuses  incident  to  the  expen- 
wiihdmwal  of  pro:oe:ion,  1  have  always  felt  tliat  dituro  of  public  monev,  which,  under  the 
that  part  is  Ireland. '  ;  circumstances,  would  be  unavoidable,  and 

In  those  measures  it   was  quite  apparent    the  noble  Lord  was  not  without  warning; 
to  him  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton)  thav  the  iu-  ^  the  GoTcmment  was  warned  by  some  of 
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the  best  practical  authorities  on  Irish  sub- 
jects. The  Earl  of  Clancartj,  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  soon  after  they  came  into 
office,  warned  them  of  the  necessity  of 
timely  precautions ;  Lord  Monteagle,  on 
the  31st  of  July,  called  on  Government  to 
take  immediate  steps  in  providing  for  the 
contingencies  which  might  arise,  and 
moved  an  address  to  the  Queen,  praying 
that  means  might  be  taken  to  stimulate 
the  industry  and  promote  the  improvement 
of  the  labouring  classes.  He  (Mr.  G.  A. 
Hamilton)  would  ask  the  House  to  observe 
what  course  the  Government  pursued,  and 
he  invited  attention  to  it,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  was  a  fatal  step,  and  had  led  to 
consequences  of  a  most  deplorable  nature. 
There  was  a  measure  which  had  been  in- 
troduced some  time  before  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
the  9th  Vic,  c.  2,  for  the  relief  and  em- 
ployment of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  which 
had  evinced  much  of  his  usual  foresight. 
In  that  Act  it  was  provided  that  where 
employment  should  become  necessary  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  baronial  sessions 
should  be  held  after  due  notice — that  at 
those  sessions  presentments  should  be 
made  of  useful  works  for  employment — 
that  in  order  to  ensure  proper  deliberation 
and  the  exercise  of  local  authority,  county 
sessions  should  also  be  held,  at  which  the 
baronial  presentments  should  be  revised, 
and  that  subsequently  Government  should 
issue  money  for  the  execution  of  the  works 
so  approved  of.  This  Act  had  worked 
beneficially — 126,000Z.  had  been  advanced 
under  it,  of  which  more  than  41,000?.  was 
already  repaid.  In  August,  1846,  just 
before  Parliament  was  prorogued,  the 
Labour  Rate  Act,  9  and  10  Vic.,  c.  107, 
was  introduced  and  passed  by  the  present 
Government,  at  a  time  when  the  exigencies 
of  Ireland  had  called  almost  every  Irish 
Member  i^way  ;  and  it  was  passed,  as  far 
as  he  could  make  out,  without  discussion 
and  without  observation.  By  this  Act,  all 
the  guards  and  precautions  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  so  wisely  imposed  in  the 
Act  previous  were  swept  away.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  empowered  to  call  a  ses- 
sions when  he  deemed  it  expedient,  on  a 
notice  of  only  ten  days  ;  the  revision  and 
control  of  the  county  sessions  was  taken 
away ;  the  sessions  were  not  even  per- 
mitted to  adjourn  for  more  than  three 
days  ;  all  further  power  was  completely 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local  au- 
thorities; the  sessions  having  made  a  pre- 
sentment,   the   execution    and   control  of 

VOL.CVI.   {S:;} 


the  works  were  vested  entirely  in  the  Go- 
vernment officers.  The  House  was  aware 
of  the  enormous  abuses  which  had  grown 
up  under  that  system,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible it  could  be  otherwise.  Every  hon. 
Member  connected  with  Ireland  would  bear 
him  out  when  he  said,  that  in  99  cases  out 
of  100  it  was  impossible,  from  the  shortness 
of  the  notice  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  that  there  could  be  any  deliberation 
at  those  sessions.  The  law  did  not  re- 
quire any  previous  application  ;  the  ses- 
sions had  no  means  of  considering  what 
works  they  should  present  for.  They  were 
usually  surrounded  by  an  excited  mob. 
Somebody  got  up  and  proposed  that  a  cer- 
tain sum  should  be  presented,  without  the 
slightest  reference  to  the  merits  of  the 
work,  or  even  the  wants  of  the  people; 
and  the  sessions  were  at  an  end,  and  the 
execution  of  the  works  remained  with  the 
officers  of  the  Government.  He  felt  war- 
ranted therefore  in  saying  that  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  labour  rate  rested  with  the 
Government,  and  not  with  the  local  autho- 
rities. This  Act  had  been  a  most  costly 
experiment  to  the  nation,  and  most  ruinous 
to  Ireland.  Nearly  5,000,000?.  had  been 
expended  in  this  way.  He  could  appeal 
to  every  Irish  Member  to  say  whether  half 
the  money  judiciously  expended  would  not 
have  afi^orded  more  efficient  relief.  The 
country  roads  over  a  great  part  of  Ireland 
were  destroyed,  the  works  left  incompletOy 
the  very  worst  habits  of  the  people  encou- 
raged. They  were  made  idle  and  indolent, 
and  a  system  of  abuse  and  demoralisation 
introduced,  which,  in  his  conscience  he  be- 
lieved, had  led  to  much  of  what  had  since 
taken  place  under  the  new  poor-law  sys- 
tem. Xow,  he  charged  the  Government 
with  having  aggravated  the  evils  of  Ire- 
land— with  having  demoralised  and  injured 
the  character  of  the  people — and  with  a 
most  wasteful  and  injurious  expenditure  of 
the  public  money,  by  the  operation  of  that 
hasty,  crude,  and  inefficient  measure,  the 
Labour  Rate  Act.  Well,  pending  those 
ruinous  proceedings  under  the  Labour  Rate 
Act,  there  were  those  in  Ireland  who  did 
all  that  was  possible  to  introduce  a  better 
system.  Ilis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
tlie  county  of  Limerick,  who  was  not  then 
present,  aud  many  other  Gentlemen,  re- 
monstrated with  Government,  requiring 
them  to  sanction  a  system  of  reproductive 
works.  It  was  generally  thought  that  Lord 
Besbo rough  was  favourable  to  such  a  sys- 
tem, but  that  the  Cabinet,  infatuated  by 
the  phantom  of  a  labour  test,  for  a  long 
2Z 
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time  resisted  the  recommendations  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  At  length  Mr.  Lahou- 
chere's  letter  came  forth.  Public  opinion 
proved  at  last  too  strong  for  political  eco- 
nomy, and  the  Cabinet  was  forced  to  yield, 
thereby,  as  he  thought,  affording  the 
strongest  condemnation  of  the  labour-rate 
system;  but  it  was  too  late  to  repair  the 
mischief — the  demoralisation  had  proceeded 
too  far.  It  was  not  so  easy  to  get  the 
people  off  the  roads,  and  that  demoralising 
system  continued  for  nearly  a  year.  He 
was  now  come  to  the  Session  of  1847. 
The  cry  in  that  Session  was,  a  stringent 
poor-law  for  Ireland — as  if  a  poor-law  was 
calculated  to  remedy  the  evils  of  that  coun- 
try; and,  yielding  to  popular  impujse  ra- 
ther than  to  reason — abandoning  their  for- 
mer deliberate  opinions  with  regard  to  out- 
door relief — disregarding  the  evidence  of 
their  own  poor-law  authorities — setting  at 
nought  the  warnings  of  the  great  majority 
of  Irish  Members — a  stringent  poor-law 
was  passed,  and  a  system  of  outdoor  reHef 
introduced,  which  you  now  find  it  difficult 
to  deal  with.  On  that  occasion  resolutions 
were  presented  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
bead  of  the  Government,  prepared  by  Lord 
Monteagle,  and  signed,  he  believed,  by  a 
larger  number  of  Irish  noblemen  and  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  than  any  document 
which  had  ever  been  presented  to  a  Go- 
vernment. What  did  those  resolutions 
state,  with  reference  to  the  measure  then 
before  the  House  ? 

"  Resolved — That  the  principle  of  giving  out- 
door relief  to  the  ablebodied  labourers  of  Ireland, 
has  been  condemned  by  the  various  Parliamentary 
Committees  and  Commissioners,  as  well  as  by  the 
public  oflBcers  appointed  to  consider  the  subject ; 
and  that  the  experience  of  the  last  twelve  months, 
by  which  it  has  been  shown  how  relief,  even 
though  accompanied  with  work,  has  interfered 
with  ordinary  agricultural  labour,  and  endangered 
the  future  production  of  food  for  the  people,  de- 
monstrates conclusively  how  much  more  fatally  a 
system  of  gratuitous  outdoor  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied  labourers  will  produce  and  perpetuate  the 
same  lamented  consequences.  That  these  resolu- 
tions are  intended  to  apply  exclusively  to  the  per- 
manent laws  proposed  to  be  enacted,  and  not  to 
the  temporary  measures  which  the  present  ca- 
lamity may  render  it  expedient  to  enact." 

Now,  that  was  the  deliberate  opinion  of 
the  great  body  of  the  Irish  representatives, 
conveyed  most  formally  to  the  noble  Lord. 
They  express  themselves  quite  willing  to 
submit  to  any  temporary  measures  to 
meet  the  temporary  calamity;  but  they 
protest  against  outdoor  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied,  as  calculated  to  interfere  with 
ordinary  agricultural  labour,  to  endanger 
the  future  production  of  food,  and  to  lead 


to  abuses  of  a  most  formidable  nature.  He 
would  put  it  to  the  House,  had  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  noblemen  and  gentlemen 
who  signed  those  resolutions  been  verified 
by  the  event  or  not?  He,  therefore,  im- 
pugned the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  having  made  injurious,  and,  as 
he  thought,  fatal  changes  in  the  permanent 
poor-law  system  at  a  period  of  excitement, 
contrary  to  the  deliberate  opinion  of  those 
the  best  informed  as  regards  Ireland,  and 
yielding  to  a  kind  of  popular  impulse  or 
outcry  in  England.  Now,  he  would  put  in 
contrast  with  this  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon,  when 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. In  February,  1846,  in  the  very 
midst  of  the  first  famine,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rochdale  had  made  a  Mo- 
tion for  outdoor  relief;  and  in  resisting  it, 
what  was  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ?     He  said — 

"We  have  had  experience  in  this  matter  in 
England  of  the  danger,  even  under  temporary 
pressure,  of  giving  outdoor  relief  to  the  able- 
bodied.  It  constituted,  in  fact,  a  payment  out  of 
the  rate  in  aid  of  wages,  and  led  to  a  system  of 
relief  now  called  in  England  the  labour  rate, 
which,  of  all  the  noxious  offshoots  of  the  poor-law 
in  this  country,  proved  to  bo  the  most  dangerous 
and  most  injurious. " 

And  he  proceeded  to  say — 

"  If  I  could  not,  on  general  principles,  consent  to 
the  adoption  of  such  a  course,  much  less  could  I 
be  induced,  for  a  temporary  object,  and  to  meet 
what  I  hope  is  but  a  temporary  emergency,  con- 
sent to  so  great  a  change  in  the  law." 

For  so  far  he  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton)  had 
dealt  with  the  policy  adopted  towards  Ire- 
land during  1846-7,  as  regards  the  poor. 
Making  every  allowance  for  the  difficulties 
of  the  case,  he  felt  warranted  in  condemn- 
ing it  as  rash,  hasty,  and  unwise;  involv- 
ing an  enormous  and  useless  expenditure, 
and  being  contrary  to  the  deliberate  opin- 
ion of  Irishmen  and  to  their  remonstrances. 
But,  irrespective  of  measures  for  the  imme- 
diate relief  of  the  poor,  there  was  much 
in  the  other  policy  of  Government  which 
he  thought  censurable.  Yielding  to  the 
same  impulse,  acting  through  impulse  ra- 
ther than  sound  judgment,  they  had  intro- 
duced a  series  of  measures  affecting  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  hastily  and  crudely  pre- 
pared, the  introduction  of  which,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  had  aggravated  the 
evils  of  Ireland.  He  accused  them  of  hav- 
ing introduced  measures,  the  tendency  of 
which,  from  their  crude  and  undigested 
nature,  was  to  weaken  and  unsettle  pro- 
perty at  the  very  time  when  their  object 
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should  have  heen  to  give  confidence.  With 
regard  to  the  ohject  of  many  of  those 
measures,  ho  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
he  was  favourable  to  them.  He  was  fa- 
vourable to  a  Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill — 
he  was  favourable  to  an  Incumbered  Es- 
tates Bill — and,  in  short,  to  the  object  that 
Government  had  in  view  in  most  of  the 
Bills  he  had  alluded  to.  But  when  Go- 
vernment come  to  propose  legislation  on 
matters  of  property,  those  measures  ought 
to  be  well  considered  and  matured.  No- 
thing could  be  more  unwise,  or,  as  he 
thought,  more  censurable,  than  for  a  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  measures  involving 
matters  of  such  delicacy  and  difficulty  as 
those  of  property,  and  afterwards,  from 
their  being  insufficiently  considered,  to  be 
obliged  to  alter  them  very  materially,  or  to 
abandon  them.  In  illustration  of  what  he 
stated,  he  would  take  the  principal  Bills, 
in  reference  to  property  in  Ireland,  intro- 
duced during  the  last  and  the  present  Ses- 
sion. With  regard  to  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Bill,  it  had  been  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  who  had  learned  something 
of  the  difficulties  of  the  question;  it  was 
not  desirable  that  people  in  Ireland  should 
be  left  in  doubt  on  that  important  subject; 
and  yet,  at  the  present  moment,  no  one 
could  say  whether  or  not  any  further  mea- 
sure was  in  contemplation.  For  his  own 
part,  he  would  say  that  he  thought  the 
Bill  of  the  present  Session,  and  which  ap- 
plied to  England  as  well  as  Ireland,  was 
sufficient,  under  all  the  circumstances;  but 
still  the  Bill  of  the  last  Session  was  kept 
hanging  over  Irish  property.  Then  there 
was  the  Bill  for  converting  leases  of  lives 
renewable  for  ever  into  freehold — a  very 
useful  object;  but  it  would  be  curious  to 
trace  the  course  and  history  of  that  Bill. 
It  was  introduced  last  Session;  it  was 
then  materially  altered  and  abandoned  at 
the  end  of  the  Session.  During  the  recess 
he  understood  a  new  Bill  had  been  framed, 
after  consultation  with  some  of  the  most 
eminent  legal  authorities  in  both  countries; 
but  when  the  measure  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion made  its  appearance  in  Parliament,  it 
turned  out  to  be  something  quite  different; 
and  in  the  Lords  it  had  been  materially 
altered.  Then  there  was  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Bill,  in  the  object  of  which  he 
fully  concurred.  The  sale  of  incumbered 
estates  in  Ireland  was  the  popular  mea- 
sure of  the  last  Session,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  yielding  to  the  popular  im- 
pulse, had  introduced  last  Session  a  Bill 
which  every  one  had  warned  them  would 


prove  ineffectual  for  its  objeots.  It  passed, 
notwithstanding,  and,  as  was  expected, 
proved  quite  abortive.  Another  measure 
was  introduced  this  Session,  and  passed 
through  the  Commons  notwithstanding  si- 
milar warnings  ;  and  now  in  the  Lords, 
Her  Majesty  s  Government  were  them- 
selves obliged  to  admit  that  it  required 
most  material  alterations  to  make  it  work 
usefully  and  justly.  It  was  easy  to  talk 
of  the  necessity  and  advantage  of  a  Par- 
liamentary title;  but  what  was  the  value 
of  a  Parliamentary  title  ?  Why,  it  sup- 
posed that  Parliament  woidd  not  deal 
hastily  or  rashly  with  property.  But  why 
this  continual  system  of  tampering  with 
the  rights  of  property,  and  this  uncertain 
and  variable  legislation  on  that  subject  ? 
Then  there  was  the  Leasing  of  Estates 
Bill,  which  afforded,  perhaps,  the  strongest 
illustration  of  the  proposed  legislation  bj 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  regards 
property  in  Ireland.  Would  the  House 
believe  it,  that  this  Bill,  as  introduced  by 
Government,  contained  a  clause  that  everj 
lease  shall  convey  the  lands  both  at  law 
and  equity  for  the  estate  expressed  to  be 
created,  and  that  the  lessee  shall  not  be 
liable  to  be  evicted  by  reason  of  any  want 
of  title  in  the  lessor,  or  by  reason  of  any 
title  to  the  lands  in  any  other  person  para- 
mount or  contrary  to  the  title  of  the  per- 
son making  such  lease— -but  that  it  shall 
operate  and  take  effect,  as  if  all  persons 
having  any  estate  in  such  lands  had  con- 
curred in  executing  it  ?  so  that  if  a  per- 
son, having  a  limited  interest,  suppose  for 
lives  or  years,  was,  under  this  Bill,  to  give 
a  pei*petuity  in  his  lands  to  another,  the 
fee-simple  owner  would  be  divested  of  his 
rights.  It  was  true,  he  believed,  that  this 
clause  had  been  abandoned;  but  he  had 
adverted  to  it  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
the  hasty  and  crude  mode  in  which  legis- 
lation, as  regards  Irish  property,  was  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
of  the  tendency  which  their  policy  had  to 
unsettle  property  in  Ireland.  The  next 
ground  upon  which  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  impugn  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  was  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  departed  from  what  he  might 
call  the  principles  of  English  legislation  in 
the  measures  for  Ireland,  and  their  dis- 
regard for  all  Irish  opinion  in  reference  to 
those  measures :  the  most  obvious  instance 
of  this  was  the  Rate  in  Aid  Bill.  No 
Minister  would  for  a  moment  think  of  pro- 
posing a  measure  involving  such  a  prin- 
ciple for  England.  The  injustice  of  it  wam 
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admitted  even  bj  the  Ministers  themselves 
-— «nd  yet  they  ventured  to  apply  it  to  Ire- 
laud.     Ho  felt  sure  of  this,  that  Ireland 
would  never  be  in  a  proper  and  satisfactory 
condition,   even    socially,  until   the  prin- 
ciples by  which  Government  and  Parlia- 
ment were  guided  in  legislating  for  Eng- 
land   were    applied    equally   to    Ireland. 
Nothing  would  tend  more  to  cement  the 
Union  than  doing  away,  as  far  as  possible, 
with  all  distinctions  and  differences  of  le- 
gislation,  and    applying   the   principle  of 
legislation  equally  to  both  countries.      He 
condemned  the  policy  of  Government,  be- 
cause, instead  of  lessening,  it  widened  the 
distinctions,  in  this  respect,  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.     lie  had  already  tres- 
passed largely  on  the  time  of  the  House, 
but  he  had  taken  only  a  cursory  view  of 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  i*egards    Ireland.       He    had   refrained 
altogether  from  adverting  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  poor-law  system,  for  which 
he  held  the  Government  auswcmble.     It 
was  a  large  question  ;  he  would  only  say 
now,  that  in  the  tending  to  centralisation, 
and  in  the  disregard  to  all  local  opinion 
and  representation,  he  thought  that  there 
was  much  room  for  censure.     Neither  had 
he  alluded  to  the  general  conduct,  and  tone, 
and  feeling  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  regards  Ireland.     He  did  not  wish  to 
say  any  thing  offensive;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  in  Ireland  an  impression  pre- 
vailed, that  in  the  present  Government,  or, 
perhaps,  he  ought  rather  to  say,  in  a  sec- 
tion of  the  present  Government,  there  ex- 
isted a  stronger  anti-Irish  feeling  and  pre- 
judice than  in  any  Cabinet  that  had  ex- 
isted for  many  years.     But  there  was  one 
matter  of  complaint  which  it  would  not  be 
right  for  him   to  pass  over,  and  he  con- 
fessed he  approached  that  part  of  the  sub- 
ject with  pain.     He  had  already  stated, 
and  he  begged  to  repeat  it,  that  he  attri- 1 
buted  no   want  of  humanity  to  Her  Ma-  ■ 
jesty's  Ministers  individually,  but  he  did 
attribute  to  them  the   want  of  sufiicient  j 
energy  and  promptness  in  taking  the  ne- ' 
cessary  precautions  to  prevent  the  dreadful 
scenes  of  starvation  which  had  taken  place  i 
during  the  last  few  months.     On  this  sub-  ] 
ject,  he  preferred  using  the  language  of, 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  themselves,  I 
which,  in  his   opinion,    conveyed   a   very  I 
strong    censure    upon    the    Government,  i 
The  commissioners,  in  their  official  com-  ■■ 
munication  to   the  Treasury,  of  March  7, 
1849,  use  the  following  very  strong  Ian- j 
guage  :—- 


"  Ab,  however,  all  general  expressions  are 
more  or  less  liable  to  different  interpretations, 
the  commissioners  desire  to  place  on  record  what 
they  mean  by  extreme  privations  from  the  stop- 
page of  relief.  They  think,  that  if  the  effect  of 
such  stoppage  is  that  the  destitute  poor  on  the 
relief  lists  are  without  food  for  a  single  day,  such 
j)ersons,  in  their  present  notoriously  debilitated 
state,  in  some  of  the  western  unipns,  must  suffer 
extreme  privations ;  and  the  commissioners  must 
add,  that  the  deliberately  pi>rmitting  them  to  suf- 
fer such  privations  involves  a  responsibility  which 
the  commissioners  think  they  ought  not  to  incur. 
The  commissioners  have  only  to  add,  that  the 
funds  at  present  at  their  disposal  are  inadequate 
for  the  prevention  of  extreme  privations  in  the 
western  unions ;  and  the  commissioners  consider 
themselves  absolved  from  any  responsibility  on  ac- 
count of  deaths  which  may  take  place  in  conse- 
quence of  those  privations." 

Now,  he  did  think  that  in  that  communi- 
cation a  stronger  censure  was  conveyed, 
with  regard  to  the  neglect  of  Government, 
than  any  he  could  himself  express.  But 
this  was  not  all.  Mr.  Twisleton  states,  in 
his  evidence  before  the  Lords,  on  the  24th 
April,  1849— 

"  I  am  anxious  to  make  no  suggestion  involving 
the  expenditure  of  public  money  which  might  di- 
vert attention  from  the  comparatively  trifling  sum 
with  which  it  is  possible  for  this  country  to  spare 
itself  the  deep  disgrace  of  permitting  any  of  our 
miserable  fellow^-subjects  to  die  of  starvation.  I 
wish  to  leave  distinctly  on  record,  that,  from 
want  of  sufficient  food,  many  persons  in  those 
unions  are,  at  the  present  moment,  dying  or 
wasting  away  ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  quite 
possible  for  this  country  to  prevent  the  occur- 
rence there  of  any  death  from  starvation  by  the 
advance  of  a  few  hundred  thousand  pounds.*' 

He  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton)  was  quite  aware 
that  the  reason  given  by  Government  was 
the  indisposition  which  .  Parliament  had 
shown — or  rather,  which  some  Members 
of  that  House  had  shown — to  make  fur- 
ther advances  to  Ireland ;  and  the  name 
of  his  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire was  particularly  referred  to. 
But  he  thought  the  objection  made  was, 
that,  though  money  was  called  for,  no 
steps  were  taken  to  benefit  the  people 
permanently  and  remove  the  cause  of  dis- 
tress. At  all  events,  he  did  not  think  the 
expression  of  opinion  by  a  few  Members 
in  that  House,  was  any  justification  or  rea- 
son why  Government  should  shrink  from 
taking  the  necessary  means  to  prevent 
starvation.  Since  then,  they  had  carried 
the  Rate  in  Aid  Bill ;  and  yet,  what  was 
the  condition  of  parts  of  Ireland  at  the 
present  moment  ?  He  would  not  weary 
the  House,  but  would  content  himself  with 
reading  an  extract  from  Mr.  S.  G.  Os- 
borne's letter  in  the  Times,  dated  on  the 
oth  July.     No  one  could  deny  that  Mr. 
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Osborne  was  a  most  unquestionable  wit- 
ness on  this  subject ;  and  what  does  he 
state  ?— 

"  The  condition  of  the  country  is  this — tho 
masses  who  should  be  engaged  in  producing  food 
are  now  scarcely  sustained  alive  in  its  consump- 
tion, and  this  at  the  expense  of  those  whose  solo 
means  wcro  dependent  upon  the  independence  of 
those  very  masses  which  they  have  now  to  feed  in 
their  helplessness.  The  poor-rates,  from  which 
the  famine- stricken  paupers  have  now  to  be  fed, 
are  drawn  from  property  itself  only  of  value  when 
labouring  men  are  sources  of  profit  on  it.  Thou- 
sands of  acres  lie  imtilled,  and  yet  more  than 
100,000  men  might  be  found  ready  and  capable 
of  work,  who  are  now  undergoing  a  very  expen- 
sive but  rapid  training  for  the  grave ;  an  equal 
number  are  fed  and  lodged,  to  do  work  not 
wanted,  at  an  expense  which  could  have  supplied 
food  and  fuel,  for  want  of  which  thousands  must 
yet  perish." 

With  such  authorities  as  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  and  Mr.  Twisleton,  and 
Mr.  Godolphin  Osborne,  he  (Mr.  G.  A. 
Hamilton)  thought  he  had  made  out  a  case 
of  mismanagement  as  regards  the  poor 
in  Ireland  against  Iler  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, which  fully  bore  out  the  statement 
he  had  made — namely,  that  their  policy 
and  conduct  had  aggravated  the  calamities 
of  Ireland.  As  a  consequence  of  all  this, 
Ireland  had  been  reduced  to  a  condition 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  truly  described  when  he 
called  it  a  state  of  social  decomposition. 
All  interests  in  that  country  were  com- 
pletely paralysed;  and  ho  believed  that 
never  in  the  records  of  any  civilised  State 
were  such  scenes  of  misery  and  such  dread- 
ful calamities  pourtrayed  as  there  were  to 
be  found  in  the  records  of  that  House  as 
having  existed  during  the  last  two  years  iu 
the  west  and  south  of  Ireland.  In  both 
countries,  indeed,  the  condition  of  things 
is  sufficiently  perplexing.  Here  in  Eng- 
land you  are  beginning  to  feel  the  effects 
of  measures  conceded,  as  he  thought,  un- 
wisely to  popular  feeling.  The  competition 
of  the  untaxed  produce  of  foreign  coun- 
tries was  weighing  down  the  industry  and 
disheartening  the  spirit  of  Englishmen. 
But  here  you  have  capital,  and  the  energy 
and  recuperative  spirit  which  so  eminently 
distinguishes  Englishmen;  and,  above  all, 
here  you  have  a  public  opinion,  and  fixed 
principles  of  legislation,  which  no  Minister 
can  long  violate  Avith  impunity.  Ireland 
was  laid  prostrate  by  the  hand  of  the  Al- 
mighty. Generously,  but  not  wisely,  you 
have  expended  your  treasure  in  adminis- 
tering to  her  necessities;  but  no  efficient 
ejffbrt  has  yet  been  made  to  raise  her  from 


her  prostrate  position.  If  with  tbe  one 
hand  you  have  been  administering  restom- 
tives,  with  the  other  you  have  been  ex- 
hausting her  means  of  recovery.  And,  if, 
in  the  inscrutable  decrees  of  Providence, 
Ireland  should  be  visited  with  another 
blight  of  the  staple  food  of  her  people,  you 
will  feel  the  consequences  of  your  want  of 
foresight  at  a  time  when  no  human  means 
will  be  availing  to  repair  them.  For  these 
reasons  he  felt  himself  constrained  —  he 
acknowledged  reluctantly — to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  because  he  regarded  it 
in  the  light  of  a  censure  upon  Government, 
and  because  he  was  unable  to  satisfy  him- 
self that  their  policy,  in  reference  to  Ire- 
land, had  not  been  an  aggravation  of  the 
calamities  which  that  unfortunate  country 
must  under  any  circumstances  have  ex- 
perienced. 

Mr.  HUME,  before  addressing  himself 
to  the  subject  of  the  resolution,  would  say 
a  word  as  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  charged  against  tbe 
Government  that  their  neglect  and  misrule 
had  produced  most  of  the  calamities  under 
which  Ireland  laboured.  He  could  not 
join  in  blaming  them  on  that  ground,  how- 
ever much  he  might  upon  others.  He  had 
never  sat  in  any  Parliament  in  which  so 
much  time  had  been  devoted  to  Irish  sub- 
jects. If  he  were  rightly  to  designate  the 
Session,  he  might  say  it  had  been  one  ad- 
journed debate  on  Irish  questions.  He 
believed  all  the  Members  of  that  House 
and  of  the  Government  had  been  most 
anxious  to  devise  means  by  which  the 
miseries  of  that  country  might  be  alle- 
viated. He  knew  of  no  instance  wherein 
a  proposition,  having  for  its  object  the 
welfare  of  that  country,  had  not  been  met 
with  the  utmost  attention  by  the  House. 
On  the  score,  then,  of  neglect,  ho  could 
not  admit  that  any  blame  attached;  and 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  had 
made  out  a  case  against  the  Government, 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  at  a  loss  to  discover  in 
what  that  case  consisted.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  one  point — that  the 
liberality  of  that  House,  and  its  desire  to 
administer  to  tho  state  of  destitution  in 
which  Ireland  was  placed,  though  well 
meant,  had  not  produced  the  benefit  which 
had  been  hoped  from  it.  But  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  attributed  to 
the  Government  the  mismanagement  and 
excesses  of  the  locaL  authorities,  he  miut 
altogether  differ  from  him.   If  the  Govern- 
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meDt  had  failed  in  doing  all  that  a  Govem- 1 
ment  might  have  done,  he  helieved  that : 
the  local  authorities  had  heen  much  more  I 
guilty.     Had  these  local  authorities  met  | 
the   wishes  of,  and  joined   cordially   and  j 
heartily  with,  Parliament,  the  means  being  , 
furnished  liberally  by  that  House,  ho  be-  ! 
lieved  things  would  have  taken  a  very  dif- 
ferent course.     He,  therefore,  could   not ' 
believe   that   Her   Majesty's  Government  I 
were  open  to  the  censure  which  the  hon.  j 
Gentleman   would   cast  upon   them.     He ! 
thought  that  such  measures  as  the  labour  | 
rate  were  fit  and  proper  means  to  adopt  { 
for  the  social  redemption  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.    It  was  true  that  great  diiferences 
of  opinion  might  exist  with  reference  to 
the  Irish  Poor  Law.     Although  a  sincere 
supporter  of  that  law  at  the  time  it  was 
enacted,  he  now  entertained  some  doubts 
as  to  how  far  it  might  or  might  not  have 
been    beneficial    to    Ireland.      But    the 
Government    were    not    in    any    respect 
to  blame  on  that  head..    At  the  time  it 
was  passed,   it  was  the  universal  opinion 
that  Ireland  should  maintain  its  own  poor, 
and   therefore   the    hon.   Gentleman   was 
rather  too  hard  in  attributing  all  the  blame 
to  the  Government.     With  regard  to  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Bill,  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  measure  more  calculated  than  that 
for  permanently  raising  the  industry  and 
giving  employment  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land.    It  would  give  a  stimulus  to  labour. 
Had  it  been  passed  in  1847  it  would  have 
effected  an  immense  amount  of  good;  but, 
late  as  it  was   brought  forward,  he  had 
given  it  an  honest  and  conscientious  vote, 
believing  that  it  would  greatly  tend  to  ad- 
vance the  interests  of  the  sister  country. 
If  any  blame  attached  to  the  Government, 
it  was  for  not  having  passed  the  measure 
at  an  earlier  period.     He  also  considered 
that  the  Rate  in  Aid  Bill  would  act  as  a 
means  for  the  promotion  of  industry.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  fortified  by  facts 
in  his  complaints  against  the  Government 
on  this  and  many  other  heads  which  might 
be  mentioned.     Blame  had  been  attached 
to  them  for  not  having  dealt  with  Ireland 
as  they  would  with  England.  But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  a  doctor  dealt  with  a 
patient  according  to  the  constitution  of  the 
sufferer.     Was  Ireland  in  a  condition  to 
bear   the   same   treatment    as   England  ? 
Was  the  population  in  the  same  situation, 
and  was  the  Government  to  be  censured 
for  having  brought  forward  measures  which 
might  answer  in  a  country  like  England, 
and  could  not  answer  in  the  disorganised 


and  distressed  districts  of  the  west  of  Ire-' 
land  ?  On  these  grounds  he  humbly  sub- 
mitted that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
made  out  any  case  whatever  against  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  that  the  accusa- 
tions he  had  advanced  were  susceptible  of 
a  most  satisfactory  reply.  Having  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  could 
assure  the  House  that  he  had  been  most 
anxious  to  submit  that  Amendment,  enter- 
taining as  he  did  a  very  different  belief 
from  the  hon.  Members  on  the  protec- 
tionist benches  as  to  the  causes  of  the  dis- 
tress now  prevailing  in  England.  But, 
from  the  tenor  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  he  had  been 
induced  to  abandon  his  original  intention. 
The  hon.  Member  ha4  not  pointed  out  any 
means  for  effecting  his  object;  he  had 
neither  told  the  House  who  were  to  take 
the  place  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Minis- 
ters, nor  the  nature  of  the  improvements 
which  were  to  be  made.  Now,  a  very  dif- 
ferent course  was  pursued  in  1819.  Several 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  recollect  that  when 
Mr.  Tiemcy  submitted  a  Motion  on  the 
state  of  the  nation  in  that  year,  which  was 
intended  to  displace  the  Government,  the 
Opposition  party  of  that  day  were  prepared 
with  the  proper  means  for  carrying  out 
their  views,  for  they  said  that  they  were 
prepared  with  the  men  to  carry  on  the 
Government,  and  also  with  measures  dif- 
ferent  from  those  which  had  been  brought 
forward.  That  was  a  sensible  mode  of  re- 
moving an  Administration.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  had  made  no 
such  statement  to  the  House.  Still,  fearing 
that  if  ho  (Mr.  Hume)  interposed,  he 
should  prevent  that  free  and  proper  disoos- 
sion  which  was  at  all  times  of  the  utmost 
importance  where  truth  and  facts  were  con- 
cemod,  under  these  circumstances  he  did 
not  think  himself  at  liberty  to  interfere  for 
fear  of  doing  mischief.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  details  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer afforded  a  most  complete  answer 
to  the  accusations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire.  That  speech  con- 
tained a  most  satisfactory  reply  to  the  as- 
sertion that  the  free-trade  measures  were 
the  cause  of  the  distress.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  had  alluded  to 
the  late  Lord  George  Bentinck,  and  men- 
tioned his  opinions;  but  he  forgot  altoge- 
ther the  statement  of  that  noble  Lord, 
when  he  pointed  out,  with  great  ability,  the 
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distress  existing  in  Ireland,  and  the  causes 
of  that  distress,  and  when  he  wanted 
18,000.000^  to  relieve  it.  The  nohle 
Lord  then  told  the  Ilouse  that  the  prin- 
cipal crop  of  the  people  of  Ireland  was  the 
potato,  and  that  the  loss  occasioned  by 
the  failure  of  that  crop  had  amounted  in 
one  year  to  between  15,000,000Z.  and 
17.000,000?.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  had  taken  no  notice 
whatever  of  that  important  fact;  but  he 
went  on  to  attribute  the  distress  to  the 
repeal  of  the  corn  laws  and  the  changes 
made  in  our  commercial  tariff.  But  in 
common  fairness  he  ought  to  have  stated 
what  Lord  George  Bentinck  had  proved, 
that  the  principal  cause  of  the  Irish  dis- 
tress was  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop,  be- 
cause that  was  a  reason  which  induced  the 
noble  Lord,  with  a  view  to  alleviate  that 
distress,  to  ask  for  18,000,000?.  in  order 
to  promote  railways  throughout  the  coun- 
try. Ho  (Mr.  Hume)  believed  the  failure 
of  the  potato  to  be  the  principal  cause  of 
the  aggravated  distress  in  Ireland.  He 
had  never  known  a  year  when  there  had 
not  been  distress  in  that  country.  Every 
now  and  then,  when  provisions  were  high, 
distress,  disease,  and  other  calamities  in- 
variably followed;  but  the  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  had  of  late  years  principally 
aggravated  the  evil.  He  was  anxious  now 
to  atate  to  the  House  what  he  believed  to 
be  the  causes  of  the  present  distress  in  the 
united  kingdom;  and  he  was  willing  to 
take  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  mass  of  the  population 
in  England  as  a  correct  statement.  He 
admitted  frankly,  that  the  present  condi- 
tion of  this  country  was  sufficient  to  arrest 
the  attention  of  every  thinking  man.  Va- 
riations would  no  doubt  occur  in  every 
country,  and  he,  for  one,  would  not  con- 
sider a  rise  or  fall  of  10  or  12  per  cent  in 
our  exports  or  imports  as  a  change  of  any 
serious  moment.  He  was  prepared  to  ad- 
mit, however,  that  the  question  involved  in 
the  changes  which  had  taken  place,  de- 
served the  most  serious  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  had  been  said 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamdiire,  that  some  improvement  had  taken 
place  in  parts  of  the  country:  still  the  fact 
appeared  to  be,  that  the  increase  of  able- 
bodied  paupers  between  the  years  1846 
and  1848  had  been  no  less  than  74  per 
oent,  and  that,  of  the  whole  population,  the 
inoreaae  had  been  from  40  to  41  per  cent. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 


of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  in  reply  to 
this,  that  in  individual  towns  there  had 
been  some  improvement;  but  that  wasno 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  allegation  that 
great  distress  had  taken  place  in  different 
districts.  It  might  be  true,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was,  that  an  improvement  of  trade 
had  caused  a  decrease  of  distress  in  the 
manufacturing  towns;  but  if  the  statistics 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
were  correct,  that  the  increase  of  distress 
in  the  agricultural  districts  was  so  great, 
then  it  became  a  matter  of  serious  import- 
ance, deserving  of  calm  and  dispassionate 
inquiry.  The  question  naturidly  arose, 
what  was  the  cause  of  this  increase  ?  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  believed  that 
what  was  called  free  trade  had  been  the 
cause.  Hon.  Members  were  very  much  in 
the  habit  of  running  away  with  the  idea 
that  we  had  free  trade.  We  had  no  such 
thing.  We  had  free  trade  in  com,  but  we 
had  not  free  trade  in  a  variety  of  other 
articles,  such  as  butter,  cheese,  eggs,  and 
rice.  He  wished  to  have  a  real  free  trade. 
He  was  anxious  that  all  duties  on  raw  ma- 
terials, on  all  articles  of  food,  on  every- 
thing that  entered  into  the  consumption  of 
the  masses  of  the  people,  should  be  re- 
moved. Hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  so 
desirous  of  attributing  the  distress  to  the 
repeal  of  the  corn  laws,  seemed  to  keep 
out  of  sight  this  important  fact,  that  when 
distress  came  upon  us  in  former  days,  the 
£rst  act  of  the  House  was  to  suspend  the 
corn  laws  and  let  in  the  food.  By  the  ad- 
mission of  food,  prices  became  reduced, 
and  the  lower  classes  were  enabled  to  ex- 
ist. He  believed  that  free  trade  was  not 
the  cause  of  the  present  distress,  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  unless  free  trade  had 
been  effected,  we  should  now  be  in  a 
state  of  still  greater  distress.  Had  we 
coupled  the  repeal  of  the  com  laws  with 
the  reduction  of  taxes,  we  should  have 
been  prepared  for  storms  and  difficulties. 
He,  therefore,  entirely  differed  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  as  to 
the  causes  of  the  distress,  but  he  agreed 
with  him  in  believing  that  a  large  amount 
of  pauperism  existed  in  the  country.  He 
attributed  the  distress  to  excessive  and 
unequal  taxation.  This  was  the  source  of 
the  evil,  and  until  it  was  removed  all  the 
efforts  of  the  Government  would  be  merely 
palliatives.  At  present  we  had  our  war 
establishments.  We  had  all  the  ex- 
penses of  war  without  the  advantages 
of  peace.  The  enormous  establishments 
we  kept  up  caused   much  of   the   exist* 


1423 


State  of 


{COMMONS} 


the  Nation — 


1424 


ing  evil.  In  tho  year  1792  wc  raised 
16,000,000?.,  and  spent  15,000,000?.;  but 
now  we  raised  between  50,000,000?.  and 
60,000,000?.  and  spent  it  all.  It  was  im- 
possible that  such  a  sum  could  be  raised 
from  the  industry  of  the  country,  compet- 
ing as  that  industry  now  Avas  with  the 
whole  W(jrld.  Our  prices  were  reduced, 
and  the  profits  of  the  manufacturers  were 
lowered;  and  although  the  cost  of  mate- 
rials was  lessened,  still  it  was  impossible 
that,  in  the  face  of  immense  competition, 
and  depending  as  we  were  upon  foreign 
markets,  we  could  continue  to  meet  the 
heavy  taxation  imposed  upon  us.  Land- 
lords could  not  expect  to  obtain  the  high 
rents  they  did  formerly,  or  to  be  enabled 
to  incur  the  heavy  expense  of  bringing  the 
land  into  proper  cultivation.  According  to 
the  budget  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  expect- 
ed revenue  would  amount  to  52,202,000?. 
This,  added  to  the  expense  of  collecting. 
4,154,000?.,  would  make  a  total  raised 
from  taxation  of  the  country,  of  not  less 
than  56,500,000?.  IIow  was  this  taxation 
to  be  met?  The  only  mode  by  which  relief 
could  be  obtained  was  by  reducing  our  es- 
tablishments, and  leaving  more  money  in 
the  pockets  of  every  class  to  employ  la- 
bour. The  Government,  in  his  opinion, 
were  not  aware  of  the  condition  of  the 
middle  classes  at  the  present  moment. 
The  profits  of  that  class  were  extremely 
limited,  and  the  means  by  which  they  could 
employ  labour  were  consequently  much  re- 
stricted. A  large  portion  of  them,  who 
were  formerly  in  comfort,  were  now  pressed 
down  with  public  taxes,  parochial  taxes, 
church  rates,  tithes,  and  other  imposts. 
These  were  some  of  the  causes  of  the  pre- 
sent distress.  The  drain  of  men's  purses, 
and  the  inequality  in  the  amount  of  taxa- 
tion, were  two  great  evils.  The  following 
table,  drawn  up  on  the  5th  of  January, 
1849,  exhibited  at  a  glance  how  the  rich 
were  let  off,  and  how  the  inequality  of  taxa- 
tion bore  upon  tlie  industrious  classes  : — 

Customs           £22,785,941 

Excise              15,556,216 

Stamps             7,016,525 

Taxes  and  Land  and  assessed...  4,513,452 

Income  Tax 5.591,759 

Post  Office       2,192,478 

Crown  Linds 362,501 

Miscellaneous 67,398 


Total 


£58,086,270 


He  had  been  told  that  capital  had  quad- 
rupled in  this  country  of  late  years.     If  i 


so,  he  called  for  a  direct  tax  on  realised 
capital,  and  for  a  repeal  of  the  customs, 
excise,  and  stamp  duties.  He  contended 
that  the  taxation  of  the  country  bore  most 
unequally  on  the  lower  and  middle  classes, 
and  that  was  the  ground  on  which  he  de- 
manded a  diminution  of  our  national  ex- 
penses, and  a  return  to  the  expenditure  of 
1835.  In  1828  the  whole  amount  of  our 
expenditure  was  49,336,000?.;  in  1844  it 
was  44,422,000?.;  and  last  year  it  was 
54,185,000?.  According  to  the  Finance 
Committee  of  1828,  the  revenue  in  the 
eleven  years,  from  1817  to  1827  inclusive, 
amounted  to  581,991,917?.,  and  the  ex- 
penditure to  559,892,760?.,  giving  on  the 
average  an  annual  revenue  of  52,908,356Z., 
and  an  annual  expenditure  of  50,890,250?., 
or  an  excess  of  income  over  expenditure  of 
22,099,157?.  on  the  eleven  years,  or  more 
than  2,000,000?.  annually;  and  yet  this 
was  when  we  had  scarcely  recovered  from 
the  alarm  and  the  consequences  of  the 
French  revolution.  Going  farther  back, 
they  would  find  Lord  Castlereagh  saying 
that  our  expenditure  ought  not  to  cost 
more  than  13,000,000?.  On  the  average 
of  four  years,  up  to  1842,  the  total  expen- 
diture was  only  15,000,000?.,  9,000,0002. 
of  which  went  to  pay  the  interest  of  the 
national  debt.  Our  taxation  was  then 
16,000,000?.,  which  left  1,000,000?.  to- 
wards the  Sinking  Fund.  But  taking  from 
1833  to  1837,  and  from  1843  to  1847, 
the  House  would  find  that  the  aggregate 
amount  of  expenditure  for  the  first  period 
of  five  years  was  261,789,000?.,  and  for 
the  last  five  years  278,123,000?.,  showing 
an  excess  of  16,334,000?.  over  the  first 
period.  Public  appointments,  civil  and 
military,  were  the  cause  of  this  increase; 
and  until  they  reduced  their  establishments, 
and  thereby  lessened  their  expenditure, 
they  could  not  hope  for  relief.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  paper,  purporting  to  be  an  ac- 
count of  the  excise  net  receipts  for  1839 
to  1848,  in  which  there  appeared  a  singu- 
lar uniformity  of  account.  In  1839  the 
receipts  were  15,474,000?.,  and  so  they 
went  on,  without  one  year  differing  mate- 
rially from  another  up  to  last  year,  when 
the  account  was  15,544,000?.  Now,  there 
was  not  one  of  the  articles  contained  in 
that  paper  on  which  he  would  not  redace 
the  duties,  except  spirits.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shrewsbury  had  spoken  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  improving  the  health  of  the 
people  by  giving  them  better  dwellings. 
He  would  assist  him  to  do  so  by  taking  the 
duty  off  bricks.     He  would  also  remove 
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duty  from  paper  and  soap;  and  although 
it  might  not  bo  a  popular  measure,  he 
would  remove  it  also  from  carriages  and 
servants;  for  he  knew  no  duty  which  acted 
more  directly  against  the  employment  of 
the  people,  while  it  interfered  with  the 
free  enjoyment  of  those  who  possessed  the 
means  of  employing  servants.  It  appeared 
to  bo  a  tax  upon  the  rich,  but  it  was  in 
reality  a  tax  upon  the  poor.  So  with  re- 
gard to  some  of  the  stamp  duties.  The 
man  who  wanted  to  transfer  100^.  in  the 
funds,  would  have  to  pay  as  much  duty  for 
a  power  of  attorney,  as  the  man  who  had 
1,000^.  to  transfer.  All  these  taxes  were 
unequal  in  their  nature  and  operation,  and 
totally  opposed  to  the  plan  which  he  re- 
commended for  relieving  the  poor  of  the 
country.  The  man  Avho  gave  a  receipt  for 
51,  paid  3c?.,  which  was  about  forty  times 
more  in  proportion  than  the  man  paid  who 
gave  a  stamp  receipt  for  1,000^  Then 
the  legacy  duty  was  an  unequal  duty.  The 
duty  on  insurances  was  also  unequal.  On 
one  class  of  property  the  insurance  was 
taken  off,  while  on  another  it  was  left  on. 
He  knew  not  why  all  interests  should  not 
be  considered  and  dealt  with  in  a  fair  and 
equitable  spirit.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  really  anxious  to  improve  their 
own  conditions  as  agriculturists,  and  that 
of  the  agi-icultural  population,  they  must 
direct  their  attention  to  the  one  great 
means  which  he  had  pointed  out  of  re- 
ducing the  national  expenditure,  and  then 
repealing  those  taxes  which  pressed  so 
heavily  and  so  unequally  upon  the  labour- 1 
ing  classes.  .  It  was  in  that  view  that  he 
bad  desired  to  place  upon  record  his  opin- 
ion, that  whilst  the  repeal  of  some  of  the 
restrictions  had  done  good,  it  had  not  re- 
moved all  the  difficulty.  The  poorer  the 
people,  the  more  important  was  it  that  our 
laws  should  be  equal.  Make  them  equal — 
give  fair  play  to  industry — and  they  would 
be  more  likely  to  afford  relief  to  the  dis- 
tressed portion  of  the  country,  than  by  pur- 
suing shadows  and  Will  o*  the  wisps,  from 
which  no  useful  result  could  spring. 

The  Earl  of  MARCH  said,  he  proposed 
to  confine  his  observations  solely  to  that 
portion  of  the  subject  which  related  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  On  viewing  the 
Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, ho  had  at  first  sight  folt  inclined 
to  dissent  altogether  from  that  portion 
of  it  which  referred  to  that  interest;  but 
be  confessed  that  he  had  not  been  pre- 
pared to  hear   from   the   franier  of  that 


Amendment  a  speech  as  full  of  protec- 
tionist sentiments  as  any  to  which  it 
had  ever  been  his  good  fortune  to  listen 
at  any  meeting  of  his  own  party  he  had 
ever  attended.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
commenced  his  observations  by  express- 
ing his  concurrence  in  a  great  part  of  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  relating  to  the  distress 
which  prevailed  among  the  working  classes 
of  this  country;  and  upon  that  subject  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  propounded  a  ques- 
tion, to  which  in  his  (the  Earl  of  March's) 
opinion  he  had  given  a  very  unfit  answer. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked,  where 
would  they  have  been  during  that  distress 
if  they  had  not  passed  the  commercial  mea- 
sures introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  answered  that  question  in 
a  manner  conformable  to  his  own  well- 
known  views  of  commercial  policy.  But 
he  (the  Earl  of  March)  should  answer,  on 
the  contrary,  that  they  would  bo  in  at 
least  as  good  a  position  as  that  in  which 
they  were  placed  at  present  w^ithout  any 
remission  of  the  4s.  duty  on  corn;  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  stating,  that  if  they 
adhered  to  the  sliding-scale,  it  would  have 
adjusted  itself  in  quite  as  satisfactory  a 
manner  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
could  have  desired.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  also  said  that  the  taxation  of  this  coun- 
try pressed  most  unequally  and  severely  on 
the  lower  classes  of  this  country;  but  then 
he  (the  Earl  of  March)  would  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  why  it  was,  that  while  he  en- 
tertained that  opinion,  he  had  not  voted 
for  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  the  object  of  that  Mo- 
tion having  been  that  the  House  should 
consider  the  whole  system  of  taxation  in 
this  country,  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
where  it  pressed  unequally,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, to  alleviate  the  distress  under  which 
a  largo  portion  of  the  people  suffered  ? 
But  he  should  then  proceed  to  notice  some 
parts  of  the  speech  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  first  night  of  the  debate.  He 
confessed  that  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
have  come  to  some  of  the  conclusions  at 
which  he  had  arrived;  and  although  he 
had  listened  with  the  greatest  attention  to 
his  speech,  and  had  been  much  struck  by 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  he  had 
handled  the  great  variety  of  details  into 
which  ho   had  entered,  he    (the   Earl  of 
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imports  and  the  consumption  of  them  have 
contributed  la  the  material  comfort  of  the 
people,  and  that  it  would  have  been  a  pub- 
lic raisfortuoe  if  this  amount  of  32,000,000?* 
of  imports  had  been  by  any  proeesa  re- 
duced to  22,000,000?.  or  25,000,000?.  or 
any  smaller  sum.  I  believe  that  the  im- 
port  of  these  commodities,  being  articles 
of  subsisteocep  has  not  only  contributed 
directly  to  the  matenal  comfort  of  tlioso 
who  consumed  them,  but  has  also  eucour- 
aged  their  labour,  because  they  have  been 
paid  for  by  the  proceeds  of  labour. 

So  much  tor  the  articles  of  eonsumption; 
I  come  now  to  the  articles  of  raw  material. 
The  leading  principle  of  every  tariff  with 
wliich  I  was  connected,  was  the  diminution 
of  the  duties  on  raw  materials,  la  it  pos- 
sible to  contend  that  you  have  diminished 
the  encouragement  to  domestic  industry 
by  having  reduced  the  cost  of  the  articles 
used  in  our  manufactures?  Is  it  possible 
to  contend  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  articles  used  in  dyeing,  on  furniture 
woods,  on  madder,  indigo,  and  on  all  those 
raw  materials  rec^uired  for  our  manufac- 
tures^ can  have  any  other  effect  than  that 
of  diminishing  the  cost  of  the  manufactured 
article  here,  and  of  enabling  the  manufac- 
tured goods  of  this  country  to  compete 
with  greater  advantage  with  articles  of  fo- 
reign manufacture?  Is  it  posliible  to  con- 
tend that  such  a  measure  has  interfered 
injuriously  with  the  domestic  industry  of 
this  country  ? 

I  have  now  spoken  of  the  articles  of  food 
imported,  and  of  the  articles  nf  raw  mate- 
rial. Let  us  now  take  the  third  branch 
into  which  1  divided  the  table  of  imports  — 
the  foreign  goods  partly  or  wholly  manu- 
factured. It  is  said  that  it  is  the  import 
of  these  foreign  manufactured  goods  which 
has  caused  the  distreHS  of  the  country. 
Now,  how  stands  the  case?  Here  is  this 
great  commercial  country  interfering  with 
the  domestic  industry  of  every  country  on 
the  face  of  the  globe,  by  the  exports  of  its 
manufactures.  If  this  be  interference — if 
it  be  not  a  positive  addition  to  the  comfort 
and  happiness  of  those  communities  with 
which  we  deal,  where  is  the  delinquent 
80  enormous  as  Great  Britahi^  In  1848, 
yon  exported  in  official  value  about 
U^3;0(JU,1K)0/.  the  produce  of  your  indus- 
try: and  you  imported  foreign  manufac- 
tured goods  to  the  amount  in  declared 
value  of  about  4,722,000/.  worth.  Is  such 
an  amount  sutHcient  to  account  for  the 
distress'^  Your  imports,  in  1848,  of  raw 
materials  to  be  fabricated  by  your  industry 


amounted  in  value  to  48,400,000?.  and  the 
manufactured  goods  imported  amounted  to 
4,700,000?,  But  is  that  4,700,000?.  the 
amount  wliich  was  taken  for  home  con- 
sumption, and  which  could  by  any  possi- 
bility interfere  with  your  domestic  Indus* 
try?  No.  Deduct  from  that  amount  all 
that  you  re-exported.  Of  cotton  goods 
from  India  and  Europe  you  imported  in 
value  512,000?.;  but  you  re-exported  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  that  quantitr  i 
so  imported  —  no  less  than  27o,000tJ 
Therefore,  deduct  from  the  512,000?. 
worth  imported,  the  275,000?.  worth  re- 
exported.  Could  there  be  a  greater  proof 
of  the  benefit  of  free  trade  than  this, 
that  it  enables  this  country  to  become  th&J 
entrepot  for  the  goods  of  other  nations, 
inviting  those  goods  to  these  shoreg, 
giving  to  them  tho  advantage  of  our 
warehousing  system,  causing  them  to  bo 
deposited  here  for  re-exportation  ?  Thus 
was  employment  found  for  British  sliip- 
ping  and  British  capital,  in  conducting 
a  foreign  carrying  trade,  without  the  pos- 
sibility of  interfering  In  any  shape  with 
your  domestic  industry.  You  refer  to  tho 
great  import  of  foreign  sUks.  That  im- 
port has  taken  place,  not  so  much  on  ac- 
count of  the  natural  operations  of  trade, 
as  on  account  of  the  troubled  state  of 
France,  and  the  desire  which  the  French 
manufacturer  had  of  roalisiug  the  value  of 
whatever  could  bo  sold.  But  of  the  fo- 
reign silk  goods  imported,  you  exported  to 
the  value  of  870,000?. ;  and  when  you  es- 
timate the  extent  to  which  the  domostio 
manufacture  was  interfered  with  by  tho 
in] port,  then  allowance  must  be  made  for 
tho  whole  amount  re-exported. 

But  another  and  Rtill  further  dednctioti 
you  must  make.  You  must  deduct  from 
tho  amount  of  the  legitimate  imports  all 
that  would  have  been  imported  by  smug- 
gling, if  you  had  chosen  to  retain  high 
duties  of  40  or  50  per  cent.  No  doubt  in 
such  case  the  apparent  amount  of  imports 
might  have  been  greatly  reduced,  and  tho 
manufacturer  in  this  country  might  have 
consoled  himself  with  the  thought  that  at 
any  rate  but  one- fifth  or  one- sixth  of  the 
amount  of  the  present  imports  had  entered. 
No  idea  conhl  be  more  delusive.  The 
amugghv  would  have  corrected  the  absur- 
dity of  your  eonimereial  system,  and  would 
have  pocketed  tho  gain  to  the  revenue 
which  the  Exchef|uer  has  derived  from  fo- 
eititftting  commercial  intercourse.  Take 
the  articles  with  respect  to  which  there 
has  been  great  oomplainty  such  as  watches. 
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volved  in  irretrievable  ruin.  They  also  be- 
lieved, and  he  entirely  agreed  with  them 
upon  the  point,  that  they  were  at  present 
subject  to  a  most  unjust  and  unequal  sys- 
tem of  competition ;  that  they  had  to  en- 
dure burdens  which  must  prove  overwhelm- 
ing, and  that  they  would  in  consequence 
be  driven  to  do  that  which  they  of  all 
things  most  disliked — namely,  to  throw 
hundreds  out  of  employment  who  were 
willing  and  able  to  work  for  their  main- 
tenance. 

Sib  R.  peel  said:*  Sir,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  enter  at  any  length,  if  indeed  at 
all,  into  those  considerations  of  a  purely 
political  character,  which  are  naturally 
raised  by  the  question  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire. 
It  would  be  totally  out  of  my  power  to  do 
justice  to  those  considerations  during  the 
period  for  which  I  could  fairly  expect  that 
the  House  would  lend  me  its  attention. 
To  discuss  the  question  of  Ireland — the 
colonial  policy — the  foreign  policy  of  this 
country  in  one  speech,  must,  if  any  attempt 
were  made  to  do  justice  to  those  various 
topics,  absorb  so  much  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  that  littlo  would  be  left  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  which  I  consider  to  be  the 
main  point  at  issue  this  night,  namely, 
Shall  we  displace  the  Government,  for  the 

}>urposo  of  subverting  the  commercial  po- 
icy  on  which  it  has  acted  ? 

Since  the  accession  of  the  present  Min- 
istry to  power,  I  have  felt  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  give  to  the  great  majority  of  tho  mea- 
sures they  have  introduced  a  general  sup- 
port. I  have  thought  it  but  just  to  make 
allowance  for  the  great  dif^culties  with 
which  they  have  had  to  contend  —  com- 
mercial discredit  and  distress — famine  in 
Ireland — the  greatest  moral  and  social  re- 
volution, by  which  the  internal  tranquillity 
of  nations  or  the  peace  of  Europe  was  ever 
disturbed.  I  have  thought  that  it  was  for 
the  public  interest  that  the  energy  and 
power  of  the  Executive  Government  of  this 
country  during  such  a  crisis  of  combined 
dangers,  should  not  bo  impaired  by  factious 
or  captious  opposition.  At  the  same  time, 
Sir,  I  wish  it  to  bo  distinctly  understood, 
that  all  I  mean  to  imply  by  tho  vote  I  shall 
give  to-night  is  this — that  I  cordially  ap- 
proYe  of  the  general  principles  of  commer- 
cial policy  by  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  been  guided,  and  that  I  will 
not  consent  to  a  Motion,  the  main  object 
of  which  avowedly  is,  to  censure  them  for 

•  From  a  Speech  published  by  Bain. 


their  adherence  to  those  principles,  and  to 
substitute  in  the  place  of  that  policy  some 
other  economic  system. 

The  course  I  propose  to  pursue,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  is  this  —  to 
examine  the  grounds  upon  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  has  impeach- 
ed the  commercial  policy  which  has  been 
acted  upon  for  some  years.  I  shall  then 
proceed  to  consider  whether  or  no  that  new 
principle  of  economic  policy  which  ho  pro- 
poses to  substitute  in  its  place,  has  any 
foundation  in  reason  or  experience,  and 
whether  the  adoption  of  it  would  contri- 
bute to  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  this 
country. 

In  examining  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  I  shall  take 
that  course  which  appears  to  me  by  far 
the  most  likely  to  conduce  to  the  ascertain- 
ing of  truth — namely,  to  state  each  argu- 
gument  separately,  as  nearly  as  I  can  in 
the  words  in  which  it  was  conveyed,  and 
then  to  give  the  answer  to  such  argument. 
And  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  if  that 
were  the  course  generally  pursued  in  this 
House  in  the  conduct  of  discussions  like 
these,  substituting  the  plain  simple  test  of 
argument  for  vague  declamation,  it  would 
conduce  to  the  full  elucidation  of  the  mat- 
ters with  which  we  have  to  deal. 

Sir,  I  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  to  impeach  the  commer- 
cial policy  which  has  been  acted  upon  for 
some  time  past,  and  to  attribute  to  that 
policy  a  great  part  of  the  suffering  under 
which  it  is  admitted  that  some  interests  in 
this  country,  or  in  portions  of  this  country, 
are  now  labouring.  But  I  was  struck,  I 
confess,  by  an  admission  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  commencement  of  his  speech. 
I  willingly  pay  to  him  the  acknowledgments 
which  are  justly  due  for  that  admission. 
He  was  describing  the  state  of  this  country 
when  the  noble  Lord  succeeded  to  power, 
and  he  made  this  admission  with  respect  to 
its  condition,  and  the  moral  influence  of 
that  Government,  which  was  in  power  at 
the  commencement  of  the  year  1846.  He 
said,  that  Europe  generally  was  enjoying 
profound  tranquillity;  that  there  was  great 
confidence  reposed  by  foreign  Powers  in 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers;  that  if  misunder- 
standings arose,  there  was  a  ready  refer- 
ence to  the  authority  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  a  willhig  acquiescence  in 
the  advice  which  it  offered  for  tho  adjust- 
ment of  those  misunderstandings.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  moreover,  that  Ire- 
land was  in  a  state  of  comparative  prosper- 
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what  must  these  foreigners,  who  have  not 
half  our  capital,  or  half  our  skill,  or  half 
our  natural  advantages  for  these  produc- 
tions of  industry — what  must  they  think 
of  us  when  we  denounce  them  as  inter- 
lopers interfering  with  our  domestic  indus- 
try, inasmuch  as  they  send  here  some 
34,000Z.  worth  of  metal  gowls  in  the  year, 
while  we  feel  no  scruple,  at  the  same  time, 
in  interfering  with  their  domestic  indus- 
try hy  sending  them  4,400,000Z.  worth  ? 
What  a  grasping,  selfish,  exacting  people 
we  must  seem  to  them  !  I  ask,  then, 
how  is  it  possible  that  the  changes  made 
in  the  tariflf  either  in  1842,  1845,  or 
1846 — that  the  free  import  of  raw  ma- 
terials, or  such  an  import  of  manufactured 
goods  as  I  have  described — can  he  justly 
made  responsible  for  the  manufacturing 
distress  of  this  country  ? 

I  proceed  to  consider  the  second  ground 
on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  impeached 
our  commercial  policy.  1  think  he  said 
that  the  average  official  value  of  all-exports 
in  1845  and  1846  was  133,000,000Z.,  and 
that  the  averac^o  declared  value  in  those 
two  years  was  59,500,000/. ;  that  in  1848 
the  official  value,  which  signified  quantity, 
did  not  fall  very  far  short  of  the  official 
value  in  1845  and  1846,  but  that  the  de- 
clared value  in  1 848  fell  short  by  6,500,  OOOZ. . 
amounting  only  to  53.000,000/.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  this  conclusion,  that  the 
working  classes  had  received  6,500,000/. 
less  in  1848  than  they  did  before.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  instituted  a  compari- 
son between  four  months  of  1849  and  four 
months  of  1848.  He  said  that  there  is  a 
depreciation  in  cotton  goods  exported,  com- 
paring 1849  with  1848,  to  the  amount  of 
646,000/. ;  and  he  added,  that  conse- 
quently the  English  workman  has  been 
obliged  to  receive  for  his  labour  646,000/. 
less  than  in  last  year.  I  totally  deny  the 
inference  which  the  hon.  Member  drew 
from  that  circumstance.  I  deny,  because 
there  was  a  falling  off  in  the  declared 
value  of  exports  in  1848  as  compared  with 
the  average  declared  value  of  those  of  1845 
and  1846,  to  the  extent  of  6,500,000/., 
that  therefore  the  working  classes  received 
in  1848  0,500,000/.  less  for  their  labour 
than  they  obtained  in  1845-6.  It  would 
be  melancholy  indeed  if  that  were  the 
case;  but  my  consolation  is,  that  nothing 
of  the  kind  has  taken  place.  First,  let  me 
observe,  that  nothing  can  be  more  unsafe 
than  any  inference  drawn  from  the  returns 
which  give  the  declared  value  of  manufac- 
tures exported.     Owing  to  the  manner  in 


which  the  accounts  of  imports  and  exports 
arc  prepared,  arguments  drawn  from  that 
source  must  be  exceedingly  fallacious. 
Take  the  case  of  the  cotton  manufactures; 
the  official  value  is  drawn  from  the  aggre- 
gate quantity  of  the  goods  exported,  with- 
out any  reference  to  that  most  important 
element  of  value,  quality.  But  if  you 
argue  that  because  the  declared  value  of 
manufactures  exported  at  one  period  is 
below  that  of  another  period,  therefore  we 
have  sustained  a  corresponding  loss,  I  will 
prove  to  you  that  this  country  ought  long 
since  to  have  been  utterly  rubed.  It 
would,  indeed,  be  a  wonderful  circumstance 
if,  with  the  progressive  improvements  in 
machinery,  and  with  a  reduction  of  the 
price  of  not  cotton  alone,  but  of  all  the  raw 
materials  which  enter  into  manufactures, 
there  had  not  been  a  corresponding  fall- 
ing-off  in  the  declared  value  of  manufac- 
tured articles.  The  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire was  not  in  Parliament  at  an 
earlier  period,  when  a  controversy  raged 
with  respect  to  this  very  question.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  if  I  recollect  aright, 
towards  the  close  of  his  very  able  speech 
the  other  night — Nunc  quidem  novo  quo- 
dam  morho  civitas  moritur.  Now»  I  want 
to  show  that  this  is  an  old  disease;  and 
I  undertake  to  prove  that  it  has,  at  for- 
mer periods,  afflicted  the  country  under  a 
much  more  aggravated  form  than  it  does 
at  present.  The  doctrine  which  infested 
the  late  Alderman  Waithman  during  his 
whole  life,  and  which  he  carried  with  him 
to  his  grave,  was  this — that  there  had  been 
a  vast  diminution  in  the  declared  value,  as 
compared  with  the  quantities,  of  articles 
exported,  and  that  the  country,  therefore, 
was  rapidly  consuming  its  own  strength, 
and  approaching  utter  extinction.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  would 
have  been  surprised  at  hearing  how  elo- 
quent Alderman  Waithman  could  be  upon 
this  point.  This  was  the  substance  of  the 
wortliy  Alderman's  argument  in  his  own 
words.     lie  said — 

"  That  the  Government  forgot  that  every  branch 
of  our  tmdo  was  founded  on  prohibition — that  the 
country  was  struggling  with  dreadful  difficulties — 
that  3,000,000  quarters  of  com,  and  2,000,000/. 
worth  of  silk  manufactures,  had  been  imported 
into  this  country  :  and  although  it  was  argued 
that  the  money  paid  for  all  this  would  come  back, 
he  could  toll  the  House  it  was  no  such  thing  ;  for 
that,  whatever  we  might  import,  our  exports 
would  not  increase  in  consequence — that  in  the 
course  of  the  last  twelve  years  preceding  that  in 
which  he  spoke,  wo  had  lost  120,000,000/.  by  our 
export  trade." 

He  proved  all  this  by  the  paper  which  I 
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now  hold  in  my  hand.  This  shows  how 
much  more  aggravated  the  disorder  was  in 
those  days  ;  and  he  it  rememhercd  that 
that  fatal  decline  took  place  in  the  time  of 
ample  protection  to  domestic  industry. 
Alderman  Waithman  took  the  exports 
from  1814  to  1828,  with  their  official  and 
their  declared  or  real  value,  and  divided 
them  hito  two  periods,  one  from  1814  to 
1820,  and  the  other  from  1820  to  1828. 
He  showed,  that  in  the  first  period  the 
excess  of  real  over  official  value,  was 
41,521,000Z. ;  that  from  1820  the  real 
value,  as  compared  with  the  official,  hegan 
to  decline  ;  and  that  in  the  second  period, 
namely,  from  1820  to  181^8,  the  total 
excess  of  official  over  real  value,  was 
83,243,000Z.  Thence  he  inferred  that 
there  was  a  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
articles  exported,  amounting,  on  the  whole 

?enod  of  fourteen  years,  to  the  sum  of 
24.698,000Z.  He  said  tliat  the  yearly 
real  value  of  exports  from  1814  to  1820, 
was  45,262,000^.  and  from  1820  to  1828, 
36,462,000Z.  Ho  thus  made  the  annual 
decrease  amount  to  8,800,000/.,  to  which 
he  added  a  decrease  of  colonial  and  foreign 
produce,  4,524,000?.,  making,  together, 
13,325,000?.  Finally,  the  worthy  Alder- 
man made  out  that  there  was  a  depreci- 
ation in  the  value  of  exports  to  the  extent 
of  28,000,000?.  on  48,000,000?.,  or  60 
per  cent ;  and  then  he  prophesied,  as 
douhtless  he  would  have  hcen  justified  in 
doing  if  his  theory  had  heen  correct,  that 
we  could  not  continue  in  that  course  with- 
out heing  overwhelmed  hy  bankruptcy  and 
ruin.  Ought  not  this  to  suggest  to  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire the  possibility  of  his  being  wrong  in 
the  deduction  which  he  has  drawn  from 
the  falling-off  in  the  declared  value  of  ex- 
ports ?  Having  diminished  the  cost,  not 
only  of  cotton,  but  of  oil,  and  everything 
which  enters  into  the  composition  of  manu- 
factures, it  is  the  natural  result  that  there 
should  be  a  diminished  cost  of  production  ; 
but  it  does  not  follov/  that  therefore  there 
must  be  a  reduction  in  the  amount  of 
wages  paid.  It  is  a  totally  erroneous  con- 
clusion, because  the  declared  value  of  ex- 
ports happens  to  be  646,000?.  less  at  one 
period  than  another,  therefore  the  work- 
men employed  in  manufacturing  the  ex- 
ported articles  have  received  646,000?. 
less  wages  at  one  time  than  another. 
[Here  Mr.  Disraeli  made  an  observation.] 
The  hon.  Member's  words  were — 

•*  The  cotton    gooils   exported   in    1849   were 
046,000?.  less  in  declared  value  than  the  same 
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quantity  of  goods  exported  in  1848,  and,  there- 
fore, the  English  workman  had  received  646,0002. 
less  for  his  labour." 

That  is  what  I  understood  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  state  ;  and  I  contend,  in  reply,  that 
it  is  erroneous  to  infer  that  because  there 
has  been  a  diminution  in  the  declared 
value  of  exports,  the  labourers  who  pro- 
duce the  articles  exported  suffer  any  loss. 

I  will  give  another  proof  of  the  fallacy 
of  conclusions  drawn  from  the  declared 
value  of  manufactures  exported.  In  1815, 
the  number  of  yards  of  wove  cotton  manu- 
factures exported  from  this  country  was 
252,000,000,  and  the  declared  value  of 
the  same,  18,158,000?.  In  1845,  the 
quantity  of  wove  cotton  manufactures  ex- 
ported was  1,091,000,000  yards,  and  the 
declared  value,  18,009,000?.  Thus  it 
would  seom  that  100  pieces  of  calico  cost 
I85.  in  1815,  and  that  400  pieces  cost  no 
more  in  1845.  This  circumstance  alone 
is  sufficient  to  show  how  unsafe  it  is  to 
argue  from  these  accounts  of  declared 
values. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
contends  that  the  loss  which  he  assumes 
to  be  exhibited  in  the  falling  off  in  the  de- 
clared value  of  exported  produce,  has  fallen 
mainly  on  the  labourer,  and  he  drew  from 
that  circumstance  melancholy  inferences 
with  respect  to  the  future  condition  of  the 
country.  Being  desirous  of  meeting  his 
arguments  fairly  and  dispassionately,  I 
will,  as  far  as  possible,  comply  with  his 
suggestion,  that  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion we  should  refer  only  to  official  do- 
cuments. It  is,  however,  impossible  to 
adhere  strictly  to  that  rule  when  the  ques- 
tion turns  on  the  present  demand  for  la- 
bour, and  the  present  condition  of  the 
labourer.  Like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, I  must  be  permitted  to  refer, 
upon  this  point,  to  the  most  recent  infor- 
mation which  I  have  received,  and  on  the 
credibility  of  which  I  can  fully  rely.  By 
far  the  n?ost  important  part  of  the  question 
is  the  condition  and  prospects  of  those  who 
earn  their  daily  subsistence  by  labour. 
From  the  accounts  I  have  received  on  this 
subject,  I  will  select  those  which  have 
reached  me  from  three  manufactunug 
towns  in  different  parts  of  the  kingdom — 
from  Chippenham,  representing  the  manu- 
facturing interests  of  the  west  of  England; 
from  Nottingham,  representing  the  central 
part  of  England  ;  and  Dundee,  represent- 
ing Scotland.  The  letter  from  Chippen- 
ham, dated  the  30th  of  June,  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 
3  A 
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"  Chippenham,  June  80. 
"  My  dear  Sir  —  My  statement  to  you  this 
morning,  I  find,  in  reference  to  our  books,  to  be 
correct.  In  the  six  months  ending  this  day  we 
have  paid  to  the  same  number  of  people  25  per 
cent  more  wages  than  in  the  corresponding  period 
of  1847,  and  more,  fully  20  per  cent  more,  than 
in  1848  ;  and  I  believe  the  people  in  this  place 
generally  are  better  fed,  better  clothed,  and  in 
every  way  more  comfortable  than  they  have  been 
for  years.  The  general  trade  of  the  town  is  in  a 
very  flourishing  state ;  poor-rates  about  3*.  4c?. 
in  the  pound  ;  the  number  of  people  in  the  union 
workhouse,  97.  The  west  of  England  cloth  trade 
is  unquestionably  better  than  it  has  been  for 
years.  I  have  reason  to  know  that  in  the  town 
of  Trowbridge,  more  goods  have  been  made  and 
sold  in  the  last  six  or  nine  months,  and  a  larger 
amount  of  wages  paid  to  the  people,  than  were 
over  before  known  ;  and  this,  I  believe,  is  the  case 
in  the  whole  clothing  district  of  the  west  of  Eng- 
land ;  the  Parliamentary  returns  of  the  consump- 
tion of  cotton  and  wool  prove  it  to  be  the  same 
both  in  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire." 

In  the  west  of  England,  and  other  parts 
of  the  clothing  district,  there  is  indeed  one 
cause  of  complaint.  The  manufacturers 
cannot  get  a  sufficient  quantity  of  foreign 
wool.  When  we  reduced  the  duty  on  fo- 
reign wool,  it  was  foretold  that  the  measure 
would  interfere  with  domestic  produce,  and 
reduce  the  value  of  the  wool  grown  at 
home.  So  far  from  that  heing  the  case, 
the  manufacturers  are  now  crying  out  for 
more  foreign  wool;  and  the  more  foreign 
wool  they  obtain,  the  better  is  the  demand 
for  our  own  wool,  in  order  that  it  may  be 
worked  up  with  the  foreign.  A  letter 
from  Nottingham  is  in  these  terms  : — 

"  Nottingham,  June  11. 
"Both  in  the  hosiery  trade  at  Leicester  and 
Nottingham  an  advance  of  wages  has  taken  place, 
and  a  second  advance  is  now  demanded  by  the 
workmen :  and,  at  the  present  time,  I  should 
suppose,  that  about  one-fourth  of  the  hands  have 
now  struck  work  in  Nottingham  for  a  second  ad- 
vance. In  my  experience,  I  have  never  found 
workmen  turning  out  for  an  advance  of  wages 
but  in  times  when  they  were  comparatively  in 
tolerable  or  better  circumstances,  and  they  have 
had  full  work  now  since  May,  1848,  and  the  price 
of  bread  and  meat,  as  well  as  clothing,  so  cheap, 
that  for  many  years  past  the  operatives,  have  not 
been  so  well  off.  I  have  no  mills  working  short 
time,  but  all  fully  employed.  The  silk  factories, 
who  spin  silk  for  the  lace  trade,  cannot  supply 
the  present  demand ;  the  lace  trade  is  much  im- 
proved, particularly  in  black  silk  lace  and  black 
silk  shawls." 

The  letter  from  Dundee  said — 

Dundee,  June  11. 
"  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  9th  instant,  I 
beg  to  state,  that  at  no  period,  for  several  years 
past,  have  the  mills,  in  my  district,  been  so  ac- 
tively or  fully  employed  as  at  present.  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe,  that  trade  is  healthy  and 
flourishing  ;  and  it  is  the  general  opinion,  that 
there  is  a  good  prospect  of  a  continuance  of  this 


state  of  matters  for  some  time  to  come.  There 
is,  consequently,  great  demand  for  labour,  not 
only  in  the  mills,  but  in  all  the  occupations  con< 
nected  with  our  manufactures.  Provisions  and 
all  other  necessaries  are  extremely  cheap,  po- 
tatoes and  butchers*  meat  excepted,  the  former 
of  which  articles  is  always  scarce  at  this  season 
of  the  year,  and  the  latter  comparatively  little 
used  by  our  working  classes.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  add,  that  the 
condition  of  our  labouring  population  and  manu- 
facturing districts,  generally,  is  at  present  very 
satisfactory." 

I  have  read  these  letters  for  the  purpose 
of  encouraging  the  hope  that,  although 
there  may  have  been  a  reduction  in  the 
declared  value  of  manufactures  exported, 
the  condition  of  the  manufacturers  is  not 
necessarily  deteriorated.  These  letters 
furnish  conclusive  proof  that  at  least  in 
three  large  towns,  separated  from  each 
other  by  a  wide  interval,  and  being  the 
seats  of  different  branches  of  manufacture, 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes  is 
better  than  it  has  been  for  some  preced- 
ing years. 

I  have  now  I  believe  examined  the 
main  grounds  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  impeached  the  commercial  policy 
adopted  of  late  years,  and  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  the  charges  which  he  brought 
against  that  policy  have  not  been  sus- 
tained. The  House  must  be  aware  of  the 
deep  interest  I  naturally  take  in  this  ques- 
tion. I  cannot  forget — although  I  allude 
to  the  circumstance  without  the  slightest 
feeling  of  asperity — that  I  have  been  ex- 
posed to  a  good  deal  of  misrepresentation 
and  obloquy.  I  bear  not  the  slightest  ill- 
will  to  any  one  on  that  aoconnt;  I  must 
however  put  in  my  claim  to  vindicate  that 
policy  which  I  believe  to  have  mainly  con- 
tributed to  preserve  this  country  from  great 
disasters.  The  hon.  Member  said  on  Mon« 
day  night  that  the  doctrine  which  he  had 
repeated  on  former  occasions,  namely,  that 
we  cannot  fight  hostile  tariffs  by  free  im- 
ports, had  never  been  contested.  It  is  my 
intention  to  contest  it  now.  If  I  refrained 
from  disputing  the  proposition  on  any  pre- 
vious occasion,  it  was  from  no  disrespect 
to  the  hon.  Member's  ability  or  station; 
but  the  subject  has  been  more  than  once 
brought  forward  at  the  close  of  a  debate, 
when  I  had  no  sufficient  opportunity  of 
entenng  into  an  argument  of  a  not  very 
inviting  nature. 

Before  I  advert  to  it,  I  must  howercr 
examine  fully  the  hon.  Gentleman's  reason- 
ing with  reference  to  the  poor-law.  I 
shall  draw  from  the  facts  to  which  he  re- 
ferred a  conclusion  exactly  opposite  to  that 
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at  wliich  he  arriyed. 
said — 


The  hon.  Memher 


"  See  how  the  poor-rate  has  increased — ^look  at 
the  charge  per  head  for  maintaining  paupers — see 
how  many  more  ahlehodied  labourers  are  paupers 
in  1848  than  there  were  in  1846  ;  and,  with  those 
results  before  you,  can  you  refuse  to  join  in  con- 
demning the  policy  which  has  produced  them  ?  " 

Let  UB  test  the  yaliditj  of  this  argument. 
The  hon.  Memher  adopted,  and  I  am  not 
surprised  at  it,  the  paper  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  which  is  contained  in  the  report  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  giving  the 
cost  of  maintaining  the  poor  for  seven 
years  when  the  price  of  wheat  was  lowest, 
and  the  cost  of  maintaining  them  for  seven 
years  when  the  price  of  wheat  was  high- 
est. The  hon.  Memher  drew  from  this 
return  the  inference  that  when  wheat  was 
low,  poor-rates  were  high,  and  that  when 
wheat  was  high,  poor-rates  were  low.  I 
cannot  hlame  the  hon.  Memher  for  mak- 
ing use  of  this  return;  hut  I  am  surprised 
that  puhlic  officers  like  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  should  have  voluntarily 
made  such  a  return.  It  is  the  most  fool- 
ish document  ever  presented  to  the  House. 
One  would  suppose,  of  course,  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  selected  seven  con- 
secutive years  in  each  case.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her certainly  did  not  state  that  they  were 
consecutive  years,  hut  imagining  that  they 
were,  I  confess,  I  was  startled  when  I 
heard  him  state  that  in  seven  years  of  a 
low  price  of  wheat,  the  cost  of  maintain- 
ing the  poor  was  greater  than  during 
seven  years  when  the  price  of  wheat  was 
high.  I  looked  at  the  return,  and  I  found 
that  this  is  the  order  in  which  the  com- 
missioners have  taken  their  seven  years  of 
low  prices— 1839, 1840. 1841. 1848, 1842, 
1847,  and  1838.  Having  made  this  extra- 
ordinary selection,  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners state  the  conclusion  at  which  they 
arrived,  namely,  that  in  the  seven  years 
when  the  price  of  wheat  was  lowest,  the  cost 
of  maintaining  the  poor,  per  head,  was  6s. 3d, , 
whilst  it  was  only  6s,  l^d,  in  the  seven 
years  when  wheat  was  highest.  How  can 
the  commissioners  draw  any  conclusion 
from  years  selected  in  such  a  manner? 
Could  it  he  supposed  that  the  influence  of 
the  high  price  of  wheat  in  a  year  like 
1801,  for  example,  when  it  rose  to  106«. 
a  quarter,  was  exactly  limited  to  that  par- 
ticular year  ?  What  useful  purpose  could 
he  served  hy  taking  a  parcel  of  years  in 
this  way,  and  making  no  allowance  for  the 
suhseauent  effect  which  two  had  or  two 
good  harvests  in  succession  must  have  on 


the  industry  of  the  country  ?  Take  the 
very  page  in  which  this  return  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  appears — there  Bif* 
pears  in  that  page  the  amount  of  poor-rate 
and  the  average  price  of  wheat  for  each 
year  from  1834  to  1848.  Does  that  jus- 
tify the  conclusion,  that  when  the  price  of 
wheat  is  low,  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
poor  is  enhanced  ?  By  the  way,  I  will 
here  refer  to  one  of  the  hon.  Memher's  ar« 
gumcnts  which  has  just  occurred  to  me. 
I  was  surprised  to  hear  him  state,  on  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Jones,  that  when  the 
farmers'  income  was  100,000,000/.,  they 
spent  it  all  in  manufactures;  and  that  when 
it  was  reduced  hy  25  per  cent,  their  power 
of  encouraging  our  manufacturing  industry 
was  abridged  in  the  same  proportion.  Ac- 
cording to  that  theory  it  would,  no  doubt, 
be  a  good  thing  to  have  com  at  100s.  a 
quarter.  Only  make  it  apparent  that  the 
well-being  and  comfort  of  the  manufactur- 
ing population  is  dependent  on  a  high 
price  of  wheat,  and  it  would  be  the  most 
cogent  argument  in  favour  of  high  prices 
ever  adduced.  To  revert,  however,  to  the 
return  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners^ 
giving  the  poor-rate  and  price  "of  wheat 
from  1834  to  1848.  Taking  the  average 
of  the  years  1834,  1835,  1836,  and  1837; 
the  price  of  wheat  was  47s.  There  had 
been  a  cycle  of  good  years,  and  at  the 
end  of  it  the  country  was  left  in  a  state  of 
comparative  ease  and  prosperity. 

In  1834  the  price  of  wheat  was  dU.  lid. 

1835  „  „  Us.  2d, 

1836  „  „  S9t,l>d. 

1837  „  „  628. 6d. 

At  the  commencement  of.  the  period,  in 
1834,  the  sum  expended  in  the  relief  of 
the  poor  was  6,317,0001.  The  beneficial 
influence  of  low  prices  during  four  years, 
reduced  the  sum  expended  in  the  relief  of 
the  poor  to  4,044,000^.,  in  1837.  The 
rate  per  head  was  reduced  from  Ss,  9d.  in 
1834,  to  5s.  5d.  in  1837.  The  whole  of 
this  reduction  must  not  be  ascribed  to  the 
cheapness  of  com;  some  portion  is,  doubt- 
less, referable  to  the  improved  administra- 
tion of  the  poor-laws.  High  prices  suc- 
ceed; and  what  was  the  case  in  the  cycle 
of  years  in  which  they  prevailed  ?  In 
1838  there  was  no  material  change ;  the 
total  sum  expended  was  4,123,0002.;  the 
rate  per  head  5s,  5^d.  Four  years  of  high 
prices  succeed. 

In  1839  the  price  is  69«.  id. 

1840  „  68«.  6d. 

1841  „  65«.  3d. 

1842  „  64«. 

The  average  price  being  66s.  9d.    Thna 
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the  average  price  of  wheat,  which  at  the 
end  of  1837  was  47«.  rose  in  four  years 
from  1839  to  1842  to  665.  9d,  In  1843 
the  poor-rate,  which  had  been  4,044,000^, 
iu  1837  was  5,208,000^.;  the  rate  per 
head,  which  in  1837  was  ds,  5d.,  was  in 
1843,  6«.  d^d.  The  next  three  years, 
1844-5-6,  formed  a  cycle  of  good  years. 
In  1844  the  price  of  wheat  was  51  s.  5d,; 
in  1845,  49s.  2rf.;  in  1846,  535.  Sd.;  the 
average  of  the  three  years  being  505.  9d, 
There  was  a  corresponding  effect  on  the 
total  sum  levied  for  poor-rates,  and  on  the 
rate  per  head.  The  total  sum  expended 
was  reduced  from  5,208.000/.  in  1843,  to 
4,954,000/.  in  1846.  The  rate  per  head 
was  reduced  from  65.  5^d,  in  1843,  to 
5$.  lOd.  in  1846. 

There  is,  however,  a  striking  contrast 
between  1846  and  1848,  and  on  that  con- 
trast the  main  argument  rests.  In  the 
latter  year  there  is  a  great  increase  in  the 
aggregate  poor-rate,  and  a  great  increase 
in  the  rate  per  head  at  which  the  poor  are 
maintained;  but  under  what  circumstances  ? 
You  had  the  price  of  wheat  in  1847  rising 
from  67s.  to  75s.,  to  88s.  to  92s.  In  1848 
you  had  distress,  an  increase  of  the  num- 
ber of  ablebodied  poor,  the  workhouses 
full,  the  poor-rates  increased.  What  is 
the  obvious  inference?  Surely,  that  dear- 
ness  of  provisions  is  the  greatest  misfor- 
tune. Surely  the  experience  of  1848  war- 
rants a  conclusion  the  very  opposite  of  that 
which  some  would  draw  from  it.  In  1847 
such  was  the  pressure  of  scarcity,  that 
you  hastily  suspended  the  duties  on  corn, 
you  suspended  the  navigation  laws,  and 
sent  ships  to  collect  corn  from  every  quar- 
ter of  the  globe.  Your  whole  condition 
was  abnormal.  In  three  years  you  ex- 
pended 51,000,000/.  sterling  in  the  pur- 
chase of  food.  In  1846-47-48  you  ex- 
pended 51,000,000/.  The  demand  for  this 
vast  quantity  of  food,  in  addition  to  your 
own  supply,  was  sudden  and  unforeseen. 
You  could  not  expect  that  there  could  be 
a  corresponding  amount  of  manufactured 
goods  exported  in  return  for  such  a  de- 
mand. It  was  not  only  that  we  ourselves 
were  suffering  from  scarcity.  Every  coun- 
try of  continental  Europe  was  suffering  at 
the  same  time,  not  perhaps  in  an  equal, 
but  in  a  very  considerable  degree.  Are 
you  surprised  that  your  foreign  trade 
should  have  been  depressed,  when  every 
country  in  Europe  was  compelled  to  pur- 
chase food  at  extravagant  prices  ?  You 
had  severe  pressure  at  home — severe  pres- 
sure in  nearly  a  corresponding  dcgi*ee  in 


foreign  countries  which  used  to  be  cus- 
tomers for  your  goods,  and  you  must,  of 
course,  expect  diminished  trade.  It  is  the 
natural  consequence  of  diminished  demand* 
of  the  necessity  of  applying  to  the  pur- 
chase of  food  those  means  which  in  ordi- 
naiy  years  are  applied  to  the  purchase 
of  your  manufactures  Of  that  distress 
which  you  were  suffering  in  1848,  free 
trade  was  not  the  cause.  The  high  price 
of  provisions  and  continental  convulsions 
were  the  chief  causes  of  a  distress  which 
was  mitigated  and  not  increased  by  the 
freedom  of  commercial  intercourse. 

It  is  on  these  grounds  that  I  submit 
that  the  impeachment  of  the  commercial 
policy  of  the  last  seven  years  has  entirely 
failed.  I  now  propose  to  consider  the 
merits  of  the  policy  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  substitute  in  its  place.  I  be- 
lieve this  question — I  mean  the  principles 
which  are  to  govern  your  commercial  legis- 
lation— to  be  the  most  important  question 
that  can  occupy  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment. A  Minister  may  make  a  blunder, 
and  that  may  be  corrected  ;  but  an  error 
in  the  principles  which  direct  your  com- 
mercial legislation  is  an  error  likely  to 
prevail  for  a  long  series  of  years.  [Cheers,] 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  in  one  sense  we 
are  all  agreed  ;  we  have  all  the  same  ob- 
ject in  view — the  encouragement  of  do- 
mestic industry.  I  believe  as  firmly  as 
any  of  those  who  dissent  from  me  with 
respect  to  the  mode  in  which  the  object  is 
to  be  attained,  that  it  is  a  vital  question 
for  the  country — that  unless  our  domestic 
industry  be  encouraged,  we  cannot  expect 
peace,  contentment,  or  prosperity.  The 
point  at  issue  is  not  the  end,  but  the 
means  by  which  that  end  can  be  best 
attained — the  means  by  which  we  can  most 
effectually  encourage  domestic  industry. 

We  should  greatly  underrate  the  im- 
portance of  this  question  if  we  supposed 
that  it  concerned  only  the  accumulation  of 
wealth.  It  is  a  question  which  affects  the 
happiness  of  the  people,  which  affects  their 
social  progress,  their  progress  in  morals, 
in  the  enjoyment  of  life,  in  refinement  of 
taste  and  civilisation  of  manners — it  con- 
cerns all  these  things  at  least  as  much  as 
it  concerns  the  accumulation  of  wealth. 

It  is  considered  by  a  powerful  partj 
that  for  the  advancement  of  these  great 
objects,  the  return  to  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection is  indispensable.  Of  that  party» 
whatever  causes  of  dissension  may  have 
arisen,  I  never  shall  speak  without  sincere 
respect.    I  believe  them  to  be  in  error  as 
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to  this  principle  of  protection — but  that 
error  is  influenced  by  no  selfish  or  inte- 
rested motive.  They  are,  I  am  convinced, 
actuated  by  a  sincere  desire  to  promote 
the  happiness  of  the  working  classes,  in 
an  equal  degree  with  those  from  whom 
they  differ  as  to  the  means  by  which  that 
end  can  be  attained.  The  views  of  this 
powerful  party  have  been  explained  and 
advocated  by  men  of  great  ability — ^by 
men  prepared  to  give  practical  effect  to 
those  views,  if  the  present  Government  be 
displaced.  To  preclude  misrepresentation 
or  mistake,  I  shall  quote  the  words  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
party,  'Lord  Stanley,  has  announced  the 
principle  on  which  ho  is  resolved  to  act. 
Speaking  in  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the 
Ist  of  February  of  the  present  year.  Lord 
Stanley  said — 

•*  I  am  not  favourable  to  prohibitory  duties, 
but  I  maintain  that  it  is  necessary  to  give  to  our 
fellow  countrymen  that  amount  of  protection 
which  is  necessary  to  counterbalance  any  disad- 
vantages that  may  arise  from  the  admission  of 
foreign  produce." 

"  We  must  return  to  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection." Again,  on  the  23rd  June  last, 
addressing  the  company  at  the  Mansion 
House,  Lord  Stanley  observed — 

**  Foremost  among  the  measures  which  we  be- 
lieve to  be  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  this  great 
country,  is  the  recognition  of  this  great  principle 
^-that  legislative  encouragement  ought  to  be  given 
to  every  branch  of  domestic  industry." 

In  bringing  forward  the  present  Motion, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire was  equally  explicit.  He  ob- 
served, speaking  of  our  recent  legislation — 

"  That  we  have  established  a  new  commercial 
system,  which  mistakes  the  principles  upon  which 
a  profitable  exchange  can  take  place  between  na- 
tions ;  that  we  can  only  encounter  the  hostile 
tariffs  of  foreign  countries  by  countervailing  du- 
ties ;  that  such  a  system  occasions,  not  scarcity 
and  deamess,  but  cheapness  and  abundance. 
Hitherto,"  he  said,  "  in  enforcing  the  principles 
upon  which  the  theory  of  reciprocity  in  commerce 
depends,  I  have  laboured  under  the  disadvantage 
of  appealing  only  to  abstract  reasoning  ;  now, 
however,  we  have  practical  results  before  us  in 
the  sufferings  of  our  people  and  in  the  decline  of 
our  wealth." 

Now,  in  opposition  to  these  doctrines,  I 
boldly  maintain  that  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection to  domestic  industry,  meaning 
thereby  legislative  encouragement  for  the 
purpose  of  protection — duties  on  import 
imposed  for  that  purpose,  and  not  for 
revenue,  is  a  vicious  principle.  I  contest 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  assumption,  that  you 
cannot  fight  hostile  tariffs  by  free  imports. 
I  80  totally  dissent  from  that  assumption, 


that  I  maintain  that  the  best  way  to  com- 
pete with  hostile  tariffs  is  to  encourage 
free  imports.  So  far  from  thinking  the 
principle  of  protection  a  salutary  principle, 
I  maintain  that  the  more  widely  you  ex- 
tend it,  the  greater  the  injury  you  will  in- 
flict on  the  national  wealth,  and  the  more 
you  will  cripple  the  national  industry. 

I  found  my  opinion  on  these  grounds. 
The  capital  of  the  country  is  the  fund 
from  which  alone  the  industry  of  the  coun- 
try can  be  maintained.  The  industry  of 
the  country  will  be  promoted  in  proportion 
as  the  capital  employed  in  its  maintenance 
shall  be  increased.  The*  augmentation  of 
capital  must  depend  upon  the  saving  from 
annual  revenue.  If  you  give  for  certain 
articles  produced  at  home  a  greater  price 
than  that  for  which  you  can  purchase  those 
articles  from  other  countries,  there  is  a 
proportionate  diminution  of  the  saving 
from  annual  revenue.  If  you  attempt  to 
redress  the  injustice  which  would  be  done 
by  selecting  one  particular  interest  for 
special  protection  ;  if  you  aver  that  your 
object  is  to  extend  equal  protection  to  all 
branches  of  domestic  industry — then  I 
reply  that  the  more  extensive  that  system 
of  protection,  the  greater  will  be  the  ag- 
gregate loss  of  annual  revenue  —  the 
greater  will  be  the  check  to  the  augmenta- 
tion of  capital ;  that  is  to  say,  of  the 
means  by  which  labour  is  to  be  maintained* 
So  far  from  encouraging  domestic  industry, 
you  are,  in  the  first  place,  by  legislative 
interference,  diverting  capital  from  its 
natural  and  most  profitable  application ; 
and  you  are,  in  the  second  place,  by  giving 
more  for  every  article  than  it  is  worth, 
exhausting  the  source  from  which  alone 
capital  can  be  maintained  and  augmented. 

The  principles  which  should  govern  the 
commercial  intercourse  of  nations,  do  not 
differ  from  those  which  regulate  the  deal- 
ings of  private  individuals.  It  is  the  same 
law  which  determines  the  planetary  move- 
ments and  the  fall  of  the  shghtest  particle 
of  matter  to  the  earth.  It  is  the  same  law 
which  determines  the  accumulation  of 
wealth  by  the  private  trader  and  the 
powerful  kingdom.  We  only  obscure 
and  mystify  the  truth,  by  overlooking 
the  principle  which  governs  the  dealings 
of  every  man  of  common  sense. 

Adam  Smith  illustrates  the  great  doo» 
trines  of  Political  Economy,  by  a  reference 
to  the  simplest  transactions.     He  says-^ 

**  It  is  the  maxim  of  every  prudent  master  of  a 
family  never  to  attempt  to  make  at  home,  what  it 
will  cost  him  more  to  make  than  to  buy.    Tbe 
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tailor  does  not  make  his  own  shoes,  hnt  huys  them 
off  the  shoemaker.  The  shoemaker  does  not  make 
his  own  clothes,  but  employs  a  tailor." 

He  says,  moreover,  that — 

"What  is  prudence  in  the  conduct  of  every 
private  family,  can  scarce  be  foUy  in  that  of  a 
great  kingdom." 

Now,  let  us  consider  the  case  of  two  arti< 
sans  or  dealers  resident  in  the  same  town. 
The  shoemaker  and  the  tailor  will  answer 
the  purpose  as  well  as  any  other.  The 
one  wants  clothes,  the  other  shoes;  thej 
think  it  right  to  encourage  the  domestic 
industry  of  their  own  town — to  deal  with 
each  other  and  not  with  strangers.  The 
shoemaker  gives  ten  shillings  to  the  tailor 
for  a  certain  quantity  of  clothes  which  he 
could  get  for  seven  shillings  if  he  hought 
them  in  a  neighbouring  town.  But  by 
way  of  compensation  the  tailor  gives  him 
his  custom,  and  pays  ten  shillings  for  shoes 
which  he  also  could  buy  from  a  distant  shoe- 
maker for  seven.  Now,  is  there  any  encou- 
ragement in  this  to  domestic  industry  ?  Is 
there  not  a  loss  of  six  shillings  to  the  town 
in  which  they  live,  as  the  result  of  the  deal- 
ing between  these  tradesmen  ?  What  are 
shillings  in  this  case  ?  They  are  the  mere 
representatives  of  labour.  Let  a  shilling 
represent  the  labour  of  an  hour.  Is  it  not 
olear  that  in  each  case  ten  hours  of  labour 
have  been  devoted  to  prod'uce  that  for  which 
seven  would  have  sufficed  ?  Have  not  six 
hours  of  labour  been  unprofitably  applied  ? 
Could  not  each  party  have  procured  that 
for  which  he  gave  the  labour  of  ten  hours 
by  the  labour  of  seven — and  thus  have  had 
three  hours  at  his  disposal,  with  which  to 
procure  something  else  ? 

Now,  let  us  try  whether  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  protection  will  justify  this 
apparently  unprofitable  waste  of  time  and 
labour  ?  It  may  be  alleged,  that  in  the 
town  from  which  the  low-priced  articles 
could  be  procured,  the  rent  of  houses  is 
much  lower,  or  the  cost  of  food  much  less, 
and  that  therefore  the  residents  in  that 
town  can  afford  to  supply  their  goods  at  a 
cheaper  rate.  Is  this  any  reason  for  not 
dealing  with  them  ?  Is  it  any  sort  of 
compensation  to  those  who  are  burdened 
with  a  high  rent  for  their  houses — or  who 
pay  too  much  for  their  food — that  they 
should  pay  ten  shillings  for  their  clothes, 
or  ten  shillings  for  their  shoes — when  they 
could  buy  them  elsewhere  for  seven  ?  It 
may  be  that  the  town  which  produces  the 
cheap  articles  requires  nothing  or  will  take 
in  return  nothing,  which  the  less  favoured 
town  produces.     Some  will  consider  that  a 


decisive  reason  for  withholding  custom  from 
strangers;  they  will  say — 

"  All  our  purchases  must  in  that  ease  be  made 
with  ready  money — all  the  gold  and  silver  coin 
will  be  sent  out  of  the  town,  and  nothing  left 
wherewith  to  pay  the  wages  of  labour,  and  con- 
duct the  ordinary  dealings  of  life." 

Do  not  believe  one  word  of  this.  Do  not 
believe  it  either  in  the  case  of  towns,  in  the 
same  country,  or  of  different  countries  in 
the  great  community  of  nations.  Each 
town  and  each  country  will  command  the 
amount  of  currency  which  it  requires  for 
its  own  purposes,  undisturbed  in  the 
slightest  degree  by  consulting  its  manifest 
interest,  namely,  by  purchasing  that  which 
it  wants  in  the  cheapest  market.  [Deriiive 
cheers.] 

Yes,  by  purchasing  that  which  it  wants 
in  the  cheapest  market.  You  consider  this 
a  very  low  and  unworthy  principle;  that  it 
is  a  doctrine  of  the  Manchester  school;  that 
it  is  a  novel  doctrine  of  some  speculative 
political  philosophers,  and  that  it  may  be 
safely  rejected.  But  this  doctrine  of  pur- 
chasing in  the  cheapest  market  is  not  a 
doctrine  of  speculative  philosophers  only. 
It  is  not  a  doctrine  introduced  by  modern 
economists.  It  is,  no  doubt,  a  doctrine 
sanctioned  expressly  and  directly  by  the 
authority  of  Adam  Smith.  It  is  the  doc- 
trine of  Say  and  of  Hume.  It  is  opposed 
to  a  doctrine  which  was  fashioned  some 
eighty  or  ninety  years  since,  of  which  auoh 
writers  as  Montesquieu  and  Voltaire  were 
the  patrons;  but  Smith,  and  Say,  and 
Hume,  demonstrated  the  true  principles 
which  ought  to  regulate  the  commercial 
policy  of  a  nation.  There  are  others, 
however,  besides  writers  on  political  eco- 
nomy,  who  have  adopted  those  doctrines. 
When  this  country  was  suffering  from  great 
depression  of  trade  in  the  year  1 820,  cer- 
tain practical  men,  merchants  and  bankers 
of  London,  presented  to  this  House  a  peti- 
tion under  the  sanction  of  the  honoured 
name  of  Alexander  Baring.  Those  mer- 
chants and  bankers  propounded  this  doc- 
trine— 

"  That  the  maxim  of  buying  in  the  cheapest 
market,  and  selling  in  the  dearest,  which  regu- 
lates every  merchant  in  his  individual  dealings,  is 
strictly  applicable  as  the  best  rule  for  the  traae  of 
the  whole  nation." 

In  that  memorable  petition,  it  was  ob- 
served— 

"  That,  although  as  a  matter  of  mere  diplomacy 
it  may  sometimes  answer  to  hold  out  the  removal 
of  particular  prohibitions  or  high  duties,  as  de- 
pending  upon  corresponding  ooneessioiks  hj  other 
Stotes  in  our  favour,  it  does  not  IbUow  that  we 
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Bbould  m&intain  our  restriotions  in  cases  where 
the  desired  concessions  on  their  part  cannot  be  ob- 
tained ;  our  restrictions  would  not  be  the  less  pre- 
judicial to  our  own  capital  and  industry  because 
other  GoTernments  persisted  in  preserring  impo- 
litic regulations.'* 

SMr.  Nbwdegate  :  What  is  the  year?] 
820.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  derive 
great  practical  benefit  from  the  perusal  of 
this  petition.  [Handing  the  volume  which 
contained  it  to  Mr,  Newdegate,]  That 
petition  was  presented  by  Lord  Ashburton 
when  Mr.  Alexander  Baring,  and  enforced 
by  him  with  the  greatest  earnestness. 

Mr.  newdegate  :  The  petition 
was  presented  the  year  after  your  Act  of 
1819. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  The  hon.  Member  says 
that  petition  was  presented  within  a  year 
of  1819.  We  will  discuss  the  Act  of  1819 
whenever  he  pleases;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, he  will  not  deny  that,  great  distress 
existing  in  1820,  whatever  be  the  cause 
in  which  it  originated,  the  merchants  and 
bankers  of  London  declared  to  the  House 
of  Commons  that  free  trade  was  the  pro- 
per remedy. 

It  is  said,  we  cannot  fight  hostile  tariffs 
with  free  imports.  That  is  an  epigram- 
matic form  of  stating  the  argument.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire explains  it  more  fully  when  he 
says,  that  the  only  way  in  which  we  can 
encounter  hostile  tariffs  is  by  countervail- 
ing duties.  Let  us  dispassionately  examine 
this  position.  Let  us  consider  it  in  its  ap- 
plication to  the  three  greatest  countries 
with  which  we  deal — Russia,  France,  and 
the  United  States.  Take,  first,  the  United 
States.  The  United  States  imposes  duties 
on  our  manufactures;  say,  20  per  cent  on 
our  cotton  goods.  With  such  a  rate  of 
duty,  we  maintain  a  not  very  successful 
competition  in  the  markets  of  the  United 
States.  What  course  are  we  to  take  ? 
We  ought,  it  is  said,  to  impose  coun- 
tervailing duties  on  American  produce. 
Would  it  be  wise  to  have  a  high  duty  on 
raw  cotton  ?  What  should  we  gain  by  it  ? 
A  complaint  is  made  on  the  part  of  the 
English  cotton  manufacturer.  He  says — 
**  I  meet  the  United  States*  manufacturer  in 
neutral  markets  ;  I  meet  him  in  his  own  market : 
in  the  latter  to  a  disadvantage,  but  in  the  neutral 
markets  I  maintain  my  ground." 

Shall  we  combat  the  hostile  tariff  of 
America  by  countervailing  duties  on  the 
produce  of  America — that  is,  chiefly  on 
raw  materials,  and  cotton  among  the  fore- 
most. Will  you  tell  me  how  you  favour 
the  English  manufacturer  by  imposing  a 


duty  upon  cotton  ?  What  other  class  in 
this  country  would  derive  any  advantage 
from  such  an  impost  ?  We  are  not  dealing 
with  any  exceptional  case,  such  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  petition  of  the  merchants 
of  London.  We  are  not  considering  the 
policy  of  a  duty  on  American  produce  as  a 
matter  of  mere  diplomacy,  for  the  purpose 
of  extorting  some  concessions  in  our  own 
favour.  We  are  discussing  whether  as  a 
principle  of  commercial  policy  the  hostile 
tariffs  of  other  countries  ought  to  be  com* 
bated  by  countervailing  duties.  1  contend 
against  that  doctrine.  1  say  you  will  more 
successfully  combat  the  disadvantages  un- 
der which  you  labour  from  hostile  tariffs 
by  buying  that  of  which  you  stand  in  need 
in  the  cheapest  market. 

Let  us  take  the  case  of  France.  France 
will  not  admit  our  hardwares  or  our  cotton 
goods.  How  should  we  deal  with  France  ? 
Should  we  impose  a  heavy  duty  on  her 
wines  ?  If  so,  you  are  going  to  reintro- 
duce the  principle  of  the  Methuen  Treaty 
into  your  legislation.  By  that  treaty,  be- 
cause Portugal  undertook  to  admit  our 
woollen  goods  at  low  rates  of  duty,  you 
admitted  her  wines  on  a  better  footing 
than  the  wines  of  France.  I  thought 
that  treaty  had  been  practically  abrogated 
with  the  unanimous  consent  of  all  persons 
of  experience  in  matters  of  trade.  In 
1845,  without  procuring  any  equivalent 
concessions  from  France,  we  reduced  the 
duty  on  foreign  brandy;  it  was  22$.  6d, 
per  gallon;  we  reduced  it  to  Ids,  What 
has  been  the  consequence?  Have  we 
suffered  from  that  course  ?  Has  the  ad- 
vantage been  an  advantage  to  Franoe 
alone  ?  If,  instead  of  reducing  the  duty 
from  22s,  6d,  to  15«.,  we  had  maintained 
the  high  duty,  we  should  have  had  to  pay 
a  higher  price  for  our  brandy,  and  cer- 
tainly should  have  gained  nothing  in 
revenue.  You  got  good  brandy,  by  legal 
trade,  at  a  less  price.  Has  the  revenue 
fallen  by  that  reduction?  In  1845,  the 
revenue  from  brandy  was  1,208,000^.,  the 
duty  was  22s.  6d,;  you  reduced  it  to  I5f., 
and  in  1848  the  revenue  was  l,207.000i. 
Thus  there  has  been  no  reduction  of  reye- 
nue,  an  increase  of  importation,  a  reduc- 
tion of  price  to  the  consumer,  a  reduction 
of  smuggling — every  advantage,  and  no 
corresponding  disadvantage.  What  should 
we  have  gained  by  fighting  in  this  case  of 
French  produce,  a  hostile  tariff  with  coun- 
tervailing duties  ? 

We  are  dissatisfied  with  Russia,  We 
think  the  Russian  is  a  restrictive  tariff. 
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Would  it  be  any  advantage  to  lay  a  heavy 
duty  on  the  raw  produce  of  Russia — upon 
her  tallow — ^upon  the  several  articles  im- 
ported from  that  country,  which  we  use  in 
our  own  manufactures  ? 

No  doubt  it  would  be  for  the  advantage 
of  trade — for  our  own  advantage,  and  for 
the  advantage  of  the  countries  with  which 
we  deal — that  hostile  tariffs  should  be  re- 
duced. It  is  nothing  but  the  private  in- 
terest of  powerful  individuals  that  induces 
the  Governments  of  those  countries,  to 
the  manifest  injury  of  the  great  body  of 
the  people,  to  keep  up  those  restrictive 
duties.  Unquestionable  as  would  be  the 
benefit  derived  from  their  reduction,  still  if 
that  benefit  cannot  be  obtained,  I  contend 
that  by  the  attempt  at  retaliation  you 
would  aggravate  your  own  loss.  Let  this 
also  be  borne  in  mind,  that  the  return  to  a 
retaliatory  system,  after  it  has  been  once 
abandoned,  is  infinitely  more  difficult  than 
the  continued  adherence  to  it  might  have 
been.  To  re-establish  duties  upon  the  im- 
port of  foreign  produce,  to  be  regulated  by 
the  principle  of  reciprocity,  would  be  ac- 
companied with  insuperable  difficulties. 
You  have,  in  my  opinion,  no  alternative 
but  to  maintain  that  degree  of  free  trade 
which  you  have  established,  and  gradually 
to  extend  it,  so  far  as  considerations  of 
revenue  will  permit. 

These  are  the  grounds  upon  which  I 
join  issue  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
upon  which  I  earnestly  deprecate  the  suc- 
cess of  a  Motion  which  would  displace  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  advocates  of  commercial 
freedom,  for  the  purpose  of  placing  in 
power  those  who  contend  for  countervailing 
duties,  who  would  establish,  that  which 
they  call  protection  to  domestic  industry, 
but  which,  I  believe,  would  be  nothing 
but  discouragement  and  detriment  to  that 
industry. 

Feeling  grateful  to  the  House  for  their 
attention,  I  proceed  to  the  last  topic  to 
which  I  shall  advert — that  which  formed 
a  principal  part  of  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  last — namely,  the 
agricultural  condition  of  the  country.  I 
view  the  depression  of  that  great  interest 
with  deep  concern.  I  deeply  regret  the 
suffering  that  prevails  among  the  agricul- 
turists. So  far  as  personal  interest  is 
concerned,  my  own  is  deeply  involved  in 
the  prosperity  of  agriculture.  If  that 
consideration  could  bias  for  a  moment  the 
views  of  a  public  man,  I  should  feel  as 
much  as  any  one,  even  on  that  account, 
the  depression  that  exists.     There  can  be 


no  question,  particularly  after  the  notice 
given  to-night  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stamford,  that  one  of  the 
consequences  of  the  success  of  this  Motion 
would  be  the  restoration  of  protection  to 
agriculture;  that  is  to  say,  the  reimposi- 
tion  of  duties  on  the  food  of  the  people. 
No  more  fatal  boon  could,  in  my  opinion, 
be  offered  to  the  agriculturists  than  any 
such  protection  as  that  which  you  profess 
to  give.  I  entreat  the  friends  of  agricul- 
ture— I  address  myself  especially  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  spoke  before  me — ^to  con-^ 
sider  the  real  value  of  this  protection. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  in  1836  the 
farmers  had  very  low  prices ;  but  then 
they  had  abundant  produce,  and  that  there 
were  no  complaints.  On  this  point  the 
noble  Lord  is  mistaken.  Abundant  pro- 
duce without  the  means  of  export  had 
caused  very  low  prices,  and  there  were  at 
the  same  time  loud  complaints  and  severe 
distress.  I  sat  with  other  Members  on  a 
Committee  which  inquired  into  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture,  and  which  attempted 
in  vain  to  suggest  a  remedy.  I  do  entreat 
the  noble  Lord's  attentive  consideration  to 
the  circumstances  of  that  period — to  the 
years  1833,  1834,  and  183&.  Protection 
to  domestic  produce  existed  in  the  highest 
degree.  The  duty  on  foreign  wheat,  when 
the  price  was  less  than  63f.  was  \L  As.  %d^ 
the  quarter ;  when  it  was  less  than  67«., 
IZ.  Qs,  8d;  when  it  was  under  62f.» 
H.  5s,  Sd, — abundant  protection,  surely, 
so  far  as  law  could  give  protection.  Meat 
was  absolutely  prohibited — animals  of  aU 
kinds  serving  for  subsistence  were  pro- 
hibited. Now  let  us  take  the  price  of 
wheat.  In  1833  the  average  price  was 
525.  lie?.;  the  lowest  price  of  the  year 
having  been  495.  2d.  In  1834  the  average 
price  was  46s.  2d. ;  the  lowest  price 
405.  6d,  In  1835  the  average  price  was 
395.  4<2.,  it  having  at  one  time  fallen  so 
low  as  365. ;  this  took  place  with  protection 
carried  to  an  extravagant  degree.  Was 
the  depression  of  price  owing  to  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  corn  ?  Certainly  not,  for 
foreign  corn  was  practically  prohibited  by 
the  amount  of  duty.  In  1833  the  whole 
amount  of  wheat  imported  was  82,000 
quarters;  in  1834,  64,000;  in  1835, 
28,000.  The  noble  Lord  says  there  were 
no  complaints.  I  do  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  there  are  no  complaints  now 
made  with  regard  to  the  state  of  agricul- 
ture at  the  present  period  which  at  all 
correspond  with  the  complaints  made  at 
that  time.     The  Committee  of  this  House 
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was  appointed  in  1836;  and  very  intelli- 
gent and  respectable  men  were  sent  to  re- 
present the  interests  of  agriculture,  and 
give  evidence  to  that  Committee.  I  will 
refer  to  that  given  by  the  first  six  of  the 
witnesses  deputed  on  the  part  of  the  agri- 
culturists to  represent  their  condition. 
The  evidence  of  others  is  in  concurrence 
with  their*s.  Now,  recollect,  you  had  had 
abundant  harvests,  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
com,  and  extravagant  protection.  And 
what  was  the  state  of  agriculture  ?  This 
is  the  account  of  it  given  by  the  witnesses 
to  whom  I  have  referred : — 

The  first  witness,  John  Buckwell,  says — 

"  Ho  fanned  700  acres  near  Lechhampstead, 
Buckinghamshire.  This  winter  had  sold  wheat 
at  4*.  fSt,  per  bushel.  The  lowest  price  at  which 
we  can  grow  wheat  is  5Qs.  a  quarter.  Now  we 
have  not  above  40*.  Within  twenty  years  there 
has  been  a  considerable  change  of  tenantry. 
When  new  ones  have  come  they  have  gone  within 
a  few  years." 

He  was  asked — 

"  Why  ? — Because  they  could  not  stand  any 
longer.  What  has  become  of  them  ? — They  have 
gone  to  the  workhouse.  Have  they  been  men  of 
prudence  and  character  ? — Yes,  in  general." 

John  Houghton,  the  next  witness,  farmed, 
on  his  own  account,  in  Berkshire,  Mid- 
dlesex, Northampton,  Sussex,  and  Buck- 
inghamshire. Received  rents  in  those 
counties,  and  also  Lincoln,  Surrey,  and 
Suffolk.  Wheat  ruinously  low  on  clay 
lands.  Rent  paid  out  of  capital.  Mr. 
Cayley  asked  him — 

"  At  what  period  did  this  distress  you  speak 
of  commence  ?--From  1828  and  1829.  Up  to  the 
present  period  we  have  been  gradually  getting 
worse." 

Mr.  John  Rolfe  was  the  next  witness;  he 
says — 

"  There  has  been  no  amelioration  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  farmer  since  1833.  The  very  reverse, 
continued  depression,  loss  of  capital,  and  ruin  to 
the  farmers.  You  do  not  speak  of  improvident 
men  ? — No.  I  know  several  farmers  that  are  on 
the  brink  of  ruin.  They  are  pennyless.  They  are 
really  hardworking,  industrious  men,  and  deserve 
every  encouragement.  They  are  sinking  in  con- 
lequence  of  the  &11  of  prices." 

Mr.  John  Curtis,  the  next  witness — 

"  Thinks  the  capital  of  the  farmer  has  consi- 
derably diminished.  Sees  an  alteration  for  the 
worse  in  the  farmers.  Last  year  paid  his  land- 
lord's rent  one-half  out  of  his  capital.  At  the 
present  price  of  produce  could  not  afford  to  pay 
any  rent  whatever  ;  and  that  is  the  case  generally 
with  the  fiirmers  in  his  neighbourhood." 

Mr.  John  Kemp  said — 

**  he  &rms  500  acres  in  Essex,  of  good  quality ; 
very  little  clay.  As  a  &rmer  you  are  in  distress  ? — 
Undoubtedly  so.    Has  that  distress  been  increas- 


ing gi*adually  ? — For  the  last  eight  years  we  were 
in  a  deplorable  condition.  The  capital  of  the 
farmers  has  very  much  diminished.  We  were  in 
in  that  state  in  1831.  But  for  the  good  crops  of 
1832,  half  the  farmers  in  our  country  would  hava 
been  obliged  to  stop." 

Mr.  William  Thurnall,  Camhridgeshire,  a 
farmer,  miller,  maltster,  oil  crusher,  and 
general  corn  merchant — 

**  farms  400  acres.  liOst  the  whole  rent  of  his 
farm  last  year,  and  300^.  the  year  before." 

Mr.  Cayley  asked  the  witness — 

"  What  is  the  condition  of  the  tenantry  generally 
in  your  neighbourhood  ? — I  think  verging  on  in- 
solvency generally — in  the  most  desperate  state 
that  men  can  possibly  be.  My  book  debts  with 
the  farmers  are  not  worth  10«.  in  the  pound.  I 
dare  scarcely  open  a  letter,  knowing  the  state  of 
the  farmers,  fearing  it  may  contain  notice  of  some 
bad  debt.  Ai*e  these  men  verging  on  insolvency, 
men  of  prudent  character  and  industrious  habits  ? 
— I  am  speaking  only  of  that  class  of  men.  I  would 
not  trouble  the  Committee  with  any  others.  And 
yet  they  are  on  the  verge  of  ruin  ? — ^Yes ;  not  only 
in  Cambridge,  but,  generally  speaking,  great  part 
of  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  and  Essex." 

That  is  the  evidence  of  the  first  six  wit-' 
nesses  examined  hy  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee; and  I  now  ask  the  nohle  Lord  the 
Memher  for  West  Sussex,  whether  he  is 
not  in  error  in  supposing  that  in  1835  the 
ahundance  of  produce  compensated  the 
farmer  for  the  lowness  of  price,  and  that 
there  were  no  complaints  from  the  farmers 
at  that  period  ? 

I  have  not  denied  that  there  is  at  pre- 
sent in  some  parts  of  the  country  severe 
agricultural  distress.  I  have  deeply  la- 
mented that  it  should  exist.  I  trust,  how- 
ever, that  the  gloomy  forehodings  as  to  the 
future  are  not  well  founded.  I  entreat 
those  who  are  suffering  to  remember  that 
heretofore  undue  apprehensions  have  been 
entertained.  When,  in  1842,  the  prohi- 
bition was  removed  from  the  import  of 
meat  and  cattle,  there  was  great  and  need- 
less alarm,  and  considerable  loss  was  the 
consequence.  I  entreat  them  to  consider, 
whether  it  be  not  possible  that  the  recent 
imports  of  foreign  corn  have  been  governed 
by  other  considerations  than  those  which 
influence  the  usual  course  of  trade;  whe- 
ther, from  the  disturbed  state  of.  some 
countries,  and  the  desire  of  converting  com 
into  money,  we  have  not  imported  more 
corn  than  we  should  otherwise  have  done; 
whether  there  has  not  been  in  some  cases 
a  great  loss  on  the  import  of  foreign  com, 
and  whether  our  own  produce  has  not  thus 
been  unduly  depreciated  in  consequence  of 
circumstances  unconnected  with  free  trade. 
That  is  my  impression.     I  entreat  them 
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also  to  consider  this,  that  you  never  could, 
in  the  present  state  of  puhlic  opinion,  have 
muntained  a  law  which  would  have  given  a 
guarantee  for  high  prices  in  unfavourable 
seasons.  In  the  south  and  west  of  Eng- 
land the  harvest  was  deficient — the  quality 
was  inferior — probably  much  of  the  wheat 
grown  was  not  worth  40*.  a  quarter.  It 
might  have  been  possible  to  devise  a  law 
which  should  have  raised  the  price  of  that 
inferior  corn  to  50*.  or  even  to  60^.  per 
quarter.  There  would,  in  that  case,  have 
been  some  temporary  compensation  for  de- 
ficient produce,  but  it  would  have  been  at 
the  risk  of  creating  disaffection  and  discon- 
tent, greatly  outweighing  the  advantage 
of  high  prices  gained  by  legislative  inter- 
vention. 

In  the  concluding  part  of  his  speech,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire alluded  to  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  classes.  He  said,  he  thought 
the  tendency  of  recent  legislation  had  been 
to  lower  their  condition.  He  described 
them  as  members  of  a  powerful  hierarchy, 
the  greatest  in  the  world.  That  is  a  ro- 
mantic and  poetical  view  of  their  condition. 
Let  me  indulge  in  a  more  prosaic,  but  more 
practical  view  of  the  real  condition  of  that 
class  of  this  great  hierarchy,  as  it  stood  in 
the  year  1842.  Let  me  take  the  position 
of  a  mechanic  at  Paisley,  or  of  a  labourer 
in  Dorsetshire,  or  one  of  the  southern  coun- 
ties. Let  me  suppose  that  in  1842  each 
of  them  was  in  the  receipt  of  \0s,  a  week, 
or,  let  us  say  125.  a  week  for  the  mechanic, 
and  8«.  for  the  labourer.  First,  consider 
the  deductions  you  ought  to  make  from 
this  12s.  and  8«.  a  week,  for  house  rent,  for 
clothes,  and  medical  attendance.  Suppose 
there  be  in  each  case  a  family  of  three  or  four 
children.  After  making  the  deductions  to 
which  I  have  referred  from  the  weekly  re- 
ceipt of  wages,  consider  what  are  the  va- 
rious articles,  the  absolute  necessaries  of 
life,  which  will  be  required  for  the  suste- 
nance of  such  a  family.  Then  review  the 
state  of  taxation  as  it  existed  in  January, 
1842,  so  far  as  those  articles  were  affected 
by  it,  and  you  cannot,  I  think,  justly  con- 
tend that  the  tendency  of  recent  legislation 
has  been  unfavourable  to  the  interests  of 
the  labouring  classes. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  Session  of 
1842— 

AU  Animus -Oxen.  Sheep,|  prohibited. 

Calves,  Swine,  were        ...  j  *^ 

Beef,  fresh,  or  slightly  salted  ...  prohibited. 

Pork»  fresh       prohibited. 

On  salted  Beef,  a  duty  of        ...  12«.  per  cwt. 
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12#.  per  cwt. 
28«.  per  cwt. 

2s.  per  cwt. 

8#.  per  cwt. 
28#.  per  cwt. 
10«.  6(2.  cwt. 
20«.  per  cwt. 
6d#.i<2.perowt. 


Pork,  freth       

Bacon  ...  

Potatoes  ...  

Lard       

Hams,  of  all  kinds       

Cheese  ...  

Butter  

Tallow  Candles  

If  the  price  of  Wheat  was  65«. 

per  quarter  ...  duty  26*.  8rf. 

Oats,  25«.  per  quarter  „        9«.  Zd. 

Barley,  dd«.  per  quarter  ,.      12«.  4<i. 

Indian  com,  the  great  resoxirce  of  the 
Irish  people  during  the  famine  of  1846 
and  1847,  had  a  duty  attached  to  it  equal 
to  that  on  barley,  and  varying  with  the 
price  of  barley. 

Sir,  it  pleased  this  House  to  repeal  some 
and  to  reduce  others  of  those  duties.  My 
belief  is,  that  a  wiser  decision  than  that  to 
which  you  came — to  subject  property  to 
direct  taxation  within  certain  limits — to 
remove  the  prohibition  upon  foreign  cattle 
— to  permit  swine  and  sheep  to  be  imported 
— to  reduce  the  duty  on  com,  on  sugar,  on 
lard,  on  butter,  and  on  cheese — ^you  never 
made.  My  belief  is  that  you  have  been 
amply  repaid  for  any  loss  you  may  have 
sustained  by  that  reduction;  that  you  have 
gained  the  confidence  and  goodwill  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  this  country,  by  part- 
ing with  that  which  was  thought  to  be  di- 
rectly for  the  benefit  of  the  landed  interest. 
It  was  that  confidence  in  the  generosity 
and  justice  of  Parliament  which  in  no  smaU 
degree  enabled  you  to  pass  triumphantly 
through  that  storm  which  convulsed  other 
nations  during  the  year  1848.  If,  in  1842, 
and  the  following  years,  you  had  not  made 
those  reductions,  had  not  subjected  pro- 
perty to  direct  taxation,  in  order  that  you 
might  relieve  the  labouring  classes  from  the 
manifold  impositions  to  which  their  sub- 
sistence was  liable,  such  is  the  strength  of 
your  institutions,  that  you  would  no  doubt 
have  rode  out  the  storm,  but  you  would 
not  have  rode  it  out  with  the  satisfaction 
of  feeling  that  in  the  hour  of  peril  you  had 
the  cordial  support,  the  confidence  and 
goodwill  of  those  who  depend  for  their  sub- 
sistence on  the  wages  of  labour. 

Your  metropolis  did  indeed  present  a 
majestic  spectacle,  when  160,0CK}  men,  of 
the  middle  and  working  Glasses,  were 
ranged  in  her  streets  in  the  support  of 
authority;  with  the  determination,  without 
reference  to  party  distinctions,  to  preserve 
the  peace  of  this  city,  and  to  defeat  the 
designs  of  the  disaffected.  But  it  is  my 
belief  that  the  metropolis  did  not  exhibit  a 
perfect  and  complete  example  of  the  spirit 
by  which  this  country  was  animated.     You 
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most  go  elsewhere  before  you  can  fully 
estimate  the  true  state  of  the  public  feel- 
ing at  that  critical  period.  Yo  must  go  to 
the  great  seats  of  manufacturing  industry 
— ^to  Stockport,  to  Paisley,  to  Manchester 
— to  the  mines — to  the  collieries — to  dis- 
tricts not  subject  to  the  various  influences 
which,  in  a  great  metropolis,  are  combined 
in  favour  of  order  and  the  maintenance  of 
authority.  No,  it  is  not  London  that  I 
would  select  as  the  best  example  of  the 
resolution  which  pervaded  this  country  to 
maintain  its  laws  and  constitution.  I  would 
look  to  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  to 
Lancashire,  to  places  where,  in  former 
periods — in  such  times  as  1818  and  18\9 
— social  order  has  been  shaken  to  its 
foundation.  In  those  districts,  since  the 
year  1846,  the  manufacturing  interests 
have  been  deeply  depressed,  there  has  been 
great  want  of  employment,  great  suffering 
from  many  privations.  But  see  the  pa- 
tience and  resignation  with  which  that 
suffering  has  been  borne;  see  how  the  in- 
habitants of  these  districts  have  conducted 
themselves,  when,  in  combination  with  suf- 
fering and  privation,  they  have  had  before 
their  eyes  the  example  of  Irish  disaffection 
—of  revolutionary  violence  in  France— of 
oontinental  thrones  subverted — of  almost 
nniversal  anarchy  where  before  there  had 
been  peace. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  the  report  as  to  the 
state  of  Manchester,  made  by  the  chief 
officer  of  police.  It  bears  date  the  19th 
April,  1849. 

He  observes — 

*'  In  presenting  these  returns,  it  is  impossible 
to  avoid  referring  with  pride  and  satisfaction  to 
the  state  of  this  borough  during  that  period  of 
excitement  and  anxiety  which  occurred  early  in 
the  past  year.  Slight  disturbances  did  certainly 
take  phioe ;  but  when  all  circumstances  are  con- 
sidered, it  will  be,  I  think,  generally  felt  that  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  have  stronger  or  more  satis> 
&ctory  evidence  of  the  general  intelligence,  and 
loyal  and  peaceable  character  of  the  population 
around  us,  than  was  afforded  by  the  events  which 
ooeurred  during  the  period  referred  to.  Whilst 
gratefully  acknowledging — as  one  having  some 
degree  of  official  responsibility  in  the  maintenance 
of  order — ^the  firmness,  vigilance,  and  watchful 
eare  manifested  for  the  preservation  of  the  peace 
by  the  mayor  and  magistrates,  the  active  organi- 
sation of  districts  by  the  committees  of  the  coun- 
cil, and  the  liberality  of  that  body  in  granting 
eflioient  assistance  to  the  ordinary  police,  as  also 
the  invaluable  co-operation  and  assistance  so 
readily  afforded  by  the  owners  of  warehouses, 
shops,  and  property  and  by  those  in  their  em- 
ploj,  I  venture  to  suggest  that  this  borough  was 
uidebted  to  a  still  larger  extent  to  the  working 
MS  and  the  mill  operatives,  for  the  mainten- 
I  of  order:  to  that  important  class,  for  their 


expressive  disapproval  of,  and  absenoe  of  sym- 
pathy with,  the  proceedings  of  the  few  disorderly 
and  disaffected  individuals  who  sought  to  create 
disturbance ;  for  their  determination  to  continue 
at  their  ordinary  employment,  and  to  resist  any 
attempt  at  interference ;  and  for  the  promptitude 
with  which  they  at  once  agreed  to  be  associated 
for  the  protection  of  the  property  of  their  em- 
ployers, we  are  unquestionably  indebted  more  than 
to  any  other  source  for  the  success  which  happily 
crowned  the  efforts  of  the  authorities  to  preserve 
the  peace  and  protect  the  property  within  this 
borough,  during  a  period  of  almost  unprecedented 
excitement  and  alarm,  and  of  great  privation  and 
distress. 

Surely  these  are'significant  facts — surely 
these  are  decisive  proofs  that  the  policy 
you  adopted  in  removing  the  duty  on  arti* 
cles  of  first  necessity,  was  a  wise  policy. 
That  which  was  done  was  no  act  of  a  saga- 
cious Minister — the  coming  crisis  was  not 
foreseen  by  statesmen.  It  was  no  lucky 
accident.  It  is  my  firm  belief  that  it 
pleased  Almighty  God  to  hearken  to  your 
prayers.  It  pleased  him  to  turn  **  your 
dearth  and  scarcity,'*  into  "  cheapness  and 
plenty,*'  and  so  to  direct  and  prosper  your 
consultations,  that  upon  the  eve  of  a  great 
calamity,  standing  on  the  brink  of  a  great 
precipice,  you  established  "peace  and 
happiness,*'  on  the  foundations  of  "  truth 
and  justice."  You  have  reaped  the  fruits 
of  that  policy.  You  have  passed  unscathed 
through  the  sternest  trials  to  which  the 
institutions  of  nations  were  ever  subjected. 
You  have  stood  erect  amid  the  convulsions 
of  Europe.  And  now  you  are  to  have  a 
proposal  made  to  you  of  some  paltry  fixed 
duty  upon  corn.  Consider  what  this  is. 
If  it  be  5$,  on  wheat,  it  will  give  a  duty  of 
2s.  6d,  on  barley,  and  2$,  on  oats;  that  is, 
Is.  6d,  on  barley,  and  Is.  on  oats  more 
than  you  have  at  present.  It  is  an  equi- 
vocal advantage  at  the  best.  But  by  every 
consideration  which  can  influence  consist- 
ent and  rational  legislators — by  the  high- 
est suggestions  of  a  generous  policy — by 
the  coldest  calculations  of  a  low  and  selfish 
prudence,  I  do  implore  you  to  reject  this 
proffered  boon.  I  implore  you  not  to  bar- 
ter  away  the  glorious  heritage  for  which 
you  are  indebted  to  your  sagacious  and 
timely  policy — for  the  most  worthless  con- 
sideration for  which,  since  the  days  of  him 
who  sold  his  birthright  for  a  mess  of  pot- 
tage, the  greatest  advantage  was  ever  sur- 
rendered. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY :  Sir,  I 
hope  the  House  will  be  kind  enough  to  give 
me  its  indulgence  for  a  short  time,  seeing 
the  great  disadvantage  that  I  should  rise 
under  any  circumstances,  in  endeavoariDg 
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to  answer  my  right  hon.  Friend;  but  parti- 
cularly on  the  present  occasion,  when  the 
hour  is  so  late  (past  twelve  o'clock).  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  made  a  very  able  and 
a  very  lengthy  speech,  and  on  both  those 
grounds  I  hope  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.  My  right  hon.  Friend  began  his 
speech  by  saying,  that  the  question  that 
we  had  that  night  to  decide  was,  whe- 
ther we  were  to  retain  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government  in  office,  or  reverse  the 
commercial  policy  of  this  country.  Now, 
Sir,  if  that  was  the  question,  with  all 
my  respect  for  the  talent  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  I  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  deciding  in  favour  of  what 
I  believe  to  be  true,  and  essential  to  the 
material  interests  of  the  country;  for  I 
cannot  agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  the  inheritance  that  we  have  from 
his  measure  is  one  that  we  ought  to  en- 
deavour to  retain.  We  ought  rather  to 
part  with  it  on  the  first  opportunity  that 
presents  itself;  and  if  the  House  will  grant 
me  its  indulgence,  I  think,  even  at  this  late 
hour,  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  I  have 
some  grounds  for  saying  so.  Sir,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  began  by  thanking  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
for  the  admission  that  he  made  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech,  when  he  admitted 
that  great  prosperity  prevailed  in  1846. 
My  hon.  Friend  did  make  that  admission; 
but  that  prosperity  prevailed  before  the 
operation  of  the  tariff  of  1846,  or  the  Com 
Repeal  Bill  of  February,  1849.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  says  that  the  principle  of  those 
measures  was  the  same;  that  the  tariff  of 
1842  embodied  the  principles  of  the  mea- 
sure of  1846.  Now,  in  that  is  involved 
the  whole  of  the  question.  There  is  no 
doubt  that,  if  protection  is  rated  too  high, 
it  is  a  most  dangerous  principle;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  is  no  doubt  that  if 
you  reduce  it  below  those  moderate  duties 
which  1  believe  are  the  best  calculated  to 
promote  the  welfare  of  any  country  —  I 
say,  that  if  you  reduce  it  below  that  stand- 
ard, you  must  expect  the  results  that  you 
have  had.  But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Sheffield  said  the 
other  night  (and  it  was  repeated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  this  evening),  if  you  had 
not  passed  these  measures — and  I  assume 
that  the  corn-law  repeal  is  more  directly 
adverted  to — what  would  have  become  of 
you  in  February,  1848,  when  the  whole 
continent  of  Europe  was  convulsed,  and 
thrones  were  toppling  down  ?  Why,  Sir, 
the  alteration  of  the  law  in  1846  could  not 


have  occasioned  to  you  an  exception  from 
convulsion  and  anarchy,  when  the  duty  on 
corn  was  higher  at  that  very  time  by  3^. 
per  quarter  than  it  could  have  been  under 
the  Bill  of  1842.  The  repeal  of  the  corn 
law,  under  the  Bill  of  1846,  did  not  come 
into  full  operation  until  twelve  months  after 
the  revolution  of  February,  1848,  and 
therefore  that  measure  could  not  have 
saved  you  from  political  convulsions. 
When  we  venture  to  trace  the  distress 
that  now  universally  prevails  throughout 
the  country  to  the  measure  of  1846,  and 
the  passing  of  the  Corn  Law  Repeal  Bill 
in  February,  1849,  my  right  hon*  Friend 
tells  us  that  free  trade  has  not  had  a  fair 
trial,  and  that  we  have  no  right  to  impute 
the  present  distress  to  those  measures; 
whilst  on  the  other  hand  he  maintains  that 
our  freedom  from  revolution  was  owing  to 
the  Bill  passed  in  1846,  and  which  did  not 
come  into  full  operation  until  1849— only 
five  months  ago  I  To  such  ludicrous  in- 
consistencies are  even  very  talented  men 
reduced  when  they  attempt  to  hold  up  a 
system  which,  in  my  conscience,  1  believe 
was  founded  upon  a  most  erroneous  poHcy, 
and  which  will  prove  most  injurious  to  the 
welfare  of  this  country.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  said  that,  notwithstanding  the 
abundance  of  corn  in  1836,  the  farmer  was 
more  depressed  than  he  is  now;  but  there 
is  this  very  great  distinction  between  the 
case  of  the  farmer  then  and  now — ^he  might 
then  be  disposed  to  attribute  the  depres- 
sion to  accidental  circumstances  over  which 
the  Legislature  of  the  country  had  no  con- 
trol; whereas,  at  the  present  time,  you  tell 
the  farmer  that  you  have  passed  measures 
in  order  to  produce  low  prices.  That  is 
the  object  of  our  measure.  We  have  gained 
that  object.  We  have  gained  those  low 
prices.  You  say  to  them,  "We  won't 
repeal  the  law  which  has  given  you  these 
low  prices:  we  admit  that  these  low  prices 
are  the  cause  of  your  depressed  state,  but 
we  will  do  nothing  to  reUeve  you."  But, 
Sir,  that  was  not  the  case  in  1836.  The 
case  then  was  of  a  temporary  nature,  and 
Parliament  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  pro- 
mised to  do  their  utmost  to  relieve  the  fir- 
mer from  his  depression.  The  cases,  then, 
are  totally  different.  The  farmers  now 
said,  "  We  had  confidence  then  in  the 
honour  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
now  we  have  none  whatever  —  the  only 
remedy  for  us  now  is  the  poorhouse  or 
the  colonies."  Now,  Sir,  we  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer, and  the  effect  which  thia  change 
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in  the  com  laws  has  had  upon  him.  I 
stated  to  the  House  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  I  now  repeat  the  statement, 
and  defy  contradiction,  that  in  Lincoln- 
shire, at  all  events,  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer is  infinitely  worse  off  than  at  the 
time  of  high  prices  and  high  wages.  The 
wages  of  the  agricultural  labourer  in  Lin- 
colnshire have  been  reduced  from  I2s»  to 
lOf.,  whilst  the  cost  of  the  articles  of  con- 
sumption has  been  so  only  to  the  amount  of 
15d.  ;  BO  that  the  agricultural  labourer 
is  out  of  pocket  9d.  in  the  week.  Those 
facts  are  derived  from  the  statements  of 
the  labourers  themselves  taken  by  par- 
ties anxious  to  obtain  correct  informa- 
tion; and  I  venture  to  say  no  one  will 
contradict  them.  There  are  a  variety  of 
topics  on  which  I  should  have  liked  very 
much  to  dilate,  but  at  this  late  hour  I 
would  not  presume  so  much  upon  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House.  I  will,  therefore, 
go  at  once  to  that  which  I  consider  the 
most  important  part  of  the  question — ^the 
condition  of  the  labourer.  I  have  already 
alluded  to  the  condition  of  the  agi-icultural 
labourers,  as  far  as  I  know,  not  in  my  own 
district.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  read  a 
letter  from  Nottingham,  from,  I  presume, 
a  master  manufacturer.  I  will  read  an- 
other from  the  secretary  of  the  Stocking- 
makers'  Association  in  that  town :  it  is 
but  fair  that  the  House  should  hear  both 
tides  of  the  question.  I  may  state  that 
some  time  ago  I  was  called  upon  by  the 
operatives  of  Nottingham  to  afford  them 
Bome  relief  under  the  privations  they  were 
then  suffering,  and  now  suffering,  I  am 
Borry  to  say.  I  wrote  to  inquire  what 
were  the  wages  they  received  when  they 
■truck,  and  what  was  the  advance  they 
struck  for.  They  replied  that  the  wages 
they  received  at  the  time  they  struck  was 
5$,  6d.  a  week,  and  they  struck  for  a  rise 
of  1*.  6d.,  or  7s.  a  week.  Can  any  one 
say  that  this  is  a  condition  with  which  any 
man  could  be  content  ?  It  may  be  inevit- 
able, but  I  say  that  wc  ought  to  inquire, 
at  all  events,  into  these  things;  and  I  call 
upon  the  Hoase,  therefore,  to  vote  for  the 
ICotion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire.  I  will  now  read  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Emerson.     He  says — 

••  Certain  I  am,  thit  if  we  had  more  friends  to 
the  cause  of  labour  and  of  native  industry,  the 
cause  of  the  poor  operative  and  labourer  would 
be  better  attended  to.  I  can  with  confidenco  as- 
wate  you  that  the  operatives  in  the  framework 
knitting  trade  have  been  deluded,  and  now  begin 
to  see  the  folly  of  free-trade  principles  and  that 
putj — [they  are  now  speaking,  I  believe,  of  gen- 


tlemen of  the  Manchester  school],  and  that  party 
they  find  to  be  the  greatest  enemies  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  One  of  the  greatest  manufiioturera 
of  Nottingham  told  the  deputation  which  waited 
upon  him  on  Monday  last,  that  he  was  astonished 
at  their  impudence  in  asking  for  an  advance  now 
that  bread  and  provisions  were  so  cheap. " 

What  a  man  must  this  be !  When  these 
poor  fellows,  starving  on  a  miserable  pit- 
tance of  5s,  Qd,  per  week,  go  to  ask  for 
7s,,  he  tells  them  he  is  surprised  at  their 
impudence  !  I  should  not  be  surprised  if 
this  were  the  very  master  mauufacturer 
who  wrote  the  letter  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet.    Mr.  Emerson  proceeds — 

"  The  time  has  arrived  when  the  working 
classes  have  determined  not  to  be  deluded  by  that 
class  of  men  for  the  future,  for  they  invariably 
find  them  [the  Manchester  school]  the  greatest 
enemies  to  the  working  men." 

But  if  the  House  will  allow  me  I  will  come 
much  nearer  to  the  question,  and  show  you 
that,  if  you  really  desire  to  benefit  the 
people,  you  must  grant  the  inquiry  my 
hon.  Friend  asks  for.  I  have  here  a  re- 
turn which  shows  the  reduction  of  wages, 
since  1845,  in  every  species  of  manufac- 
ture, in  Manchester,  compared  with  the 
reduction  in  the  price  of  provisions.  I  do 
not  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
in  his  place,  but  there  are  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  can  tell  me  if  this  return  be 
false.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  other  evening,  said  that  of  course 
there  would  appear  a  reduction  of  wages 
if  we  compared  1845  with  1849,  because 
the  Ten  Hours  Bill  had  passed,  and  it  was 
not  to  be  expected  that  the  workmen  would 
be  paid  the  same  wages  for  working  ten 
hours  that  they  were  for  working  sixteen 
hours.  But  the  reduction  of  wages  shown 
in  this  table  is  not  effected  by  that;  as  the 
House  will  perceive,  it  gives  the  reduction 
in  the  price  paid,  and  not  upon  the  time 
the  weavers  are  at  work  : — 

"  Effects  of  Free  Trade  on  British  Industry,  being 
a  comparate  View  of  the  Rates  of  Wages 
given  in  and  about  Manchester  in  the  years 
1846-6  and  1849. 

"  In  the  year  1846,  for  weaving  75  cotton  hand- 
kerchiefs, in  a  36  reed,  the  sum  of  is,  Qd,  was 
paid  ;  and  in  the  year  1849,  for  the  same  amount 
of  work,  the  sum  of  Ss.  Sd.  is  given. 

"  In  the  year  1846-6,  for  weaving  a  36  check, 
54  yards  long,  the  sum  of  3«.  6(2.  was  paid ;  for 
weaving  the  same  quantity  in  1849,  not  more  than 
28.  Id,  is  given. 

"  In  the  years  1845-6,  for  weaving  64  yards  of 
a  plaid,  the  sum  of  As.  6d.  was  paid  ;  but  in  the 
year  1849,  for  weaving  66  yards  of  the  same  work, 
the  sum  of  3*.  is  given. 
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"  In  the  year  1847,  for  weaying  a  44  check,  30 
inches  wide,  44  picks  to  the  inch,  the  sum  of 
4t.  Id,  was  paid ;  for  weaving  the  same  kind  of 
work,  with  48  picks  in  the  inch,  and  68  yards 
long,  the  sum  of  d<.  3(2.  is  paid  in  the  year  1849. 

"  For  weaving  67  yards  of  chambrey,  contain- 
ing \A  lbs.  of  weft,  the  sum  of  6j.  was  paid  in  the 
year  1846 ;  for  weaving  70  yards  of  the  same 
work,  containing  17  lbs.  of  weft,  the  sum  of  58,  is 
paid  in  the  year  1849. 

«*  For  weaving  30  yards  of  a  mixed  dress  piece, 
a  mixture  of  silk,  woollen,  and  cotton,  in  a  110 
reed,  60  picks  in  the  inch,  the  sum  of  10«.  was 
paid  in  the  year  1845  ;  for  weaving  35  yards  of 
the  same  work,  containing  62  picks  in  the  inch, 
the  sum  of  7«.  is  paid  in  the  year  1849. 

"  For  weaving  in  a  44  reed  a  cotton  check 
piece,  30  inches  wide,  44  picks  to  the  inch,  and  64 
yards  long,  the  sum  of  3«.  is  paid,  out  of  which 
^\d,  is  allowed  for  winding.  An  active  weaver, 
by  working  15  hours  per  day,  will  finish  two  of 
them  in  a  week. 

"  For  weaving  144  gross  yards  of  inch  wide 
float  lace,  the  sum  of  Is.  10(2.  was  paid  in  the  year 
1846.  For  weaving  the  same  amount  of  work  in 
1849,  the  sum  of  1«.  4(2.  is  paid.  A  weaver  will 
produce  about  12  gross  per  week. 

"  For  weaving  144  yards  of  inch  wide  Oris 
lace,  the  sum  of  4«.  6(2.  was  paid  in  the  year  1846. 
For  weaving  the  same  quantity  of  work  in  the 
year  1849,  the  sum  of  3s.  is  paid,  being  a  reduc- 
tion of  1«.  6(2.  per  gross  yards. 

"  In  April,  1849,  for  a  dress  piece,  composed  of 
cotton  and  woollen,  wove  in  a  72  reed,  60  picks  in 
the  inch,  and  26  yards  long,  Messrs.  Ashbury, 
Critchley,  and  Armstrong,  in  Mosley-street,  Man- 
chester, paid  the  sum  of  68.  for  weaving  ;  and  in 
June  the  same  persons  do  not  pay  more  than 
28.  9(2.  for  weaving  the  same  work. 

"  To  iron  moulders  the  sum  of  36*.  per  week 
was  paid  in  the  year  1846 ;  but  in  1849  their  wages 
yary  from  24«.  to  30«.  per  week,  and  there  are 
cases  in  which  a  less  amount  of  wages  is  given. 

"  Machine  smiths,  in  the  year  1846,  were  paid 
28«.  per  week  ;  and  in  the  year  1849  their  wages 
average  about  24«.  per  week. 

"  Coal  miners  of  Lancashire  were  paid  for  get- 
ting coal,  3s.  per  yard  for  cutting,  and  58,  per 
quarter,  being  3  tons-  weight,  in  the  year  1846  ; 
but  in  the  year  1849  they  are  paid  Is.  6(2.  per 
yard  for  cutting,  and  3s.  9(2.  per  quarter,  being  3 
tons  weight. 

"  To  silk  hat-body  makers  the  sum  of  8*.  per 
dozen  was  paid  ;  but  in  the  year  1849  they  are 
paid  6s.  per  dozen.  A  man  will  produce  about 
four  dozen  per  week. 

"  Silk  hat  finishers  were  paid  Os.  per  dozen  for 
finishing  in  the  year  1846  ;  and  in  the  year  1849 
they  are  paid  5s.  per  dozen.  A  man  will  finish 
about  four  dozen  per  week. 

"  Cotton  spinning. — For  spinning  117  counts, 
on  mules  of  648  spindles,  the  sum  of  *ld.  per  lb. 
was  paid  in  the  year  1846  ;  for  the  same  counts 
and  number  of  spindles,  the  sum  of  6^.  per  lb.  is 
paid  in  the  year  1849." 

t,       the  other  side,  I  have  the  reduction 
expenditure  of  those  who  have  been 
in  their  wages : — 


An  Estimate  of  the  Expenses  of  a  Man,  with  a 
Wife  and  Two  Children,  in  the  Year  1849,  as 
compared  with  1845-6,  presuming  that  his  Ear- 
nings were  20s.  per  Week  in  1845-6,  and  not 
more  than  15s.  per  Week  in  1849  ;  which  is  the 
case  with  too  many  Operatives  in  the  Manufac- 
turing Districts. 

p    .     Gain  at  25 
In  the  Years  1845-6.  ^^^^       per  cent 

^"®®-  Reduction. 
Coat,  waistcoat,  and  trowsers,  £.  t.  d,  £.  8.  d, 
average  amount  of  expense  2  10  0    0  12    6 

One  hat,  ditto  0  10  0    0    2    6 

Shoes,  ditto  0  15  0     0     3     9 

Two  pairs  of  stockings  0    3  4    0    0  10 

Cloth  for  two  shirts,  presum- 
ing them  to  be  made  by  wife  0    5  0    0     13 

Handkerchiefs  0    4  0    0     10 

Shoes,  stockings,  and  wearing 
apparel  for  wife  and  children  5    0  0     15     0 

Bedding,  Ac 0  12  6    0    3     IJ 

l,5001bs.  of  bread,  presumed  to  be  re- 
duced lr(2.  per  lb 3    2     0 

lOOlbs.  of  sugar,  ditto  1(2.  per  lb 0    8    4 

71b8.  of  tea,  ditto  Is.  per  lb 0    7    0 

71b8.  of  coffee,  ditto  4(2.  per  lb 0    2     4 

401bs.  of  candles,  ditto  1(2.  per  lb.   ...     0    3    4 
78  cwt.  of  coals,  ditto  Id.  per  cwt. ...     0    6    6 
The  prices  of  butcher's  meat,  bacon, 
bacon,  and  potatoes,  house-rent,  and 
poor-rates,   not   higher  in   1845-6 
than  in  1849. 
Gain  on  purchases  in  1849,  as  <$om*     '     ■ 

pared  with  prices  in  1845-6 6  19  11} 

The  wages  of  an  operative  in  1849  be- 
ing reduced  5s.  per  week  as  com- 
pared with  the  years  1845-6,'  the 
loss  per  annum  to  each  of  such  ope- 
ratives is 13    0,0 

Net  loss  per  annum  to  a  man  with  ' 

wife  and  two  children  6    0     0| 

I  do  not  say  that  this  is  to  he  relied  npon 
implicitly;  but  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  read  letters,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  read  letters,  from  different  —  I 
suppose — master  manufacturers,  it  is  hut 
fair  that  the  accounts  of  the  poor  opera- 
tives themselves  should  he  laid  before  the 
House,  and  that  the  House  should  allow 
the  Committee  mj  hon.  Friend  has  called 
for  to  investigate  which  is  right  and  which 
is  wrong.  I  must  now  allude  to  an  ohser- 
vation  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  who  stated 
that  employment  is  the  one  thing  needed 
in  this  country,  and  that  it  is  the  want  of 
employment  which  is  increasing  our  poor- 
rates,  and  filling  our  gaols  and  workhouses. 
To  this  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said,  he  had  great  hopes  that  employment 
would  improve,  and  that  there  would  not 
he  that  want  much  longer  in  this  country; 
and  he  hoped  that,  hecause  he  trusted  to 
the  energy  of  the  farmers — to  their  skill 
and  to  their  capital.  As  a  rejoinder  to 
that,  I  will  mention  one  faot,  which  will 
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shaw  the  distress  that  prevails  amongst 
the  agriculturists  more  than  anything  I 
could  say  if  I  were  to  talk  for  an  hour. 
In  Lincolnshire,  a  county  which  is  supposed 
not  to  he  equally  distressed  with  some 
others,  one  of  the  most  respectable  agri- 
cultural implement  makers  in  the  kingdom, 
whose  work  and  whose  prices  have  given 
the  greatest  possible  satisfaction,  a  resi- 
dent in  that  county,  states  that  in  June, 
J  845,  he  paid  in  wages  130^.  16^.;  and  in 
June,  1849,  ^21,  14s.,  or  less  than  one- 
half.  In  that  month,  in  1845,  he  employed 
120  men,  and  in  1849  only  50.  This,  of 
course,  has  had  a  most  distressing  effect 
upon  the  small  shopkeepers  and  traders  in 
the  place  where  these  men  were  employed. 
•*  This  faUing  off,"  says  he,  '*  is  entirely 
owing  to  the  low  price  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce, the  farmer  not  being  able  to  pay  for 
implements,  although  the  value  of  imple- 
ments in  the  cultivation  of  land  is  more 
than  ever  understood.*'  I  therefore  ask, 
what  chance  is  there  of  more  employment  ? 
What  chance  is  there,  I  say,  when  the 
number  of  implements  employed  is  re- 
duced one-half,  because  the  farmer  has  not 
capital  wherewith  to  purchase  them  ?  I 
must  be  allowed  to  make  one  remark  in 
reference  to  what  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  who  stated 
that  the  exports  had  fallen  off  7,000,000?. 
in  value  since  1845-6.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said — 

••  Of  course  there  must  be  a  great  diminution 
in  the  value  of  our  exports,  when  we  consider  the 
redaction  in  the  cost  of  the  raw  material,  the 
price  of  provisions,  and  the  rate  of  wages. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  raw  material,  I 
cannot  admit  that  the  counti-y  suffers  from 
the  reduced  value  of  our  export  in  conse- 
quence of  the  reduction  in  cost  of  the  raw 
material.  The  market  value  of  the  whole 
of  the  articles  of  cotton  manufacture,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Burn,  in  his  statistics  of 
the  cotton  trade  in  1845,  was  22,409,988?., 
and  in  1848,  18,791,414?.,  being  a  falling 
off  of  22  per  cent  in  value.  The  quantity, 
according  to  the  customs  returns,  dimin- 
ished at  the  rate  of  12  per  cent,  leaving 
hut  10  per  cent  as  the  depression  of  price. 
As  the  cost  of  the  raw  material  forms  but 
(me- third  of  the  cost  of  the  manufactures, 
the  net  value,  exclusive  of  raw  material, 
would  amount  to  12,527,610?.,  10  per 
cent  depression  upon  which  would  be 
1^52,761?.,  the  net  loss  to  British  in- 
dnttrj.  With  regard  to  an  increase  in 
our  exports  in  the  last  four  months,  that 


is,  in  my  opinion,  mainly  owing  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  reduction  of  the  sale  in  the 
home  market;  and  if  the  agricultural  in- 
terest should  ever  again  be  in  a  prosperous 
condition,  the  exports  will  again  fall  off  as 
the  home  market  absorbs  its  accustomed 
quantity.  But  I  believe  there  is  another 
reason  for  that  increase — I  believe  that  a 
great  portion  of  these  increased  exports 
have  been  sent  to  America  in  anticipation 
of  the  increased  tariff  which  America  will 
shortly  possess.  But  the  great  argument 
of  free-traders  in  accounting  for  the  fall- 
ing off  in  the  exports  is,  that  it  is  in 
cbn sequence  of  continental  disturbances. 
What!  are  you,  the  advocates  of  free 
trade,  to  come  forward  with  that  as  an  ex- 
cuse for  your  declining  trade?  Did  not 
we  warn  you  what  the  consequence  would 
be  of  giving  up  our  home  markets  ?  Did 
not  we  tell  you  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence of  giving  up  a  market  which  you 
had  under  your  control,  and  relying  upon 
the  markets  of  the  foreigner  ?  Why,  your 
system  has  as  yet  only  partially  come  into 
operation,  and  yet  you  venture  to  tell  us 
that  the  failure  of  your  continental  market 
has  reduced  your  exports.  But  I  tell  you 
that  you  exaggerate  that  cause.  Do  not 
think  the  continental  market  affords  you 
any  excuse  for  the  failure  of  your  fan- 
tastic and  visionary  theories.  No  doubt 
the  consumption  of  the  disturbed  districts 
has  been  reduced  greatly;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  has  been  a  much  less  produc- 
tion in  those  countries.  The  consumers 
of  your  goods — the  mass  of  the  consumers 
— lie  in  the  agricultural  districts  of  the 
Continent:  the  continental  producers  are 
located  in  the  towns.  The  disturbances 
took  place  principally  in  the  towns,  and 
the  consumption  was  not  materially  de- 
creased, while  the  foreign  production  was 
largely  decreased.  Look  at  the  state  of 
France :  the  workmen  were  on  the  barri- 
cades, and,  of  course,  were  unable  to  work ; 
but  even  in  Paris  the  consumption  did  not 
stop.  The  revolutionary  blouse  and  the 
red  cap  were  everywhere  worn,  and,  in- 
stead of  our  manufactures  decreasing, 
many  manufacturers  turned  their  attention 
to  the  production  of  the  material  for  the 
construction  of  the  new  style  of  dress. 
In  the  report  of  the  inspectors  of  factories, 
we  learn  something  of  your  foreign  trade. 
Mr.  R.  J.  Saunders,  one  of  the  factory 
inspectors,  enters  somewhat  minutely  into 
details,  and  makes  his  deductions  and  cal- 
culations from  the  information  he  has  ac- 
quired.   He  says — 
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"  The  state  of  tr<ide  in  Lancashire  and  some 
parts  of  Yorkshire  during  the  last  two  months  of 
1848  and  the  four  first  months  of  1840,  has  varied 
so  much  from  different  circumstances  as  almost 
to  preclude  the  possibility  of  speaking  truly  upon 
them.  At  the  beginning  of  that  period  it  is  known 
that  there  were  very  large  stocks  of  woollens. 
The  manufacture  of  railway  covers  and  revolu- 
tionary blouses  has  not  only  absorbed  the  greater 
portion  of  them,  but  the  manufacturers  have 
turned  their  attention  to  that  trade." 

There  is  one  further  passage  so  impor- 
tant that  I  must  heg  the  attention  of  the 
House : — 

"  Every  business  in  the  early  part  of  the  year 
was  brisk:  the  mills  were  working  ISJ  hours 
per  day,  with  relays  of  young  children  ;  but  that 
was  only  a  temporary  improvement.  It  has  now 
generally  fallen  off;  many  of  the  largest  cotton 
mills  work  only  three  days  a  week ;  and  in  some 
districts  it  is  necessary,  for  the  sake  of  employ- 
ment, to  obtain  garden  allotments  for  the  clo- 
thiers, in  order  to  eke  out  the  partial  employment 
given  them  by  the  manufacturers." 

I  fear,  therefore,  that  there  must  he  a 
great  set-oif  against  these  increased  ex- 
ports. I  fear  that  consignments  of  wool- 
len goods  often  take  the  place  of  real  de- 
mand, and  that,  in  a  period  of  apparent 
prosperity,  the  fulness  of  work  is  not  oc- 
curred hy  a  legitimate  demand.  I  fear 
that  is  the  case  at  the  present  moment, 
and  I  have  good  reason  to  helieve  so  from 
this  report.  I  will  only  make  one  further 
allusion.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer taunted  the  other  night  the  country 
gentlemen  of  England  with  a  desire  to  in- 
crease their  rents,  to  pay  their  mortgages, 
and  maintain  their  families  at  the  expense 
of  the  labouring  man.  If  that  statement 
had  been  made  by  a  hired  delegate  of  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League,  I  might  have 
understood  it;  but  when  it  is  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons,  if  I  have  a  voice 
sufficient  left  me,  it  shall  not  be  passed 
over  here  altogether  in  silence.  In  1846, 
when  the  country  gentlemen  of  England 
were  deserted  by  their  natural  friends — 
when  the  country  gentlemen  of  England 
were  derided,  as  it  was  not  surprising  they 
should  be,  by  their  opponents,  they  did 
not  flinch  from  the  opinions  they  had  ever 
maintained  —  they  did  not  flinch  in  the 
hour  of  trial.  And  why  were  they  thus 
unyielding  ?  It  was  because  they  were 
convinced  by  reason  and  by  argument, 
that  in  maintaining  protection  they  were 
not  maintaining  it  simply  for  their  own 
benefit,  but  because  they  were  maintaining 
a  system  which,  in  their  consciences,  they 
believed  to  be  conducive  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  all  classes  in  this  mighty  em- 


pire. It  was  that  feeling  which  supported 
them  in  their  trials,  opposed  as  they  were 
by  some  of  the  leading  and  ablest  men  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  And  now,  in  the 
year  1849,  when  those  principles  had  re- 
ceived the  confirmation  of  time  and  the 
sanction  of  experience,  they  were  not  likely 
to  abandon  them,  notwithstanding  taunts, 
let  them  come  from  whence  they  may. 
We  read  in  the  defence  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  this  night  the  knowledge  which  he 
had  of  the  weakness  of  the  cause  which  he 
so  ably  endeavoured  to  support,  and  we 
also  read  that  the  prophecy  which  was 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  will  very  shortly  be  ful- 
filled. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  should  he 
wanting  in  respect  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  made  this  Motion,  and  to  his  sup- 
porters, if  I  were  not  to  state  some,  at 
least,  of  the  grounds  upon  which  I  think  I 
am  justified  in  resisting  that  Motion.  I 
may  say,  that  so  far  as  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  is  concerned  in  the  present 
state  of  aflairs,  I  should  rest  satisfied  with 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  must  say, 
also,  that  with  regard  to  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  the  commercial  policy  of  the  last 
seven  years,  it  would  be  the  height  of  pre- 
sumption in  me  to  enter  into  the  consider- 
ation of  those  topics,  or  to  attempt  to  de« 
fend  those  principles,  after  the  able  and, 
as  I  think,  unanswerable  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth.  But  we  have  before  us  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Motion,  asking  that  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  be  displaced,  and  that  a  new 
Ministry  be  formed  on  the  ground  of  the 
restoration  of  protection.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman quoted,  at  the  end  of  his  speech, 
an  eloquent  passage  from  Cicero,  to  the 
effect  that  he  saw  no  other  end  to  con- 
cession except  the  destruction  of  the  Re- 
public. But  the  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to 
have  thought  that  Cicero  was  wanting  in 
resurces,  add  that,  if  he  had  but  thought 
of  a  Motion  on  the  state  of  the  nation, 
some  remedy  might  have  been  found  for 
such  a  state  of  despair ;  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  after  he  had  described  the  many 
woes  which  we  were  enduring— ^fter  de- 
tailing the  distress  which  was  felt  in  every 
part  of  the  country — after  informing  us 
that,  so  far  as  he  could  learn,  the  state  of 
the  country  was  one  of  suffering  without 
hope,  as  dreadful  almost  as  that  which 
Dante  has  described  to  be  the  state  .of  the 
condemned  spirits — he  then  proposed,  oa 
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the  ground  of  this  miserahle  state  of  the 
nation,  to  displace  the  Government,  though 
he  gave  us  no  hint  as  to  what  those  mea- 
sures are  hy  which  he  expects  to  revive 
the  hopes  of  the  country.  But  we  have 
got  some  further  light  thrown  upon  it  to- 
night, because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stamford,  the  future 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  has  told  us 
—reversing  the  order  of  things,  exhibiting 
a  precipitation,  and  almost  juvenile  ardour, 
on  this  question,  and  before  he  has  ac- 
cepted the  seals  of  office,  before  he  is  pro- 
perly entitled  to  bring  forward  the  mea- 
sures of  his  Government,  announcing  what 
those  measures  are — that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  already  given  notice  that 
he  means  to  propose  a  moderate  fixed 
duty.  We  have,  then,  the  statements, 
left  out  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion, 
of  what  is  to  be  the  result  if  that  Motion 
is  carried.  Now,  I  must  take  notice  of 
one  or  two  of  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  referred  to  an  official  re- 
turn, which  I,  in  compliance  with  his 
wishes,  had  produced,  with  respect  to  the 
increase  of  the  poor-rates,  and  he  said  that 
that  return  alone  would  justify  him  in  ask- 
ing the  House  to  agree  to  his  Motion.  I 
think  he  came  rather  late  with  that  con- 
vincing reason  for  his  Motion.  That  re- 
turn was  a  return  of  the  expenses  under 
"the  poor-law  for  the  year  ending  May-day, 
184o ;  and,  therefore,  comprising  three- 
fourths  of  the  year  1847,  and  only  one 
quarter  of  the  year  1848.  That  was  a 
year  which  was  unfortunately  distinguished 
by  the  calamity  of  the  great  famine  in  Ire- 
land— by  a  very  great  want  of  food  in  this 
country — by  a  commercial  convulsion,  and 
by  other  disastrous  circumstances,  which 
fully  account  for  the  great  increase  in  the 
poor-rates  of  that  year.  But  I  should 
Aardly  have  thought  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  selected  that  as  a  peculiar 
year  of  calamity,  because  his  argument  is, 
that  a  high  price  of  corn  is  almost  synony- 
mous with  a  happy  condition  of  the  la- 
bouring classes.  The  year  1847  has  been 
distinguished  from  almost  every  year  for 
the  last  twenty  or  twenty-five  years,  as 
being  remarkable  for  the  high  price  of 
com  that  then  prevailed,  so  that  the  very 
instance  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  gives 
OS,  instead  of  being  an  argument  in  fa- 
vour, is  a  conclusive  argument  against  his 
Motion,  because  it  shows  the  calamity  was 
caused  by  a  high  price  of  food,  and  he 
Bays,  if  you  give  me  a  Committee  on  the 
Utate  of  the  nation,  I  will  show  you  how 
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you  may  always  ensure  a  high  price  of 
food.  A  more  complete  fallacy  than  that 
involved  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment can  hardly  be  conceived.  With  re- 
spect to  some  later  intelligence  which  is 
found  in  official  returns  which  1  happen  to 
have  received  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Poor  Law  Commissioner,  I  beg  to 
inform  the  House  that  the  state  of  the 
country  since  that  return  was  made  up,  to 
Lady-day,  1848,  shows  an  improvement 
among  those  persons  who  seek  refuge  in 
the  poorhouse,  or  receive  outdoor  relief 
from  the  poor-rates.  These  returns  are 
not  sent  faulty.  They  have  been  audited  ; 
and  I  find  that  there  are  returns  from  106 
unions  for  the  year  ending  Lady-day, 
1849,  from  which  it  appears  that  there 
has  been  a  decreased  expenditure  in  eighty- 
seven  unions,  and  an  increase  in  only  nine- 
teen ;  and  of  these  only  about  twelve  are 
purely  agricultural  unions.  So  that,  as 
far  as  these  returns  go,  we  have  every 
reason  to  think  that  there  is  an  improve- 
ment, and  not  a  falling-off,  in  the  condition 
of  the  agricultural  classes.  Then,  with 
respect  to  the  expenditure — the  expendi- 
ture of  these  unions  in  the  year  ending 
Lady. day,  1848,  was  860,870^  ;  in  the 
year  ending  Lady-day,  1 849,  only  799, 1 51 1. 
So  that,  by  having  somewhat  later  intel- 
ligence than  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am 
enabled,  in  some  respects,  to  throw  a  more 
cheering  light  upon  those  circumstances 
which  he  appears  to  think  so  very  dark 
and  gloomy.  With  respect  to  the  coun- 
ties, 1  will  read  the  names  of  those  in 
which  the  returns  from  the  unions  show 
a  decrease  of  expenditure,  and  not  one 
of  them  an  increase.  They  are — Bed- 
ford, Bucks,  Devon,  Dorset,  Essex, 
Gloucester,  Huntingdon,  Lincoln,  Nor- 
folk, Northampton,  Somerset,  Southamp- 
ton, Suffolk,  Sussex,  and  Wilts  ;  almost 
all  of  them  agricultural  counties,  and 
many  of  them  remarkable  for  being  those 
in  which  poor  relief  has  been  carried  to 
the  greatest  extent.  But  I  will  take  the 
unions  in  one  county  only,  and  giving  a 
return  which  is  still  later  than  these,  state 
to  the  House  with  regard  to  the  six  unions 
in  the  county  of  Bedford,  what  has  been 
the  result  as  to  the  number  of  persons  re- 
ceiving indoor  and  the  number  receiving 
outdoor  relief.  In  the  midsummer  quarter, 
1848,  the  number  receiving  indoor  was 
1,007  ;  1849,  901.  The  expense  of  out- 
door relief,  1848,  5S21 ;  1849,  543/.  So 
that,  so  far  from  the  state  of  the  country 
having  become  worse  (as  the  hon.  Gentle-» 
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man  supposes),  it  has,  according  to  the 
latest  official  accounts  we  have  received, 
been  improved.  Now,  I  do  not  mean  by 
this  to  say  that  there  is  not  considerable 
distress  in  some  of  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts ;  but  I  think  those  who  heard  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  whose 
memory  carries  them  back  to  that  time, 
will  remember  that  in  1836,  to  which  he 
refers,  and  in  various  other  years,  we  have 
been  asked  to  appoint  Agricultural  Com- 
mittees in  consequence  of  the  number  of 
petitions  relating  to  agricultural  distress; 
and  those  petitions  were  constantly  founded 
upon  the  very  low  price  of  corn,  and  the 
statement  that  with  those  prices  it  was 
impossible  for  the  farmer  to  obtain  a  re- 
munerative return  for  his  produce.  So 
that  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  present 
distress  is  the  consequence  of  the  intro- 
duction of  free  trade,  and  the  complete 
abolition  of  the  corn  law.  But  1  can  well 
understand  that  there  may  be  a  period  at 
which  it  is  advisable  to  impose  a  moderate 
duty  upon  com  ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  1  think  that  true  as  the 
principles  of  free  trade  are,  undoubted  as 
are  the  principles  laid  down  by  Adam 
Smith,  yet  when  a  nation  has  been  some 
time  living  under  laws  which  induce  men 
to  expect  a  higher  price  than  their  articles 
will  naturally  fetch,  it  may  then  be  wise 
to  make  a  change  gradually,  to  depart 
from  your  high  and  excessive  protection, 
and  give  a  moderate  fixed  duty  upon  com, 
as  the  means  at  once  of  enabling  the  peo- 
ple to  obtain  their  com  cheaper,  and  at 
the  same  time  making  the  transition  for 
the  agricultural  interest  less  abmpt.  But 
was  no  such  proposal  ever  made  ?  Is  the 
proposal  for  a  moderate  fixed  duty  thought 
of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  for  the  first  time  ?  And 
what  was  the  way  in  which  that  proposi- 
tion was  received?  Why,  when  it  would 
have  been  a  wise  proposition  when  the 
people  of  this  country,  who  were  asking 
for  a  change  of  the  com  law,  would  have 
considered  it  a  generous  and  spontaneous 
concession — when  it  would  at  once  have 
lowered  the  price  generally  of  food  to  the 
people,  and  have  enabled  the  agriculturist 
to  prepare  for  those  further  changes  which 
the  laws  of  economical  science  would  finally 
have  required — I  say  when  it  might  have 
been,  and  as  I  believe  would  have  been,  a 
wise  change,  then  there  was  the  most 
violent,  the  most  clamorous,  the  most  per- 
tinacious opposition  to  it.  But  now,  when 
the  corn  laws  have  been  utterly  abolished 


— when  the  people  of  this  country  have 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  no  law 
interposes  in  the  way  of  their  obtaining 
the  articles  of  their  subsistence  at  the 
cheapest  price  at  which  commerce,  trade, 
and  agriculture  can  bring  them  to  them — 
when  they  have  already  tasted  the  fruits 
of  that  liberty  of  commerce — ^when  they 
are  contented  with  the  Legislature  because 
the  Legislature  has  given  them  this  bene^* 
fit,  and  taken  away  all  the  shackles  to 
that  trade,  then  when  it  would  be  utterly 
unwise — then  when  it  would  be  almost 
madness  to  attempt  the  imposition  of  a 
duty,  that  is  the  time  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  treated  this  proposition  with  the 
utmost  scorn  at  a  former  period,  come 
down  and  make  the  proposition  to  the 
House.  It  is  certainly  a  singular  thing, 
that  having  asked  two  great  interests,  the 
agricultural  and  the  West  Indian  colonial 
interest,  to  agree  to  a  duty  of  8«.  upon 
corn,  and  12^.  upon  foreign  sugar,  I  should 
have  heard  on  the  part  of  those  who  pride 
themselves  on  being  the  protectionists  in 
this  House,  and  who  wish  to  restore  pro* 
tection,  a  proposal  in  the  year  1848  for  a 
temporary  duty  of  10«.  upon  sugar,  and 
that  in  the  year  1849  I  should  see  peti- 
tions presented  and  a  Motion  made  for  "a 
moderate  fixed  duty  upon  com."  I  cannot 
say  that  their  adoption  now  of  a  proposi- 
tion very  much  resembling  those  made  in 
former  days,  favours  the  opinion  that  they 
suit  their  propositions  to  the  circumstances. 
At  the  former  period,  these  propositions 
would  have  been  carried  into  effect  if  they 
had  consented  to  them,  with  very  great  ma- 
jorities— almost  with  unanimity;  but  then 
nothing  would  induce  them  to  hear  of  such 
a  proposition.  Now,  when  as  I  must  Bay,  I 
think  there  is  scarcely  a  chance  of  success, 
and  when  their  success  would,  as  I  believe, 
be  far  more  fatal  to  their  political  influence 
than  the  utter  rejection  of  their  proposi- 
tion, that  is  the  time  in  which  they  tiiink 
it  wise  and  statesmanlike  to  make  die  pro- 
posal. I  have  stated  with  regard  to  the 
agricultural  interest,  and  especially  to 
that  retum  upon  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman relied,  that  there  are  well-founded 
reasons,  from  retums  equally  official,  of 
a  later  date,  to  think  that  there  are 
better  prospects  for  the  labouring  clasaea 
than  he  represents.  Now,  with  regard 
to  our  manufacturing  interests,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  quoted  some  of  the  returns 
of  the  first  four  months  of  the  year; 
since  that  time  there  have  been  produced 
to    the  House    an   account  of  our    txr 
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ports  for  the  first  five  months — to  June  of 
this  year.  It  appears,  taking  the  cotton 
manufacturers,  the  linen,  the  silk,  the 
woollen  (the  four  great  branches),  that 
these  are  the  results  :— 

Exports  of  cotton  manufactured  in 


yarn  in  the  first  five  months  in  the 

lbs. 

year  1848 

8,716,000 

Ditto  in  1849           

10,113,000 

Linen  manufactured,  and  in  yam  ex- 

ported, during  the  first  five  months 

of  the  year  1848 

1,373,000 

Ditto  in  1849           

1,523,000 

Exports  of  manufactured  silk  in  the 

first  five  months  of  the  year  1848 

184,000 

Ditto  in  the  year  1849,  notwithstand- 

ing the  circumstances  which  have 

b^  mentioned  as  calculated  to  di- 

minish the  export 

232,000 

Wool  manufactured  and  in  yam,  ex- 

ported  during  the  past  five  months 

of  the  year  1848 

2,274,000 

Ditto  in  1849           

2,695,000 

Showing  a  very  considerable  increase  in 
each  of  those  great  articles  of  our  manu- 
facture. The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
accounts  for  any  increase  there  may  be  by 
lagring  that  the  demand  at  home  has  fallen 
ofr,  and  that  the  manufacturers  have  no- 
thing for  it  but  to  send  out  goods  abroad. 
Why,  certainly  the  explanation  is  conveni- 
ent; hut  I  think  it  would  hardly  do  that 
we  should  year  after  year  be  lamenting 
over  the  increase  of  our  manufactures,  and 
laying,  "Here  is  an  increase  of  3,000,000?. 
or  4,000,000?.  this  year — ^liow  very  bad 
the  home  market  must  be.  It  is  quite  evi- 
dent, from  the  great  export  of  our  manu- 
factures, that  poor  people  at  home  are  un- 
aWe  to  consume  them.  *  *  [The  Marquess  of 
Grakbt  :  I  said  there  was  a  great  diminu- 
tion in  value.]  Well,  I  should  certainly 
proceed  upon  the  inference,  if  there  is  a 
very  considerable  increase  in  the  export  of 
our  manufactures,  that  they  are  in  a  better 
state  than  in  the  commencement  of  1848, 
and  making  some  progress  towards  a 
flotiriBhing  condition;  and  that  inference  is, 
M  I  believe,  confirmed  by  the  accounts  re- 
eeived  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  and 
¥y  the  official  letters  of  persons  employed 
in  the  different  branches  of  the  Adminis- 
tralaon,  written  from  the  chief  seats  of  our 
manufactures.  So  that  it  appears,  that 
with  respect  to  the  agricultural  interest — 
although  certain  portions  of  that  interest  are 
distressed — there  is  an  improvement  in  re- 
gard to  the  number  of  persons  seeking  relief 
mm  the  poor-rates,  and  that  with  respect 
to  <mr  Bianufacturing  interests,  there  is  a 


considerable  revival  of  demiypd,  and  an  in- 
creased activity  in  the  main  branches  of 
manufacture.  And  I  think  we  are  not 
justified — I  am  glad  in  saying  we  are  not 
justified — in  holding  that  desponding  opin- 
ion which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire would  induce  us  to  hold  upon 
this  most  important  subject.  There  is 
another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House — though  at  tins 
late  hour  I  will  not  read  the  figures — ^and 
that  is,  the  very  great  increase  of  consump- 
tion in  some  of  the  main  articles  consumed 
by  the  people  of  this  country.  From  1842 
to  1848,  there  was  an  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  coffee  of  30  per  cent;  of 
sugar,  60  per  cent;  of  tea,  24;  of  cocoa, 
30;  of  currants,  93;  of  raisins,  22;  and 
of  cotton,  as  computed  to  have  been  con- 
sumed in  goods  at  home,  of  35  per  cent. 
So  that  we  have  an  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  those  articles  which  are  in 
most  general  use  amongst  the  lower  classes 
of  the  people  of  this  country  far  exceeding 
any  increase  in  the  amount  of  the  popula- 
tion. There  is  another  point  to  which  also 
1  wish  to  call  attention,  because  I  think  it 
applies  not  only  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire, who  would  induce  us  to  take  such 
gloomy  views  upon  the  subject,  but  also  to 
the  language  used  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montrose,  who  would  fain  in- 
duce us  to  think  that  the  people  were  con* 
tinually  becoming  worse  in  condition,  and 
daily  finding  it  more  and  more  difficult  to 
obtain  the  articles  of  ordinary  consump- 
tion. With  respect  to  wheat  in  1818,  the 
average  price  was  98s.;  in  1828,  60^.  5d,; 
in  1838,  645.  7d.;  in  1848.  50$.  6d.  If 
I  take  the  prices  of  some  of  those  colonial 
articles  to  which  I  have  just  adverted, 
taking,  of  course,  into  account  the  dimi- 
nution of  duty  applying  to  many  of  them, 
I  find  the  following  were  the  prices  in 
1818,  1828,  1838,  and  1848:— 


Articles. 


Coffee,  per  cwt 

Sugar       „      

Tea,Congou,perlb, 
Rice,  per  cwt 


1818. 


1828. 


1838. 


£  s.£s.  d. 
8  17  7  6  0 
3    6jd     1  0 

0  5  0    4  3 

1  lell  14  0 

I 


1848. 


£«.  d. 
«  17  0 
1  18  0 
0    3  11 
0  16  0 


In  the  raw  materials  of  manufacture  there 
has  been  a  progressive  reduction  in  the 
prices,  duty  paid,  of  the  same  given 
quantity,  as  the  figures  before  me  will 
show : — 
3B2 
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Articles. 


Cotton  wool — 
Bowed    Geor- 
gia, per  lb.. 
Fkx,  per  ton, 
Hemp,  per  ton 
*  Wool,  Spanish, 
per  lb. ... 


1818. 


£  8,d. 


0  1  6 
70  0  0 
49  0  0 

0  0  6 


1828. 


£  8.d. 


1838. 


£  8.d. 


0  0  7  0  0  7 
36  0  0  35  0  0 
43  10  030  0  0 


0     8  3 


0  2  8 


1848. 


£  t.  d. 


0     0    4i 
32     0    0 
28  10    0 

0     1  10 


Cotton  yarn,  in  1815,  5s.\  1848,  M,  per  lb. 
Similar  reductions  to  these  have  taken 
place  in  the  price  of  leather,  which  is 
likewise  a  great  article  of  consumption 
amongst  the  poorer  classes  of  our  people. 
Now,  although  great  reduction  in  the 
prices  of  these  articles  of  consumption 
might  be  supposed  to  show  an  increase  in 
the  comforts  of  the  people,  the  proof  is 
objected  to  on  this  ground.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  and 
others  say  that  there  is  a  similar  amount 
of  taxation  to  what  there  was  in  former 
years.  I  oym.  I  consider  that  that  which 
this  House  would  most  naturally  look  to  is, 
whether  the  people  have  the  enjoyment  of 
articles  of  general  consumption  in  greater 
quantities  than  they  had  before.  Now, 
taking  any  article,  such  as  sugar,  you 
may  find  that  the  duty  has  been  recovering 
in  some  degree  the  effect  of  the  diminu- 
tion that  has  been  made.  But  if  you  find 
that  the  people  obtain  300,000  tons  of 
sugar  at  the  price  at  which  they  obtained 
200,000  tons  twelve  years  ago,  that,  I 
think,  is  a  proof  that  they  have  greater 
means  of  enjoyment ;  and  although  they 
may  lay  out  as  much  money  as  formerly  in 
the  purchase  of  this  article,  yet  the  proof 
that  they  have  half  as  much  sugar  again 
as  they  had  is  a  proof  that  they  are  better 
off,  and  that  they  are  in  the  enjoyment  of 
a  larger  share  of  the  comforts  of  life.  I 
do  not  like,  after  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
and  at  this  late  hour,  to  go  further  into 
these  details.  But  there  are  one  or  two 
questions  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Buckinp^hamshire  has  touched 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did 
not  advert  to,  and  which  did  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth.  Sir,  I  do  feci  that  I  am  bound 
generally  to  say,  with  regard  to  the  Minis- 
try of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be  the 
head,  that  the  difiiculties  that  we  have 
found  in  our  way  have  been  very  great, 
and  that  we  have  not  shrunk  from  meet- 
ing them,  and  encountering  them  with  the 


best  remedies  that  we  could  devise.  Sir, 
in  the  year  1847,  there  was  a  great  com- 
mercial convulsion.  There  were  great 
doubts  whether  our  currency  could  stand 
the  shock  to  which  it  was  exposed.  We 
met  it  by  a  measure  undei*taken  upon  our 
own  responsibility,  which  was  afterwards 
unanimously  approved  by  this  House  on 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stamford.  That  measure 
has  not  been  followed  by  the  evil  conse- 
quences which  were  predicted.  I  remem- 
ber an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — [Mr. 
Spooner  :  Hear,  hear!] — accompany- 
ing a  deputation  to  me,  and  when  I  men- 
tioned that  gold  was  coming  into  the  Bank, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  rebuked  my  foolish 
hopes  and  presumption,  and  said,  "  If  you 
think  that  gold  will  remain  in  the  Bank, 
you  are  very  much  mistaken.  It  will  go 
into  the  country,  and  you  will  have  no 
benefit  whatsoever  from  it."  Such  were 
the  predictions  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man pronounced.  Such  were  the  pre- 
dictions of  the  results  on  the  measures 
we  took  for  the  restoration  of  confidence; 
but  we  adhered  to  it,  and  it  was  success- 
ful, and,  without  risk  or  danger,  it  brought 
us  through  this  period  of  very  considerable 
difiiculty  to  the  commercial  classes  of  this 
country.  I  remember  that  some  merchants 
of  this  city  of  London  said»  that  I  had  no 
despondency  on  that  subject.  I  thought 
it  not  right  to  express  any.  I  thought 
that  the  enterprise  of  the  merchants  of  this 
city  would  carry  us  through  the  difiiculty; 
and  as  I  saw  no  reason  for  despondency, 
I  declared  openly  that  I  believed  there  was 
none.  In  the  course  of  last  year  the  con- 
vulsions of  the  Continent  excited  the  hopes 
of  some  very  guilty  men  in  this  country 
who  have  since  been  convicted.  It  was  ne- 
cessary that  we  should  take  measures  for 
preserving  the  peace  of  this  country.  We 
relied  on  the  great  body  of  the  people 
being  strongly  attached  to  the  constitu- 
tion and  to  the  Sovereign  of  this  country. 
Sir,  we  were  not  deceived  in  that  confi- 
dence; and  it  will  always  be  a  matter  of 
pride  to  me  that  I  had  the  honour  to  be 
one  of  the  Government  of  this  country  on 
that  occasion.  Another  subject  to  which 
an  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  at  oon- 
siderable  length,  but  upon  which  I  need 
not  follow  him,  having  frequently  spoken 
on  that  subject,  was  with  respect  to  the 
famine  in  Ireland.  I  am  far  from  pre- 
tending that  the  measures  we  took  could 
stop  a  famine  of  that  kind.  It  was  im- 
possible that  we  should  be  able  to  do  so. 
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or  that  any  system  of  public  works  could 
be  entirely  satisfactory.  But  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  very  fair  matter  of  reproach 
from  a  native  of  Ireland  and  an  Irish  re- 
presentative to  say  that  the  Government 
has  been  too  lavish  in  proposing  to  this 
House  to  exert  the  energies  of  this  country 
in  endeavouring  to  relievo  the  disasters  of 
that  country.  With  respect  to  the  other 
dangers  of  Ireland,  there,  as  in  England, 
the  energy  shown  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  saved  Ireland  from  great  calamities. 
The  danger  having  passed  away  may  be 
laughed  at  now;  but  there  was  a  very  ex- 
tensive conspiracy,  and  one  which  might 
have  disturbed  the  peace  of  that  country, 
and  cost  many  lives.  There  were  con- 
siderable danp^ers  in  the  course  of  the  three 
years  in  which  we  have  been  in  office,  in 
dealing  with  which  we  have  shown  no  hesi- 
tation, and  I  trust  no  want  of  courage. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
has  adverted  to  our  foreign  policy;  but  on 
that  subject  instead  of  proving  any  crime 
or  negligence  on  our  part,  he  did  but  re- 
peat that  common  and  vulgar  accusation 
which  is  made  against  us,  that  we  have 
been  everywhere  stirring  up  insurrection 
and  fomenting  revolution.  I  repeat  that 
this  assertion  is  utterly  baseless  and  un- 
founded, and  that  there  is  no  ground  for 
that  imputation.  The  Governments  upon 
the  Continent,  being  in  ignorance  probably 
of  the  feelings  of  the  people  about  them, 
and  not  having  provided  by  due  and  timely 
concession  for  the  rights  of  their  subjects, 
were  astonished  at  the  revolutions  which 
broke  out.  I  do  not  conceal  my  opinion  on 
this  subject,  or  my  sympathy  with  the 
toast  of  **  Civil  and  religious  liberty  all 
over  the  world."  That  is  my  feeling;  but 
we  should  not  be  justified  in  intei-ference 
in  these  countries  without  the  greatest  and 
most  overflowing  necessity  on  the  part  of 
this  country.  During  this  whole  period 
our  course  has  been  to  keep  aloof  from  the 
greater  part  of  these  transactions,  to  pre- 
serve quiet  and  tranquillity  at  home,  and 
to  be  ready  to  use  our  influence  with  fo- 
reign countries,  but  not  being  disposed  to 
interfere  in  those  contests  which  arc  taking 
place  there.  Sir,  there  is  another  part  of 
our  policy,  and  that  is,  amid  all  the  changes 
of  the  Govenimcnt  in  France,  we  have 
thought  it  right  to  preserve  the  most 
friendly  relations  with  that  country;  and  I 
must  say  that  the  preservation  of  those 
friendly  relations  has  enabled  the  varying 
Qovemments  of  France  to  preserve  a  tone 
of  moderation  which  they  would  with  diffi- 


culty have  kept  if  they  could  have  said  that 
England  was  hostile  to  them  and  to  their 
rights.  Sir,  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  the 
intimate  union  of  France  with  this  country 
tends  to  preserve  the  peace  of  Europe  and 
the  world.  And  although  we  have  not 
agreed  with  the  French  Government  in 
every  step  which  they  have  taken,  and  al- 
though we  have  not  given  our  concurrence 
with  them  in  every  one  of  their  measures, 
we  have  no  reason  to  suspect  their  inten- 
tions or  their  honour,  with  regard  to  the 
pacification  of  other  countries,  and  we  see 
no  design  on  their  part  to  violate  the  trea- 
ties by  which  the  peace  of  Europe  has  been 
so  long  preserved.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, he  says,  that  if  you  look  to  the 
three  years  during  which  the  Government 
have  been  in  office,  you  will  find  that  we 
have  no  longer  the  same  peace  abroad,  that 
we  have  an  unparalleled  amount  of  suffer- 
ing at  home,  and  that  we  have  a  great 
famine  in  Ireland,  in  consequence  of  which 
numbers  are  suffering  extreme  distress  at 
the  present  moment.  But  when  he  pro- 
ceeds from  this  to  lay  these  charges  as 
matters  of  blame  upon  the  Government, 
without  reasoning  on  his  allegations,  I 
claim  the  verdict  of  the  House  upon  these 
points.  I  do  not  ask  them  to  say  that 
they  approve  of  all  the  measures  we  have 
taken,  but  I  ask  them  not  to  lay  upon  us 
the  blame  or  the  results  of  calamities  which 
it  was  impossible  for  any  Government  to 
have  prevented.  These  are  calamities 
which  it  has  pleased  Divine  Providence  to 
bring  upon  portions  of  this  country.  They 
may  be,  as  I  trust,  and  as  I  hope  they  will 
be,  the  commencement  of  an  altered  and 
of  a  better  system.  An  ancient  poet, 
speaking  with  that  mixture  of  fable  which 
was  common  in  his  time,  said — 

"  Jupiter  hie  risit,  tcuipcstatesquc  scrcna) 
Risenint  omncs  visu  Jovis  omnipotcntis.*' 

We,  the  followers  of  a  better  and  purer 
faith,  believe  that  these  are  scourges  sent 
to  us  to  effect  an  ultimate  purpose  of  good, 
to  stimulate  us  to  fresh  efforts,  to  induce 
us  by  no  means  to  despair,  and  not  to 
rely  in  idle  confidence  that  if  we  do  not 
make  efforts  for  our  own  improvement, 
blessings  will  be  showered  upon  us.  But 
if  wo  do  behave  in  this  spirit  of  energy  and 
hope — if  we  continue  in  a  system  of  policy 
which  I  believe  to  be  wise — if  we  continue 
giving  an  example  to  other  nations  of 
liberty  united  with  order,  I  hope  that 
the  blessing  of  Almighty  Providence  will 
rest  on  these  kingdoms,  and  that,  although 
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our  measures  may  have  had  no  part  in  this 
result,  yet  that  the  energy,  the  constancy, 
the  piety,  and  the  virtue  of  this  nation  may 
meet  with  their  reward. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  that  he  could  assure 
the  House  he  had  no  intention  whatever  to 
inflict  a  speech  upon  them  at  that  early 
hour  of  the  morning;  hut  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Memher  for  T  am  worth  had 
made  such  very  particular  remarks  upon  a 
speech  which  he  had  delivered  there  some 
four  or  five  months  ago,  he  thought  they 
would  allow  him  a  few  minutes'  time,  that 
ho  might  recall  to  their  recollection  what 
he  really  did  say.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  that  he  never  should  forget  the 
speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham, upon  the  state  of  the  trade  of 
that  town.  Well,  but  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  already 
forgotten  the  speech,  for  he  (Mr.  Muntz) 
had  far  too  high  an  opinion  of  him  to  be- 
lieve that  if  he  had  not  done  so,  he  would 
have  misrepresentod  him  so  grossly.  He 
had  no  opportunity  of  referring  to  Hansard 
as  to  what  he  was  reported  to  have  said; 
but  as  he  never  stated  anything  except  he 
either  knew  it  to  be  true  himself,  or  had 
the  authority  for  its  being  so  from  others, 
he  was  confident  that  he  had  never  stated, 
as  had  been  represented  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  Birmingham  manufac- 
turers could  not  sell  any  of  their  articles 
in  competition  with  the  German  makers, 
even  in  their  own  town.  Now,  what  he 
had  said  was,  that  so  great  was  the  compe- 
tition between  the  Birmingham  and  foreign 
manufacturers,  that  the  prices  and  profits 
were  so  low  as  not  to  cover  the  trouble  and 
risk  of  a  foreign  merchant,  and  that,  in 
consequence,  he  contemplated  relinquishing 
his  foreign  trade  —  that  even  in  many  ar- 
ticles the  foreigner  undersold  the  Birming- 
ham dealers  in  their  own  town,  and  that 
several  of  the  trades  had  been  altogether 
lost  to  them  in  the  foreign  markets.  He 
had  read  to  the  House  a  letter  from  a  glass 
maker,  and  one  from  a  button  maker, 
stating  that  the  competition  had  left  them 
no  profit;  and  he  had  also  read  an  adver- 
tisement from  a  Birmingham  paper,  offer- 
ing certain  German  goods  40  per  cent 
lower  than  English  goods.  It  would  be 
recollected  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tam worth,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester cried  out,  that  it  was  only  a  puff; 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Muntz)  replied,  that  he 
knew  no  more  than  he  had  seen  in  the 
paper,  but  that  he  saw  no  use  in  such  a 
puff,  and  that  he  believed  the  person  who 


had  advertised  was  too  respectable  for  any 
such  proceeding.  But,  now,  what  was  the 
fact  ?  On  the  day  following  his  speech  he 
received  a  letter  from  the  advertiser,  in- 
forming him  that  the  whole  was  a  fact; 
and  that  if  he  (Mr.  Muntz)  would  call  upon 
him  the  following  day,  he  would  show  him 
the  articles,  and,  as  the  agent  of  the  Ger- 
man house  would  be  at  his  shop  at  a  cer- 
tain hour  with  his  patterns,  he  would  be 
able  to  judge  for  himself.  He  went  at  the 
appointed  hour  and  saw  the  goods,  the  pat- 
terns, and  the  agent.  The  goods,  on  com- 
paring them  with  the  English  goods  of  the 
same  kind,  were  quite  as  well  made,  more 
substantial,  and  full  40  per  cent  cheaper. 
The  pattern  cards  were  excellently  made 
up,  and  the  shopkeeper  then  gave  another 
order  to  the  foreign  merchant.  It  would 
be  recollected  by  the  House  that  his  Friend 
and  Colleague  had  doubted  the  correctness 
of  the  advertisement,  because  he  thought 
we  beat  the  foreigners  in  the  third  (Ameri- 
can) market;  but  he  (Mr.  Muntz)  had  just 
at  the  time  met  with  Mr.  Van  Wart,  of 
Birmingham,  a  gentleman  very  largely  en- 
gaged in  the  American  trade,  who  had  as- 
sured him  that  he  had  seen  the  German 
goods  in  question,  and  that  they  were  fully 
equal  in  make  to  the  English— that  they 
were  always  40  per  cent  cheaper — and  that 
he  had,  within  two  years,  seen  the  same 
make  of  goods  selling  extensively  by  the 
German  houses  in  America.  The  gentle- 
man he  alluded  to  was  well  known  to  the 
two  hon.  Members  for  South  Lancashire, 
and  they  were  well  aware  of  his  capability 
of  judging  upon  the  matter.  Several  per- 
sons who  were  very  much  annoyed  at  these 
facts  being  made  public,  in  opposition  to 
their  theories,  endeavoui^ed  to  show  that 
the  steel  of  which  the  goods  were  made 
was  inferior  to  that  used  by  the  English 
makers.  But,  admitting  this  to  be  true, 
it  availed  nothing,  for  the  size  and  make 
of  the  goods  being  admitted  to  he  equal, 
or  superior,  to  that  of  the  English  goods, 
the  difference  in  the  cost,  whether  made  of 
common  or  best  steel,  could  not  exceed 
more  than  2\  to  5  per  cent  on  the  goods 
when  made,  against  the  40  per  cent  saving 
in  prices.  As  to  competition  in  these  mar- 
kets, he  knew  that  it  was  daily  increasing, 
and  only  within  the  last  few  days  he  had 
met  a  man  lately  returned  from  Bombay, 
who  assured  him  that  there  were  now  three 
German  houses  established  there,  who  were 
selling  German  goods  in  competition  with 
English  goods.  With  respect  to  the  retom 
referred  to  by  the  right  noUi  Bttronel,  he 


1485 


Adjourned 


{July  6} 


Debate. 


1486 


was  well  aware  how  small  was  the  propor- 
tion of  the  imports  to  the  exports;  but  he 
begged  leave  to  remind  the  House,  that 
only  a  small  amount  of  articles  was  suffi- 
cient to  cause  the  reduction  in  the  prices  of 
Tery  much  larger  quantities;  also,  that  the 
return  of  exports  did  not  confine  itself  to 
Birmingham  goods,  but  included  all  arti- 
cles in  metal  and  cutlery  made  for  exports 
in  the  kingdom;  and  cutlery,  which  formed 
a  very  large  proportion  of  it,  was  not  made 
in  Birmingham.  Then,  although  the  im- 
port of  articles  such  as  made  in  Birming- 
ham was  comparatively  small  with  the  ex- 
ports, it  would  be  found  that  there  were 
1,700^.  worth  imported  before  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duties  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net; there  were  17,000^.  worth  now.  He 
could  only  repeat  what  he  had  formerly 
said,  that  the  state  of  Birmingham  was 
very  unsatisfactory,  that  many  were  unem- 
ployed, and  of  those  who  had  work  many 
bad  short  time  and  greatly  reduced  wages, 
and  that,  although  prices  had  been  greatly 
reduced,  it  was  quite  as  much  as  manufac- 
turers could  do,  and,  in  some  instances, 
more  than  they  could  do,  to  keep  foreigners 
out  of  their  home  market.  As  to  the 
neighbouring  iron  trade,  he  believed  it 
never  was  worse  than  now,  if  ever  as  bad; 
some  said  it  was  only  owing  to  the  stop- 
page of  railway  schemes.  [  **  Hear,  hear !  * *] 
Well,  that  might  be  partly  true;  but  let  it 
be  recollected  that  when  he,  some  years 
ago,  at  a  time  of  temporary  prosperity, 
stated  that  it  principally  arose  from  railway 
speculation,  and  that  it  would  disappear 
with  such  cause,  he  was  contradicted;  and 
it  was  hardly  fair  to  blow  hot  and  cold — 
either  there  was  an  effect  then  produced  by 
railways,  or  there  is  not  now.  But  with 
respect  to  the  prosperous  condition  of  Bir- 
mingham, attempted  to  be  inferred  by  this 
Parliamentary  return,  if  it  really  were  so, 
why  did  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
except  Birmingham  in  his  prosperity  speech 
on  Monday  ?  or,  what  is  more  remarkable, 
why  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  just  now 
give  us  Chippenham,  Nottingham,  and 
Dundee,  as  proofs  of  the  great  prosperity; 
why  did  he  jump  so  clean  over  Birming- 
bam  in  passing  ?  Was  it  so  unimportant 
as  not  to  bear  comparisan  with  the  towns 
given  ?  It  was  not  so  far  from  the  right 
bon.  Baronet's  country  residence  as  to 
make  it  very  inconvenient  to  obtain  the 
desired  information.  He  (Mr.  Muntz) 
thought  it  probable  that  Birmingham  had 
been  applied  to  in  both  instances ;  he 
would  not  say  positively  that  such  was  the 


case;  but  it  was  fair  to  presume,  looking 
at  the  great  importance  of  the  town,  that 
due  inquiry  had  been  made,  but  that  the 
answers  did  not  suit.  He  would  conclude 
by  stating  his  inability  to  congratulate  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  either  upon 
his  budget  or  upon  his  present  revenue  ac- 
count; they  were  much  what  he  had  ex- 
pected under  the  circumstances,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  they  would  still  be  much 
worse — low  prices  would  never  pay  high 
taxes.  He  had  not  said  that  free  trade 
had  caused  the  distress;  but  he  had  said, 
and  he  now  said,  that  free  trade  with 
the  present  money  laws  had  caused  it. 
[Laughter,^  They  were  all  very  welcome 
to  laugh  away;  but  he  would  put  a  ques- 
tion to  them,  which,  if  they  could  answer, 
he  should  consider  much  more  important 
than  their  laughter,  and  it  was  this-— 
Why,  if  we  have  free  import  and  free  ex- 
port of  all  produce,  with  the  same  prices 
of  gold  and  silver  which  we  had  in  1775, 
should  we  not  have  the  same  prices  and 
wages  as  existed  in  1 775  ?  In  his  opinion, 
that  was  the  necessary  result;  and  if  they 
persisted  in  their  present  plans,  and  did 
not  arrive  at  it,  they  might  blame  him  as 
much  as  they  pleased. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  rose  to  reply  :  Sir, 
when  I  brought  this  Motion,  to  take  into 
consideration  the  state  of  the  nation,  before 
the  notice  of  the  House,  I  founded  that 
part  of  the  argument  which  may  be  called 
the  economic  portion,  on  the  most  authen- 
tic and  latest  information  which  we  had 
upon  the  condition  of  the  people,  and 
which  had  been  afforded  us  by  the  officers 
of  the  Government.  And  now  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed you,  speaks  in  a  depreciating  tone 
of  my  quoting,  as  the  basis  of  my  argu- 
ment, **  some  returns  of  no  very  recent 
date."  Who  could  suppose  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  speaking  of  the  last  official  report 
of  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
and  which  has  only  been  placed  within  a 
few  weeks  on  the  table  of  the  House  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ?  That  report 
is  the  only  authentic  evidence  to  which  we 
can  refer;  and  if  its  date,  carried  up  to 
Lady-day,  1 848,  be  comparatively  no  very 
recent  date,  whose  fault  is  it  that  we  have 
not  later  information  ?  Who  placed  this 
document  on  the  table  during  the  present 
Session  ?  It  appears  by  that  record — the 
last  official  record  of  the  pauperism  of  th» 
country — that  the  ablebodied  paupers  du- 
ring the  last  three  years  had  increased 
seventy-four  per  cent,  and  the  Chancellor 
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of  tbe  Exchequer  to  meet  this  statement, 
the  accuracy  of  which  no  one  has  for  a 
moment  impugned,  refers  to  certain  letters 
which  he  has  received  from  certain  manu- 
facturing districts,  announcing  that  in 
those  districts  the  severity  of  the  pauper 
pressure  has  recently  been  mitigated.  I 
thought  that  at  the  time  a  somewhat  sin- 
gular process  for  a  Minister  to  have  re- 
course to.  Gentlemen  must  he  aware 
that  references  to  private  correspondence 
on  a  subject  of  public  and  general  interest, 
gives  such  an  opening  to  lax  and  unsatis- 
factory statements,  that  it  is  only  under 
peculiar  circumstances — limited  usually  to 
the  locality  which  a  Member  represents — 
that  the  right  to  introduce  them  in  debate 
can  be  recognised.  Undoubtedly,  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  have  means  of  infor- 
mation not  accessible  to  all,  and  sources  of 
a  more  novel  character  than  we  can  com- 
mand; and  with  such  means  at  his  service, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  example, 
has  applied  to  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Savings  Banks  as  a  test  of  the  condition 
of  the  people ;  and  he  has  furnished  the 
House  with  one  or  two  instances  in  this 
respect.  Now,  really,  if  it  occurred  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  apply  to  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Savings  Banks  for 
information,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  it  had  not  also  suggested  itself  to 
him  to  apply  to  the  President  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  for  the  same  object.  If  my 
information  as  to  the  state  of  pauperism, 
however  authentic,  is  not  of  a  date  recent 
enough  to  satisfy  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
was  it  not  their  duty  to  furnish  themselves 
with  some  more  novel  ?  If  it  existed,  they 
had  it  at  command :  if  it  were  not  pro- 
duced, the  only  inference  could  be  that  it 
was  not  unfavourable  to  my  argument. 
No  one  doubted — I  myself  commenced  by 
the  admission — that  since  the  last  return  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  there  was,  probably, 
some  alleviation  in  the  pauperism  of  our 
mauufacturing  districts  ;  that  is,  since 
Lady-day,  1848.  We  should,  indeed,  be 
in  a  woful  position,  if  that  were  not  the 
case.  But  since  that  period,  that  agricul- 
tural pressure  has  occurred,  which  has 
produced  that  effect  on  the  unions  of  the 
rural  counties  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kent  detailed.  With  some 
aUeviation  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
aud  considerable  aggravation  in  the  agri- 
cultural, the  fair  inference  is,  that  in  the 
interval  the  general  result  has  not  been 
changed  for  the  better.  And  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  chose  to  have  re- 


course to  other  sources  of  information  than 
those  before  the  House,  he  should  have 
been  impartial  in  his  researches;  he  should 
have  favoured  us  with  some  information  of 
the  state  of  the  rural  districts,  as  well  as 
of  the  manufacturing.  And,  indeed,  I 
have  been  expecting  something  of  this 
sort  from  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law- 
Board.  He  is  peculiarly  qualified  for 
taking  part  in  this  debate.  He  is  a  sort 
of  double-barrelled  gun  upon  the  subject; 
he  might  have  enlightened  us  not  only  on 
the  state  of  pauperism  in  general,  but  on 
that  of  the  port  of  Hull  in  particular.  But 
after  a  considerable  lapse  of  time,  after 
two  days,  unfortunately  not  spent  in  the 
discussion  of  this  subject,  and  scarcely  in 
a  very  profitable  manner,  up  rises  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  comes 
forward  in  a  high  statistical  character — 
a  character,  however,  in  which,  I  may 
be  permitted  to  say,  he  has  been'  scarcely 
as  eminent  as  some  which  his  genins 
enables  him  to  fill.  The  noble  .Lord 
comes  forward  with  manuscript  returns  of 
the  state  of  pauperism  in  England — re* 
turns  of  a  more  recent  date,  to  use  his  own 
phrase,  than  any  that  a  mere  Member  of 
Parliament  can  refer  to.  And  what  do 
these  returns  amount  in  quantity  to?  They 
are  the  returns  of  87  unions:  16  of  which 
only  are  agricultural,  or  partially  so,  and 
they  show  a  diminution  of  pauperism  since 
the  last  official  date.  Why,  there  are  652 
unions  in  England;  and  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  country  is  not  yet  even  formed 
into  unions,  though  their  condition  is  ac- 
cessible to  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law- 
Board.  If  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  es- 
tablish a  case  by  travelling  out  of  tbe 
range  of  the  official  documents  before  the 
House,  he  was  bound  to  pursue  his  inves- 
tigation further  and  more  widely.  After 
all  these  official  researches,  the  noble  Lord 
favours  the  House  with  a  more  recent  re- 
turn of  the  state  of  actually  sixteen  agri- 
cultural unions.  Statistical  inquiry  has 
seldom  produced  a  shorter  harvest.  When 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  com- 
menced his  reply  to  me,  the  machinery  at 
first  seemed  hardly  to  move  rightly.  He 
rose  after  some  interval,  and  seemed  to  be 
looking  for  an  antagonist.  At  last  he 
found  me.  Where?  At  Dniry  Lane 
Theatre.  His  comments  upon  some  speeches 
not  made  in  this  House,  have  formed  a 
considerable  portion  of  his  reply.  Really 
if  he  wishes  to  answer  speeches  made  at 
Drury  Lane,  he  should  himself  appear  upon 
those  boards.    Several  distinguished  cna* 
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racters  on  both  sides  of  the  House  have 
figured  there;  and  I  doubt  not  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  to  follow  their 
example,  and  were  properly  advertised,  he 
might  draw  a  house.  After  having  an- 
swered the  speeches  that  were  made  at 
Drurj  Lano,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
dressed himself  to  business,  and  proceeded 
with  the  argument  which  he  had  prepared 
in  answer  to  my  anticipated  statement. 
But,  unfortunately,  my  anticipated  state- 
ment was  not  the  one  which  I  made.  The 
theme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
that  this  country  was  more  prosperous  in 
1848  than  in  1847.  Well,  generally  pro- 
gressive as  I  think  the  decline  of  the  coun- 
try, I  can  afford  to  make  this  concession 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
admit  that  even  at  this  moment  we  may  be 
considered  to  be  in  a  better  condition  than 
we  were  in  1847.  The  argument  which 
I  placed  before  the  House  was  not  found- 
ed on  that  year.  I  took  the  year  1845 
as  illustrative  of  the  state  of  the  country 
before  certain  great  changes  took  place  in 
your  laws,  and  I  contrasted  that  state  with 
the  state  of  the  countiy  at  the  present 
time  when  we  had'  had  three  years'  expe- 
rience of  those  great  changes.  1  did  not 
require  the  year  1847  for  my  argument, 
and  had  1  required  it,  1  am  not  sure  that 
1  should  have  referred  to  it.  1  wish  in 
debate  not  only  to  be  fair,  but  courteous. 
Every  one  has  some  subject  which  it  is 
not  pleasant  to  allude  to,  and  which  well- 
bred  people  carefully  avoid.  I  was  there- 
fore not  particularly  anxious  to  go  out  of 
my  way  to  remind  the  Government  of  the 
year  1847,  when,  principally  under  the  ad- 
vice of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they 
rained  most  of  the  bankers  and  merchants 
of  the  city  of  London.  Why  should  I 
have  done  anything  so  gratuitously  un- 
kind ?  The  noble  Lord,  however,  as  if 
desperately  resolved  to  encounter  an  in- 
evitable dlifficulty,  did  observe  that  there 
was  one  topic  which  his  right  hon.  Col- 
league had  not  dwelt  on,  namely,  the 
pokey  of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  Bank  Charter. 
And  therefore  I  may  now  just  observe, 
that  although  I  did  myself  omit  that  sub- 
ject in  the  bill  of  indictment,  it  was  not  be- 
cause I  thought,  that  even  in  the  year  1849, 
tiie  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  that  particular  was  one  which  proffered 
a  great  claim  to  public  confidence.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  then  proceed- 
ed to  notice  an  argument  of  mine,  as  to 
the  comparative  value  of  our  exports,  and 


after  a  great  many  desultory  observations, 
wound  up  his  criticism  by  honestly  and 
candidly  admitting  that  he  could  not  un* 
derstand  it ;  which  was  at  least  candid. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  as  he 
had  shown  us  that  wages  were  not  dimin- 
ished, and  as  1  myself  had  admitted  that 
the  raw  material  was  higher  in  price,  the 
inevitable  inference  was  one  which  he  could 
hardly  suppose  would  be  seriously  main- 
tained, namely,  that  manufacturers  would 
manufacture  without  obtaining  a  profit. 
And  he  was  loudly  cheered  by  Gentlemen 
around  him,  with  that  derisive  cheer  which 
would  not  only  sustain  the  orator  who 
speaks,  but  would  wound  the  orator  who 
has  spoken.  And  yet.  Sir,  I  remember 
the  time  not  very  far  distant,  when  manu- 
facturer after  manufacturer  used  to  rise  in 
this  House,  complaining  of  their  condition; 
and  when  we  referred  to  the  exports  as  an 
indication  of  their  possible  prosperity,  they 
used  to  tell  us,  that,  for  years,  they  had 
been  manufacturing  without  any  profit 
whatever.  We  were  then  told,  that  no- 
thing was  so  deceptive  as  our  exports,  and 
when  we  reproached  them  with  Uieir  pros- 
perity, they  declared  that  our  foreign  trade 
in  1841,  was  even  carried  on  at  a  loss. 
After  this,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  delivered 
himself  of  a  quantity  of  statistics  What 
point  they  were  intended  to  establish;  by 
what  chain  of  ratiocination  they  were  bound 
together;  to  what  system  of  investigation 
they  had  been  submitted  before  they  were 
brought  forward  to  illuminate  our  convic- 
tions, I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand.  I  can 
only  compare  the  process  with  a  scene  that 
wo  have  sometimes  witnessed  at  a  rural 
fair,  where  a  conjuror  will,  for  three  hours 
together,  draw  out  of  his  mouth  a  quantity 
of  red  tape.  Late  as  the  hour  is,  I  must 
throw  myself  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  and,  in  some  degree,  avail  myself 
of  my  privilege  of  reply.  The  House  need 
not,  1  am  sure,  be  reminded  that  this  de- 
bate, important  and  expedient  as  it  has 
been  admitted  on  all  hands,  has  been,  from 
circumstances  over  which  1  had  no  control, 
somewhat  precipitated,  and  that  1  have 
consequently  been  deprived  of  the  assist- 
ance of  many  Gentlemen  in  this  House, 
who  would  have  ably  supported  in  detail 
many  points  to  which  1  was  necessarily 
obliged  only  very  cursorily  to  allude.  I 
trust,  therefore,  1  may  bo  excused,  if  I 
touch  for  a  few  minutes  on  one  speech, 
which  dwelt  very  considerably  on  the  ob- 
servations which  I  made.     The  right  hon.. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  in 
rising  to-night,  announced  to  the  House 
that  to-night  he  was  going  to  introduce  a 
new  plan  of  debating,  as  one  more  fair  and 
satisfactory,  I  presume,  than  that  which  he 
has  hitherto  pursued,  namely,  to  state  many 
arguments,  each  separately,  as  nearly  as  he 
could,  in  the  words  in  which  it  was  convey- 
ed, and  then  to  give  that  which  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  answer  to  it ;  and,  having 
obtained  apparently  the  sympathetic  per- 
mission of  the  House  to  pursue  this  satis- 
factory system  of  discussion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  instead  of  refuting  my  ob- 
servations, paragraph  by  paragraph,  as  we 
were  promised,  went  off  immediately  to 
Drury  Lane  Theatre  also.  There,  instead 
of  replying  to  me,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man entered  into  the  glove  trade,  which  I 
had  never  even  mentioned;  and  he  only 
escaped  from  this  scene,  and  this  subject, 
not  to  refute  me,  but  to  indulge  in  one  of 
his  favourite  criticisms  on  the  dogmas  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  and  the 
state  of  the  trade  of  the  town  which  he 
represents.  At  length,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  condescended  to  remember  his 
engagement,  and  attacked  my  heresies 
respecting  exports.  But  my  opinions, 
however  heterodox,  were  not  new,  accor- 
«  ding  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  I 
had  only  been  in  Parliament  when  Mr. 
Alderman  Waithman  was  a  Member  of  it, 
I  should  have  heard  precisely  the  same 
opinions.  Now,  though  I  was  not  in  the 
House  with  the  worthy  Alderman,  who, 
by  the  by,  was  a  distinguished  Liberal,  I 
think  I  am  not  quite  unacquainted  with 
the  often-expressed  opinions  of  Alderman 
Waithman  on  our  foreign  trade.  The  po- 
sition of  Alderman  Waithman  was  this — 
he  was  in  the  habit  of  comparing  the 
official  and  the  declared  or  real  values  of 
our  exports.  He  found  the  first,  for  ex- 
ample, was  130,000,000^.,  and  the  real 
value  only  50,000,000^.  He  measured 
the  depreciation  of  the  reward  of  British 
labour  by  the  difference  between  the  two 
sums  ;  and  any  thing  more  absurd  was 
probably  never  promulgated  in  this  House. 
Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  never  took  into 
his  calculation  the  various  circumstances 
which,  for  nearly  two  centuries,  the  date 
of  our  official  values,  had  been  gradually 
lessening  the  cost  of  production.  But  did 
I  do  this  ?  What  did  I  say  ?  I  said,  that 
between  the  two  periods  which  I  compared 
in  my  argument — namely,  the  years  1845 
and  1848  —  our  exports  had  fallen  off 
7,000,0002.  in  declared  value,  and,  as  I 


maintained,  in  consequence  of  your  legis- 
lation, and  that,  although  there  had  oc- 
curred, during  the  first  four  months  of  this 
year  what  is  called  a  **  revival  of  trade," 
and  our  exports  had  rallied  in  amount, 
that  amount  had  been  obtained  by  English 
workmen  submitting  to  a  depreciation  of 
price  greater  even  than  the  excess  of  ex- 
ports during  the  period.  I  was  careful  to 
remind  the  House,  moreover,  that  this  de- 
preciation could  not  be  produced  by  any 
legitimate  reduction  in  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion, because  the  raw  material  was  abso- 
lutely higher  in  the  first  four  months  of 
1848  than  it  was  during  the  first  four 
months  of  1849.  The  only  inference  that 
can  be  drawn  is,  that  the  English  artisan 
obtains  his  foreign  products  under  the  new 
system,  by  giving  more  of  his  labour  in 
exchange  than  heretofore.  So  much  for 
the  similarity  between  my  opinions  and 
those  of  Alderman  Waithman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  said,  that  I  com- 
plained that  my  argument  in  favour  of 
commercial  reciprocity,  often  urged,  had 
never  been  fairly  met;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
attributed  that  circumstance  to  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  at  which  he  generally 
spoke,  and  the  abstruse  character  of  the 
subject  to  be  treated  under  such  circum- 
stances. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
felt  the  lateness  of  the  hour  a  difiiculty  in 
treating  the  subject,  what  must  be  my 
situation,  rising  to  reply  to  him  at  two 
o'clock  in  the  morning?  Nevertheless, 
1  trust  to  the  generosity  of  the  House 
to  permit  me  not  to  leave  the  obser- 
vations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  head  altogether  unanswered.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  whether  I 
would  encounter  the  hostile  tariff  of  Amer- 
ica by  a  countervailing  duty  on  raw  cot- 
ton, to  the  injury  of  our  own  manufac- 
tures ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
pardon  me  if  1  observe,  that  he  scarcely 
appears  to  have  condescended  to  have 
made  himself  acquainted  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  reciprocity  system.  The  re- 
ciprocity system  does  not  countenance 
countervailing  duties  on  raw  materials. 
The  fallacy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  this  head  appears  to  me  his  confound- 
ing raw  materials  and  provisions.  A  coun- 
tervailing duty  on  the  raw  material  — 
American  cotton,  for  instance — would  place 
the  foreign  manufacturer  who  did  not  pay 
that  duty  in  a  superior  position  to  the 
English  manufacturer.  Therefore,  the  re- 
ciprocity system,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
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maintain  the  efficiency  of  British  labour, 
does  not  authorise  a  countervailing  duty 
on  raw  materials  imported  for  reproduc- 
tion; but  counteryailiug  duties  on  corn  and 
provisions  come  under  quite  a  diiferent 
head.  A  duty  on  the  raw  material  ren- 
ders British  labour  less  efficient;  a  duty 
on  com,  on  the  contrary,  would  protect 
British  labour,  and  maintain  its  exchange- 
able value.  And  it  has  always  appeared 
to  me,  Sir,  a  very  great  mistake  in  the 
Manchester  school,  that  when  they  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  a  repeal  of  the  duty 
on  cotton,  they  did  not  advocate  a  duty  on 
corn,  because,  by  giving  a  premium  to  the 
production  of  corn  in  the  United  States, 
they  have  restricted  their  supply  of  the 
raw  material  of  their  manufacture.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  very  indig- 
nant with  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
for  publishing,  in  their  annual  report,  a 
table  which  shows  that  during  seven 
years  when  the  price  of  wheat  was  high- 
est, a  less  sum  by  200,000^.  was  ex- 
pended in  support  of  pauperism,  than  in 
other  seven  years  when  the  price  of 
wheat  was  lowest.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  not,  however,  dispute  the  fact. 
He  only  meets  the  inference  drawn  from 
it,  by  a  suggestion  that  the  years  of  high 
and  low  prices  are  not  continuous  years, 
and  that  in  a  year  of  low  prices  following 
a  year  of  high  prices,  the  country  may 
suffer  from  the  preceding  pressure.  But 
this  argument  will  hardly  help  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  out  of  the  difficulty;  for 
the  average  price  of  the  whole  fourteen 
years  is  certainly  not  excessive.  It  is  only 
56s,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  then, 
not  satisfied  with  finding  fault  with  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  publishing 
the  official  facts  that  came  before  them, 
then  fell  foul  of  a  Tithe  Commissioner — 
no  less  a  person  than  Professor  Jones — 
whose  work  I  had  quoted  to  illustrate  the 
extent  and  influence  of  what  is  called  the 
home  market.  Professor  Jones  lays  down, 
that  in  unremuuerative  times — periods  of 
pressure,  the  farmers  will  reduce  their 
cost  of  production  25  per  cent,  and  that 
this  reduction  of  the  cost  of  production  in 
due  time  exercises  a  relative  degree  of  in- 
fluence on  their  amount  of  produce;  and  it 
is  this  withdrawal  of  25  per  cent  of  their 
exchangeable  surplus  that  occasions  the 
distress  caused  by  a  depressed  home  mar- 
ket. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
he  is  surprised  that  Professor  Jones  should 
be  an  advocate  of  high  prices.  Professor 
Jones  gave  no  opinion  on  high  or  low 


prices.  He  stated  a  certain  economical  law, 
t)ie  consequences  of  which  it  is  in  vain  to 
shut  our  eyes  to,  and  the  accuracy  of  which 
no  one  will  venture  to  impugn.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stamford  (Mr. 
Herries)  was  the  next  individual  who  fell 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen's  criticism; 
in  consequence  of  a  Motion  of  which  the 
Member  for  Stamford  had  given  notice, 
not  of  any  opinion  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed in  this  debate  ;  as  if  that  Motion 
had  aught  to  do  with  the  question  which 
we  are  now  discussing.  Now,  Sir,  I  will 
give  the  reasons  for  my  right  hon.  Friend 
giving  notice  of  that  Motion.  It  was  only 
this  day,  when  my  right  hon.  Friend  ex- 
amined the  balance-sheet  of  the  Treasury, 
that  he  felt  that  notice  should  be  lost  in 
bringing  our  financial  state  before  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  in  order  that  the 
country  might  see  that  there  were  yet 
some  means  of  ascertaining  the  fatal  crisis 
which  was  approaching,  and  that  the  di- 
vidends might  be  secured  to  the  public 
creditor.  It  was  altogether  a  financial 
movement.  No  one  even  dreamed  of  pro- 
posing a  58,  duty  as  a  protection  to  native 
industry.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  says,  that 
would  indeed  be  a  paltry  thing.  And  yet 
paltry  as  it  may  now  appear,  there  was  a 
time  when  a  moderate  fixed  duty  on  com 
was  not  considered  altogether  a  paltry  sub- 
ject, but  one  on  which  a  few  years  back 
the  most  eminent  men  in  the  country  felt 
themselves  justified  to  agitate  England  to 
its  centre.  Paltry  as  it  is,  it  was  a  ques* 
tion  which  destroyed  the  Government  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  returned  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  people  of  England  a  body 
of  Gentlemen  who  might  have  been  go- 
verning the  country  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, had  they  not  suddenly  discovered 
that  the  object  for  which  they  struggled, 
and  the  end  they  laboured  to  achieve, 
was,  instead  of  a  patriotic,  after  all, 
only  a  paltry  one.  And  truly  when  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Minister,  who  is 
proud  of  his  supporters  on  this  side,  taunts 
us  with  so  much  acerbity,  I  think  he  might 
just  recollect  by  whose  advice  and  under 
whose  influence  we  refused  to  accept  that 
settlement  of  a  question  which  perhaps 
might  have  prevented  much  of  the  evil  ex- 
perienced by  the  country  at  the  present 
moment.  And  here  I  must  say,  with  all 
respect  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
there  is  something  in  his  manner  when  he 
addresses  on  these  subjects  his  former 
companions,  which  I  will  not  say  is  annoy- 
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ing,  bnt  ratlier  I  would  stjle  aomewiuU  I 
astixnUhin;^.  One  would  almost  imagine, 
from  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Geotlemaii, 
that  he  bad  ni^yer,  for  a  moment,  held 
other  opinions  on  thi«  anbjeet — that  he  had 
DCter  entertained  a  doobt  upon  it — that  he 
had  been  bom  an  infant  Hercules,  cradled 
in  political  economj,  and  onlj  created  to 
strangle  the  twin  serpents  of  protection  and 
monopolj.  lie  speaks  with  a  sneer  of 
those  who  think  that  the  principle  of 
bajing  in  the  cheapest  and  selling  in  the 
dearest  market,  is  a  new  principle  inrented 
bj  the  Manchester  school.  I  saj  the 
Manchester  school.  I  hare  a  right  to  use 
that  phrase,  for  I  gare  them  that  name. 
I  gare  it  them  with  all  respect ;  I  thought 
it  a  homage  dae  to  their  deleterious, 
but  well-disciplined,  doctrines.  But  the 
hon.  Baronent  says  we  are  all  in  error 
in  assuming  this  principle  to  be  a  new  one, 
and  he  opens  a  book  and  shows  an  hon. 
Member  the  celebrated  petition  of  the 
merchants  of  London,  and  refers  to  this 
document  and  to  the  names  of  Adam 
Smith,  Mr.  Say,  and  David  Hume,  as 
authorities  both  for  the  principle  and  the 
phrase.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  mis- 
takes us.  We  admit  fully  the  comparative 
antiquity  of  the  dogma  :  what  surprises 
us  is  not  the  comparative  antiquity  of  the 
dogma,  but  the  recent  conversion  of  the 
dogmatist.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  view  one's  errors  at  least  with 
charity.  He  is  not  exactly  the  individual 
who,  ex  cathedra,  should  lecture  us  on 
the  principles  of  political  economy.  He 
might,  at  least,  when  he  denounces  our 
opinions,  suppose  that  in  their  profession 
we  may  perhaps  be  supported  by  that 
strength  of  conviction  which,  for  nearly 
forty  years,  sustained  him  in  those  eco- 
nomical errors  of  which  he  was  the  learned 
and  powerful  professor.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  always  speaks  of  protection  as 
if  he  had  a  personal  feeling  against  it. 
He  preaches  a  crusade  against  the  system 
of  commercial  reciprocity.  But  this  is  a 
system  which  has  been  upheld  by  the 
opinions  and  illustrated  by  the  writings 
of  men  of  very  great  talent  in  this  coun- 
try, and  not  connected  with  our  party 
politics  or  passions.  Men  of  great  scien- 
tific research  have  investigated  and  illus- 
trated it;  and  1  believe  that  it  will  require 
more  time  and  discussion  than  it  has  yet 
received  in  this  House,  before  it  can  be 
thrown  into  that  limbo  of  stale  opinions  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  found 
H  tMm?eiiient  to  deposit  so  many  of  his 


former  conTietions.  Upon  a  fair  occasion, 
and  not  two  homrs  after  midnight,  I  shall 
he  happy  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  any  other  Member,  in  calm  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject.  I  must  repeat, 
however,  the  opinions  which  I  expressed  on 
the  first  night  of  this  debate,  that  I  be- 
lieve the  jodicioos  imposition  of  counter- 
vailing daties  wiU  prodnce  abundance  and 
not  scarcity,  cheapness  and  not  dearness. 
I  hope  the  House  will  excuse  me  if  for  a 
moment  I  am  unwilling  to  quit  the  field 
to  which  I  have  been  challenged  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlenuin;  but  I  must,  even 
at  the  risk  of  wearying  the  House,  refer 
to  his  illustration  diuwn  ^m  the  prohibit- 
ory tariif  of  Russia,  and  our  consequent 
commerce  with  South  America.  A  coun- 
tervailing duty  on  the  Russian  tariff  would 
check  the  demand  for  Russian  produce; 
the  necessary  consequence  of  this  would 
be  a  faU  in  the  value  of  that  produce  in 
the  Russian  markets.  So  far,  therefore, 
the  effect  of  a  countervailing  duty  would 
be  to  produce  diminished  price.  The  fall 
in  the  Russian  markets  would  equal  the 
countervailing  duty,  until  in  time  the 
English  consumer  would  be  enabled  to 
purchase  the  same  quantity  of  Russian 
produce  at  the  same  cost  as  before.  Here 
then  the  ultimate  effect  would  be  neither 
dearness  nor  scarceness.  But  how  would 
the  countervailing  duty  act  upon  our  trans- 
actions with  tho  Brazils  ?  The  fall  in 
Russian  produce  would  enable  our  mer- 
chants to  buy  the  quantity  they  required 
with  a  less  amount  of  sugar  and  coffee 
than  before.  But  how  would  that  diminish 
our  markets  in  the  Brazils?  England 
would  either  send  out  the  same  quantity 
of  manufactured  goods  to  that  quarter  for 
the  same  amount  of  tropical  products,  and 
retain  the  portion  no  longer  required  by 
Russia  for  her  own  use ;  or  she  would 
send  a  less  quantity  of  her  goods  to  pur- 
chase the  less  quantity  of  tropical  produce 
with  which  she  could  now  purchase  the 
same  quantity  of  Russian  produce  as  be- 
fore, and  thus  obtain  a  twofold  advantage, 
an  enhancement  of  her  own  manufactures 
in  the  South  American  market,  from  their 
diminished  supply,  while  the  difference 
would  be  retained  for  her  own  use,  or  for 
exchange  for  tho  commodities  of  other 
countries.  In  every  way,  tho  application 
of  the  principle  of  reciprocity  would  pix)- 
duce  its  intended  effect,  the  enhancement 
of  the  value  and  efiicienoy  of  British  la- 
bour. But  why  these  attempts  to  narrow 
the  question  before  us  to  a  mere  com- 
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znercial  issue  ?  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  unsatisfactory  state  of  our  commerce 
is  hut  one  count  in  the  indictment  which 
has  heen  proffered  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  It  is  not  upon  that  one  point 
merely,  or  principally,  that  you  have  to 
decide  to-night.  It  may  be  very  conveni- 
ent for  those  who,  month  after  month — I 
may  say,  year  after  year — have  heen  mur- 
muring opposition  to  a  Government  which 
they  have  not  the  courage  manfully  to  op- 
pose ;  it  may  be  very  convenient  for  those 
who  go  whispering  about  in  comers,  that 
our  colonial  empire  is  in  danger — that  our 
foreign  relations  are  mismanaged  ;  it  may 
be  very  convenient  for  such  as  those  now 
to  get  up  and  proclaim,  that  the  only  ques- 
tion at  issue  is  a  commercial  question.  It 
is  no  such  thing.  The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  put  it  fairly.  It 
is  a  vote  of  confidence  in  a  Government, 
which  has  now  been  three  years  in  power, 
and  whose  policy,  in  every  branch,  has 
produced  certain  results.  It  is  a  vote  of 
confidence  in  an  empty  and  exhausted  Ex- 
chequer. It  is  a  vote  of  confidence  in  an 
endangered  colonial  empire.  It  is  a  vote 
of  confidence  in  Danish  blockades  and  Si- 
cilian insurrections.  It  is  a  vote  of  con- 
fidence in  a  prostrate  and  betrayed  agri- 
culture. It  is  a  vote  of  confidence  in  Irish 
desolation.  Vote  for  these  objects  ;  vote 
your  confidence  in  the  Government  in 
which  you  do  not  confide  ;  but  if  you  give 
them  your  votes,  at  least  in  future  have 
the  decency  to  cease  your  accusations,  and 
silence  your  complaints. 

House  divided: — Ayes  156;  Noes  296: 
Majority  140. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Alexander,  N. 
Arbuthaott,  hon.  II. 
Archdall,  Cnpt.  M. 
AriLwright,  G. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.,  jun. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Bddock,  E.  II. 
Bukes,  6. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinck,  I/ord  H. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blandibrd,  Marq.  of 
Bolderb,  H.  G. 
Branuton,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Britco,  M. 
Broadley,  U. 


Broad  wood,  JI. 
Bromley,  R. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
liiirroughes,  II.  N. 
Ciiichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Clive,  II.  B. 
Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Col  vile,  C.  R. 
Coropton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  T. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dt'edcs,  W. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Dodd,  G. 

Drax,  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
Duneombe,  hon.  A. 


Dundas,  G. 
Da  Pre,  C.  G. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
FcUowes,  E. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
GaskeU,  J.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Godson,  R. 
Goocb,  E.  S. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Goring,  C. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grogan,  E. 
Guernsey,  Lord 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Hall,  Col. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Ilotham,  Lord 
Jolliflfe,SirW.G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Knox,  Col. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  0.  P. 
Lewisham,  Visct. 
Long,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mandeville,  Visct. 

List  of 

Abdy,  T.  N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Alcock,  T. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,rt.hon.  SirF.T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bass,  M.  T. 


Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
March,  Earl  of 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morgan,  0. 
Mundy,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Powell,  Col. 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Ruflfbrd,  F. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
St.  George,  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seabam,  Visct. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Somerton,  Visct. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stonley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sturt,  H,  G. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  D. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wclby,  G.  E. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 

TRLLERa. 

Beresford,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 


the  Noes. 

Beckett,  W. 
BcUew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  11.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Bemal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brand,  T. 
Bright,  J. 
Brock  Ichurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
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Brown,  H. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  B.  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
CaulfeUd,  J.  M. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
ChUders,  J.  W. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cockbum,  A.  J.  E. 
Coke,  hon.  E.  K. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collins,  W. 
Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cowan,  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Currio,  H. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Dawson,  hon'.  T.  V. 
Denison,  E. 

D*Eyncourt,rt.  hn.  C.T. 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dourb,  Marq.  of 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duff,  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncufl,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
Ebringtoh,  Visct. 
Ellico,  E. 
Ellis,  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Eatcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Evans,  J. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W, 
Fagan,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
FitzPatrick,rt.  hn.  J.W. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  G.W. 
Foley,  J.  II.  H. 
Fopster,  M. 


Fortcscue,  C. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
llardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heald,  J. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heneage,  £. 
Henry,  A. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Hey  worth,  L. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhouse,  rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodges,  T.  T. 
Hoeg,  Sir  J.  W. 
HoTlond,  R. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
liCmon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Loch,  J. 


Locke,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
MarshaU,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S, 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mof&tt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morgan,  H.  K.  G. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Osborne,  R.  B. 
Oswald,  A. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct, 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  C. 
Peohell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  CoL 
Peel,  F. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Perfect,  R. 
Philips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Powlctt,  Lord  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryse,  P. 
Pusey,  P. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reid,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 


Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  E   S. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  G. 
Sandars,  J. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
ScuUy,  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  rt.Im.  Sir  "W. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  0. 
Steunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Traill,  G. 

Tynte,  Col.  C.  J.  K. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
ViUiers,  Visct. 
Villiers,  hon.  0. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Willyams,  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood.  W.  P. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 
Wyvill,  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TSLLBB8* 

Tufhell,  H. 
nm.  Lord  M. 


House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 
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of,  602 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  1341 
Navigation,  Lords'  Amends.  189 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  392 

Brooke,  Lord,  Wanmckshire,  S, 
County  Courts,  Ac.  2R.  145,  157 

BROt)KE,  Sir  A.  B.,  Fermanagh 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  692 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.   1,  865,  935  ; 

d.   5,  1091;   d.  9,   1102;   add.  d.   1109, 

1110,  1254 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  123 

Brotherton,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 

Police,  Metropolitan,  Conmi.  moved  for,  1262 
Poor,   Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,    Comm. 

moved  for,  660 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1005 
Supply— Canada,  Amend.  Adj.  274,  278,  303 

Brougham,  Lord 

Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  1074 
Afiflnnation,  2R.  720,  721 
Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  1241 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  1248;  d.  1, 

1249 
Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  450,  451,  471, 

476,  544,  546,  1033,  1037,  1038,  1039 
Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of  the,  1031 
Coal  Mines,  Explosions  in,  283 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  713,  714, 

723 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland),  3R.  377 
Navigation,  3R.  22 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  915 
Prison  Discipline,  Res.  1364,  1380.  1385,  1388 
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Bbouohah,  Lord — coiytiimcd. 

Rome,  Intervention  at,  8,  9,  289 
Shrievalty  of  Westmoreland,  IR.  1243 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  1 

161 
Universities  (Scotknd)  —  The  Free  C 

1343 

Brown,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S. 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  125 
Poor,   Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 
moved  for,  665 

Browne,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Mayo 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  444, 
446 

Bruce,  Mr.  C.  L.  C,  Elgin  and  Nairn- 
shire 
Supply— Canada,  262 

Buccleuch,  Duke  of 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 
2R.  1079 

Budget,  Tlie, 

c.  740 

BuRRELL,  Sir  CM.,  New  Shoreham 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  &c.,  644 

Business,  Public, 
c.  Observations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  1136;  (Mr. 
DisraeU),  1351 

Business  of  the  Session, 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  Disraeli),  173 

Butler,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Kilkenny 
Lyme  Regis  Election,  1311 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  444 

Callaghan,  Mr.  D.,  Cork  City 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  934 

Campbell,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  1074 
Affirmation,  2R.  722,  723,  728 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  Ac.)  2R.  870 
Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  514,  528,  534 
Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of  the,  1033 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  709,  713 ; 

3R.  1040,  1041 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  SR.  376, 

377,  378,  379,  381 
Protection  of  Women,  3R.  Amend.  109,  173 
Shrievalty  of  Westmoreland.  IR.  1242 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  IR.  158, 

160;  2R.  283 

Campbell,  Hon.  W.  F.,  Cambridge 
Charter,  The  People's,  1285 

Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill, 
I.  Motion  (Lord  Brougham),  450,  [Contents. 96, 
Not-Contents  99,  M.  3]  547 ;  Question  (Lord 
Brougham),  1033,  1037 
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Canada —  Supply, 
c.  189  ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Hemes),  262; 
Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Brotherton),  274 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  278 ;  Adj.  [A.  172,  N.  107.  M. 
66]  281  ;  Explanation  (Mr.  Roebuck),  301 ; 
(Mr.  Bankes),  303  ;  Adj.  Debate,  306,  [o.  q. 
A.  291,  N.  160,  M.  141]  SIS;— Free  Trade, 
Question  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Ilerries),  602 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Parliamentiuy  Oaths,  2R.  888 

Card  WELL,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 

Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 
moredfor,  667 

Carlisle,  Earl  of 

Goal  Mines,  Accidents  in,  Comm.  moved  for, 

383 
Drainage  of  Land,  IR.  1114 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  872,  919 

Cawdor,  Earl  of 
Post  Office  Communication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), 815 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of  the, 
L  Returns  moyed  for  (Lord  Brougluun),  1031 

Chancellor  op  the  Exchequer  (Right 
Hon.  Sir  C.  Wood),  Halifax 

Budget,  The,  740,  743 

Mails,  Transmission  of,  Irish  and  Scotch,  Comm. 
moved  for,  1311 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  el  1,  1045,  1047, 
1048,  1049 ;  cl.  2,  1052,  1063,  1050,  1057, 
1068;  cl.  6,  1090,  1096;  cl  7,  1099;  cL  9, 
1102;  add.  cl.  1109,1110,  1111 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 
1172,  1194 

Charitable  Trusts  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  384 

Charter,  The  People* s, 
€.  Motion  (Mr.  F.  O'Comior),  1268,  [A.  13, 
N.  222,  M.  209]  1304 

Chartist  Prisoners, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Hindley),  388 

Chichester,  Earl  of 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption^  &c.),  2R. 

871 
Prison  Discipline,  1380 

China, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Baillle),  1134 

Christopher,   Mr.   R.   A.,    Lincolnshire 
(Parts  of  Lindsey) 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  Amend.  1330 
County  Rates,  &c.  2R.  167 

Christy,  Mr.  S.,  Newcastle-under^Lyne 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  61 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 
Post  Office  Communications  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), 816 
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Clay,  Sir  W.,  Tower  Samlets 
Bankrupt  und  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  1028 

Clements,  Hon.  C.  S.,  Leitrim 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  1,  836,  932  ; 
cl  2,  1051,  1066;  ci.  3,  Amend.  108i;  add. 
cl  1109,  1110,  1111 

Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  685 

Coal  Mines,  Explosions  in, 
I.  Petition    (Lord    Brougham),   283 ;    Comm. 
moved  for  (Lord  Whamcliflfe),  383 

Cobden,  Mr.  R.,  Yorkshire,  W,  B, 
Budget,  The,  776,  781 

International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  53, 
81,  85,  117 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Bridport 

International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  69 
Supply— Canada,  253,  256,  062,  802,  868 

CocKBURN,  Mr.  A.  J.  E.,  Southampton 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  394 

Colonial  Oovemment, 
e.  Address  moved  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  937, 
[A.89,N.  163,  M.  74]  1002 

Colonies,  The, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Disraeli),  299 

CoNOLLY,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 
BaUinasloe,  Mortolity  ifi,  185 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1,  1044,  1068  ; 
cl  3,  1087  ;  cl  5,  1096  ;  add.  el.  1253 

Consolidated  Fund  (3,000,000?.)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1042  ;  aE.*  1082  ;  Rep.*  1188;  SR.* 
1390 

Consular  Expenditure   Act  Amendment 
Bill, 

I  2R.  291 ,  Amend.  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne), 
292 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  299  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn,  ib. 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill, 
0.  Com.  1330 ;    Amend.  (Mr.  Christopher),  ib., 
[o.  q.  A.  60,  N.  71,  M.  11]  1333 

Count  Out,  The, 
c.  Observations  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  594 

County  Cess  (Ireland)  BiU, 
c.  3R.*  384 
/.  IR.*  450;  2R.*869;  Rep.»  1030;  3R.*  1066 

County  Bates  and  Expenditure  BiU, 
c.  2R.   125 ;    Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Palmer),  183, 
[0.  q.  A.  96,  N.  154,  M.  58]  146 ;   Attend. 
Adj.  [A.  83,  N.  131,  M.  48]  155, 922,  1082 

Cowan,  Mr.  C,  Edinburgh 

Budget,  The,  767 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Rochdale 

Charter,  The  People's.  1277,  1287 

Poor  Relief   (Ireland),   Com.  d.  I,  W,  086, 

1060;  d.  6,  1092;  cl  7,  1099;  adU,  et.  1108, 

1266,  1349,  1391,  1396 
Transportation  for  Treason  (trdand),  SB.  d25 
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Oruilty  to  AnimaU  Prevention  Bill, 

c.  2R.  124 

Defects  in  Leases  Bill, 
I.  Royal  Assent,  869 

Denison,  Mr.  E.  B.,  ForArsAtVe,  W.  B. 

County  Rates,  <bo.  2R.  148,  158 

Marriages,  Com.  cl.  3,  1321 

Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moYod  for,  1009 

Denison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  145 

Denman,  Lord 

Affirmation,  2R.  Y15,  728 

Navigation,  3R.  add,  cl.  45 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  IR.  162 

Desart,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  908 

Deserter Sy    Apprehension  of   (Portugal) 
Bill 
I.  Royal  Assent,  869 

Devon,  Earl  of 
Ldasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  8R.  370 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  5 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  IR.  162 

DiOKSON,  Mr.  S.,  Limerick f  Co, 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  add.  el.  1253 
Transportation    for    Treason    (Ireland),    3R. 


Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Buckinghamshire 

Arctic  Expedition,  The,  53 

Board  of  Trade  Returns,  387 

Business  of  the  Session,  173 

Business,  Public,  1351 

Colonies,  The — Sugar  Duties,  299 

County  Rates,  Ac,  2R.  149,  153,  154 

Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Address 

moved,  705 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1141, 

1161,1199,  1233,  1441,1486 
Supply— Canada,  275,  279,  354 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  389 

Divisions,  List  of, 
Affirmation  Bill,  2R.  [ContenU  10,  Kot*Con- 

tents  34,  M.  24]  729 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Conun.  moved  for  (Mr.  Bankes), 

[A.  91,  N.  37,  M.  54]  1309 
Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  Motion  (Lord 

Brougham),  [Contents  96,  Not-Contents  99, 

M.  3]  549 
Charter,  The  People's,  Motion  (Mr.  F.  0*(3on- 

nor),  [A.  13,  N.  222,  M.  209]  1804 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved  (Sir  W. 

Molesworth),  [A.  89,  N.  163,  M.  74]  1002 
Copyhold     Enifranchisement    Bill,     c.    Com. 

Amend.  (Mr.  Christopher),  [o.  q.  A.   60^  N. 

71,  M.  11]  1334 
County  Rates,  &c..  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  R. 

Palmer,  [o.  q.  A.  96,  N.  194,  M.  58]  ;  Amend. 

Adj.  [A.  83,  N.  131,  M.  48]  155 


Divisions,  List  o^-^oniinued. 

Dublin  Roads,  <bo.,  dR.  [A.  65,  N.  8,  M.  57 

385 
Education  (IreUnd),  Address  moved  (Mr.  G. 

A.   HamUton),   [A.    102,  N.    162,   M.  60] 

706 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved  (Mr. 

Cobden).  [A.  79,  N.  176,  M.  97]  119 
Leasehold    Tenure  of   Lands   (Ireland)^    SR. 

[Contents  38,  Not-Contents  35,  M.  3]  381 
Marriage  (Scotland)    Bill,  e.    Com.    Amend* 

(Mr.  Forbes).  [A.  24,  N.  59,  M  35]  708 
Marriages  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Right  Hon.  H. 

Goulbum),  [o.  a.  A.  177,  N.  143,  M.  34] 

636  ;  add,  cl.  (Rt.  Hon.  F.  Maule),  [A.  66. 

N.  119,  M.  58]  1829 
Navigation  Bill,  3R.  add.  cl.  (Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford), [Contents  9,  Not-Contents  23.  M.  141 

48 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  Amend.  (Earl  Eglin- 

toun),  [o.  q.  Contents  70,  Not-Contents  95, 

M.  25]  920 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for  (Lord 

D.  Stuart),  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  O.  Grey), 

[o.  q.  A.  28,  N.  137,  M.  109]  1266 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  d.  1,  [A.  178, 

N.  51,  M.  127]  865;  Amend.  (Mr.  Stafford), 

[a.  q.  A.  125,  N.  48,  M.  77]  936  ;  Proviw 

(Mr.  S.  Adair),  [A.  11,  N.  66,  M.  6in  1050  ; 

[o.  q.A.  56,  N.  24,  M.  32]  1051 ;  el.  2,  [A. 

108,  N.  52,  M.  56]  1060 ;  el  8,  Proviso  (Mr. 

Stafford),  [A.  24,  N.  68,  M.  44]  1088  ;  cl  5, 

Amend.  (Sir  H.  Barron),  [A.  12,  N.  81,  M. 

69]  1093  ;  el.  7,   [A.   125.  N.   19,  M.  106] 

1100,  add.  d.  (Sir  H.   Barron).  [A.  18,  N. 

80,  M.  62]  1257;  (Lord  Naas),  [A.  71,  N. 

10,  M.  61]  1258  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  [A.  25, 

N.  55,  M.  30]  1396 
Protection  of  Women  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Mr. 

C.  Anstey),   [o.  q.  A.    130,  N.  6,  M.  134] 

1028 ;  (Colonel  Salwey),  [A.  29,  N.  52,  M. 

23]  1064 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ao.,  (Ireland)^ 

Comm.  Amend.  Ac^.  (Colonel  Dunnci),  [A. 

13,N.  58,  M.  46]  122 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.Dia* 

raeli),  [A.  156,  N.  296,  M.  140] 


Supply— Canada,  Amend.  Adj.  [A.  172»  N«  107, 
M.  661  281 ;  Amend.  (Rt.  lion.  J.  C.  Ber- 
ries), [o.q.  A.  291,  N.  150,  M  141]  373 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland)  BiU«  2R« 
Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  [o.  q.  A.  178,  N.  81, 
M.  147]  433  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
[A.  9,  N.  195,  M.  186]  438  ;  [A.  175,  N.  19, 
M.  156]  447;  Com.  c/.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  0. 
Anstey),  [o.  q.  A.  151,  N.  27,  M.  1241  793 ; 
3R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  [o.  q.  A.  159,  N. 
27,  M.  132]  826  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  0.  Anrtey), 
[o.  q.  A.  146,  N.  31,  M.  125]  839 

Donegal,  Marquess  of 
Leasehold   Tenore  of  Lands  (Ireland),  9R. 

377 

Drainage  of  Lands  Bill, 
I.  IR.  1113 ;  2R.*  1363 

Drummond,  Mr.  H.,  Surrey,  W. 
Budget,  The,  769 
Marriages,  Com.  add,  d.  1324 
Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  8^ 
Supply — Canada,  310 
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Drummond,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Perthshire 
County  Rates,  <bo.,  2R.  127 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  125 

Dublin,  Archbishop  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  801 

Dublin  Beads,  dec.  Bill, 
e.  3R.  [A.  66,  N.  8,  M.  67]  386 

Duncan,  Viscount,  Bath 

Protection  of  Women,  2R.  Amend.  Adj.  1065 

Duncan,  Mr.  G.,  Dundee 
Marriages  (Scotland),  Com.  cl,  1,  Amend.  709 

DuNCOMBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Finshury 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  1335,  1342 

Dunne,  Lieut.-Col.  F.  P.,  Portarlington 
Estates  Leasing,  Com.  1061 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  &c,  643 
Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moYed  for,  674 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  c^  1,  865  ;  929, 

1046;   el,  2,   1062,  1065,  1067;    Proviso, 

1069;  c/.  3,  1087;   add,   cl.    1112,    1264, 

1266,  1348,  1360, 1394 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac,  (Ireland), 

Comm.  Amend.  121,  123 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com.  cL 

1,792 

Ecclesicutical  Commission, 
Question  (Mr.  Horsman),  186 

Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiction  Bill, 
c.  2R.*  173  ;  3R .•  729 
/.  IR.*  800  ;  2R.»  1342  ;  Rep.*  1364 

Eddisburt,  Earl 

Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  296 
Italy,  War  in,  639 

Education  (Ireland), 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  676, 
[A.  102,  N.  162,  M.  60]  706 

Eglintoun,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  Amend.  382 

Ellenborough,  Earl  of 

Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  1234,  1240 

1241 
Navigation,  3R.  11 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  9,  290,  1034,  1035 

Ellice,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  Coventry 

Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  1369 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leicester 
Budget,  The,  782 
Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 

moved  for,  664 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1027 

Estates  Leasing  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  Amend.  (Capt.  Jones),  [r.p,  A.  29,  N. 
105,  M.  76]  1001 


Evans,  Major  General  Sir  De  Lacy,  West" 
minster 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1308 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  dsc.  640,  644 
Military  Etiquette,  304 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  1264 

Ewart,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 
Budget,  The,  768 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  68 

Exchequer,    Chancellor    of    the,    see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Exeter,  Bishop  of 

Parliamentary  Oatlis,  2R.  894 

Fagax,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  City 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl,  1,  837 ;  c/L  2, 

1055;   d,  3,  1086;   cl.  7,   1100;  add.  eL 

1106,  1253,  1345,  1392,  1397 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  416 

Fellowes,  Mr.  E.,  Huntingdonshire 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  dom.  1333 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.,  Londonderry  City 
Poor  ReUcf  (Irehmd),  Com.  cL  2,  1052  ;  mdd. 

cl.  1396 

Foley,  Mr.  J.  H.  H.,  Worcestershire^  E. 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1808 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  d,  1324 
Marriages  (Scotland),  Com.  Amend.  708 

Fox,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Longford 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1,  861  ;  dL  2, 

1052 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  480 

Fox,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Oldham 
Charter,  The  People's,  1289 

Free  Church  (Scotland), 
I.  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadalbane),  1343 

French,  Mr.  F.,  Boscommon 
O'Brien,  Smith,  305 
Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Com.  d.  I,  1046  ;  cL  9, 

1102  ;  add.  d.  1255,  1350 
Transportation  for  Treason  (IreUnd),  2R.  431 : 

Com.  d.  1,  791 

Frewen,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Sussex,  E. 
Budget,  The,  766 
Lyme  Regis  Election,  1313 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  fitr,  1007 

Friendly  Societies  Bill, 
€.  Rep.*  1250 

Friendly  Societies  (No.  2)  BUI, 
c.  IR.*  1390 
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Galloway,  Earl  of 
Post  Office  Communication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), 820 

Galway,  Viscount,  Retford  [East) 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  1331 

General  and  Quarter  Sessions  Bill, 
e.  2R .•  173  ;  2R .•  1082 
I.  1R.»  1112 

Gibson,  Right  Hon.  T.  M.,  Manchester 
Budget,  The,  769 
County  Rates,  &c,  2R.  148 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  00, 

97 
Literary  Societies,  Exemption  from  Taxation 

of,  602 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1029,  1004,  1065 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  183 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Oxford 
University 
Business,  Public,  1141 

Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  982, 996 
Count  Out,  The,  696 
County  Rates,  <fec.  2R.  163 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  1366, 

1361 
Marriages,  2R.  616:  Com.  d.  3,  1318 
Navigation  Laws,  604 
Supply— Canada,  189,  229,  230,  239,  243,  274, 

279 

Glenelg,  Lord 
Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  1240 

Glengall,  Earl  of 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  712  ;  3R. 
1042 

Godson,  Mr.  R.,  Kidderminster 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  417, 
430 

GouLBURN,   Right   Hon.    H.,    Cambridge 
University 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  1022 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  1332 
Marriages,  Com.  cl.  2,  1314  ;  cl  3,  1320 

Graham,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Eipon 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1,  1044,  1046, 

1047;  add.cl.  1107.  1109,  1111 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  422 

Granby,  Marquess  of,  Stamford 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1462, 

1477 
Supply— Canada,  278,  336 

Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  2R.»  460  ;  Rep.»  639;  8R.»  800 

Granville,  Earl 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  cL  1, 1249 
Navigation  3R.  17 


Grattan,  Mr.  H.,  Meath  Co. 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  393, 
426,  427,  431,  432 

Grey,  Earl 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  1066, 1080 
Australian  Colonies,  1120,  1124,  1126, 1130 
Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  471,  483, 647, 

1033,  1038,  1030, 1040 
Passengers,  2R.  382,  383 

Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Northumher^ 

land,  N. 
Ballinasloe,  Mortality  in,  186 
Chartist  Prisoners,  388 
County  Rates,  2R.  136,  138,  141.  160.  161 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  126 
Jones,  Ernest,  60,  386,  387 
Juvenile  Offenders,  <bc.  2R.  869 
Lyme  Regis  Election,  1313 
Marriages,  Com.  el.  3. 1319 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  1336,  1342 
O'Brien,  Smith,  306 
Police,  Meti'opolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  Amend. 

1261,  1266 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  1,  929 ;  Amend. 

1043,  1046,  1060;  d.  2,  Amend.  1061, 1066, 

1068,  1060 ;  d.  3,  1084,  1086  ;  d.  9,  1102  ; 

d.  12,  1103 ;  add.  d.  1108, 1266,  1267, 1891, 

1392 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.   moved  for,   1012, 

1018 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1028,  1030,  1066 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  390, 

396,  422,  441 ;    Com.  d.  1,  791,  797;  SR. 

824 

Grooan,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  City 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.   1,  839,  866, 
928;  d.  2,   1067:    d.  9,   1102:    add.  d. 
1266,  125C 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R.,  Middlesex 

Budget,  The,  765 

International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  71 
Police,     Metropolitan,    Comm.     moved   for, 
1266 

Guiana,  British, 
c.  Question  (Lord  J.  Russell),  183 

Haddington,  Earl  of 
Drainage  of  Land,  IR.  1114 
Post  Office  Communication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), 816 
Universities  (Scotland)  —  The    Free   Church, 
1343 

Halford,  Sir  H.,  Leicestershire,  S. 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  Amend. 
1006,  1018 

Hamilton,  Lord  C,  Tyrone 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  694 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  c/..l,  1049;  d.  2, 
1068;  d,  3,1087 
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Hamilton,  Mr.  G.  A.,  Dublin  University 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  675 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  5,  1090, 1096 
State  of  the  Nation,  Gomm.  moved  for,  1 405 

Harris,  Hon.  Capt.  E,  A.  J.,  Christchurch 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  116 
Ni^vigation,  Lords'  Amends.  188 

Harris,  Mr.  R.,  Leicester 

Budget,  The,  783 

Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1010 

Harrowby,  Earl  of 

Beer,  Sale  of.  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  284, 285 

Prison  Discipline,  1888 

Teoants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  2R.  714 

Hastie,  Mr.  A.,  Glasgow 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  Amend.  Adj.  1065 

Hatherton,  Lord 

Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  Ac.)  2Rf  871 

Ha  WES,  Mr.  B.,  Kinsale 

Colonial  Government,   Address  moved,    971, 

976,  987 
Count  Out,  The,  600 

Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  1359 
Supply— Canada,  218,  252,  329 
Vancouver's  Isiaind,  Address  moved,  572,  593, 

600 

Hbadlam,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Newcduile-on'Tyne 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  1022 

Heald,  Mr.  J.,  Stockport 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  685 

Heathcote,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Rutlandshire 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Conmi.  moved  for,  1308 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 

County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  138 

Juvenile  Offenders,  dK}.  2R.  869 

Poor  Relief  (IreUnd),  Com.  d.  1,  935 ;  d.  2, 

1055;   d.  12,  1103;   d.  13,  1105  ;  add.  d. 

1107,  nil 

Henry,  Mr.  A..  Lancashire,  S, 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  125 

Herbert,  Right  Hon.  S.,  Wiltshire,  S. 
Poor  Relief  (Irehind),  Com.  d.  1,  936,  932 

Supply — Canada,  365 

Herbert,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry 

Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  838,  929, 
1046;  d.  3,  1086,  1087;  add,  d.  1106, 1107, 
1108, 1110 

Herries,  Right  Hon.  J.  C,  Stamford 

Budget,  The,  743 

Caqad^i^Free  Trade,  602,  603,  604 

li^vigt^^on,  Lords*  Amends.  188 
.   Sii|^y->Oanada,  248,  374,  841 

t^niu^ortatiott  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  394 


Heywood,  Mr.  J.,  Lancashire  N. 

County  Rates,  Ao.  2R.  134 

Heyworth,  Mr.  L.,  Derby 
Budget,  The,  780 

Highway  Bates  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  1133;  3R.»  1896 

Highways  {Annual  Betums)  BUI, 
c.  3R.  49 
/.  1R.»  158;  2R.»  376;  Rep.*  450;  3R.*  1030 

Highways  {District  Surveyors)  Billt 
c.  2R.»  1313 

Hill,  Lord  A.  M.  C,  Evesham 

Count  Out,  The,  598 

HiNDLEY,  Mr.  C,  Ashton-undef'Lyne 
Chartist  Prisoners,  388 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Lincoln 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  7<^ 

Hodges,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Kent,  W. 

Budget,  The,  765 

Hogg,  Sir  J.  W.,  Honiton 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  fi>r,  13(M!» 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.,  Maidstone 
Marriages,  Com.  c/.  3,  1315,  1321 

HoRSMAN,  Mr,  E.,  Cockermouth 
Bishop  Wearmouth,  Living  of,  186,  733 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  846,  854,  358 

HowDEN,  Lord 
Navigation,  3R.  add.  d,  39 

Hudson^ s  Bay  Company  and  ike  UnUed 

States, 

c.  Question   (Mr.  Christy),  51 ; — Vdnc<mver*s 

Island,  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Lincoln), 

549;  House  counted  out,  598,  594 ;  Address 

moved  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  Gladstone),  135(S 

Hume,  Mr.  J.,  Montrose,  Ac. 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  1022, 

1023, 1024 
Budget,  The,  754,  757.  784 
Business  of  the  Session,  183 
Business,  Public,  1140 
Charter,  The  People's.  1278, 1295 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  969, 976, 

981 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  183S 
Count  Out,  The,  601 
County  Rates,  2R.  125, 129, 130, 143, 146,  U9, 

157 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  125 
Guiana.  British,  184,  185 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moTe<}«  1359, 

1361 
Hungary,  War  in,  1397, 1398 
International  Arbitration,  Address  mored,  106 
Maniages,  Com.  add,  d.  1327 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  4e.  641 
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Hume,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  1336 
Navigation,  Lords'  Amends.  188 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  1264 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1013 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1026,  1030 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  182,  183,  730 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1418 
Supply — Canada,  315 
Vancouver's  Island,  Address  moved,  592 

Hungary,  War  in, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  1307 

Inclosure  Act  {Extension  of  Powers)  Bill, 
I IR.*  1112 

Incumbered  Estates  {Ireland)  Bill, 
I  Rep,  709;  3R,  1040 

India, 

Army  in,  I.  Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of  EUen- 

borough),  1234 
Mutiny^  sec  MuUny  and  DeterHon  (India)  Bill 

Inglib,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  Universitt/ 
Arctic  Expedition,  The,  52 

International  Arbitration, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Cobden),  53  ;   Amend. 
».  g.  (Visot.  Palmerston),  78,  [A.  79,  N.  176, 
M.  07]  119 

Ireland, 

AdministrcUum  of  Justice^  see  Administration 
of  Justice  (Ireland)  Bill 

Assaults,  see  Assaults  {Ireland)  Bill 

Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  see  Attorneys  and  So- 
licitors (^Ireland)  Bill 

BaHinculoe,  Mortality  in,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Co- 
nolly,  185 

County  Cess,  see  County  Cess  (Ireland)  Bill 

Dublin  Roads,  ^c.  see  thiblin  Roads,  ^c.  {Ire- 
land) Bill 

Education,  c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamil- 
ton), 676,  [A.  102,  N.  162,  M.  60]  706 

Estates,  Leasing,  see  Estates  Leasing  {Ireland) 
Bill 

Grand  Jury  Cess,  see  Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ire- 
land) Bill 

Incumbered  Estates,  see  Incumbered  Estates 
{Ireland)  Bill 

Judgments,  see  Judgments  (Ireland)  Bill 

Land,  Transfer  of,  see  Land,  Transfer  of  {Ire- 
land) Bill 

Leasehold  Tenure,  see  Leasehold  Tenure  of 
Land  {Ireland)  Bill 

Mails,  Transmission  of,  e.  Comm.  moved  for, 
(Mr.  Ker).  1310,  [A.  37,  N.  44,  M.  7]  1311 

Municipal  Corporations,  see  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations {Ireland)  Bill 

C^Brien,  Smith,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Napier),  805 

Poor  Relief,  Bee  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill 

Post  Ofice  Communication  with  Scotland,  I. 
Comm.  moved  for  (Marquess  of  London- 
derry), 808 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  821 

Receivers,  Courts  of  Chancery,  ^c,  c.  Comm. 
121  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Col.  Dunne),  [A.  13,  N. 
58,  M.  46]  122 

Sheepstealers,  see  Slieepsteakrs  {Ireland)  Bill 

Tenant  Right,  see  Tenant  Right  (Ireland)  Bill 

Transportation  for  Treason,  see  Transporta- 
tion for  Treason  (Ireland)  Bill 

Turnpike  Roads,  see  Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland) 
Bill 


Italy,   War  in, 
I.  Question  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  639,  1112 
c.  Question  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  50 

Jervis,  Sir  J.,  see  Attorney  General, 
The 

JoLLiFFE,  Sir  W.  G.  H.,  Fetersjield 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  152 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  1263 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl,  1,  1046 

Jones,  Capt.  T.,  Londonderry 
Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend.  1061 

Jones,  Ernest, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  F.  O'Connor),  50, 366 

Judgments  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  640 

Juvenile  Offenders,  &c.  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  384;  2R.  867 

Keogh,  Mr.  W.,  Athlone 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2E.  iU» 
438 

Ker,  Mr.  B.,  Downpatrick 
Mails,    Transmission   of    Irish    and    Scotch, 

Comm.  moved  for,  1310 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com,  add.  el  1112 

Labouchere,  Eight  Hon.  H.,  Taunton 

Board  of  Trade  Returns,  387,  388 

Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1308 

Canadar-Free  Trade,  603, 604 

Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  999 

Count  Out,  The,  596 

Navigation,  Lords'  Amends.  187,  188,  189,  604 

Poor,  Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  672 
Supply— Canada,  839 

Lacy,  Mr.  H.  C,  Bodmin 

Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Amend,  1339 

Land,  Drainage  of.  Bill, 
I  IR.  1113;  2R.*1363 

Land,  Transfer  of  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I  1R.»  450 

Lands,  Leasehold  Tenure  of  {Ireland)  Billf 
I  3R.  Adj.  Debate.  376,  [Contents   38,  Not- 

Contents  35,  M,  3]  381;  BiU  passed,  389 
c.  1R.»548 

Langdale,  Lord 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  Absence  of,  1031 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 
Agricultural  Distress,  163 
Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  1037 
Beer,  Sale  of.  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  385 
Canada,  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  476,  537,  544 
Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  Amend.  292,  298 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  712 
Italy,  Iiitervention  in,  1112,  1U3 
Leatehold  Tenuro  of  Lands  (Ir^Und),  SIU  979 
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Lansdowxe,  Marquess  o{-^conttnued. 
Navigation,  3R.  11,  26,  add.  cl.  46 
Prison  Discipline,  1375,  1380 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  6,  8,  10,  285,  287,  288, 

290,  291,  805,  1034,  1035,  1036,  1037 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  805 

Law,  Hon.  C.  E.,  Cambridge  University 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  1024 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1025,  1027 

Lawless,  Hon.  J.  C,  Clonmel 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  add.  cl.  1344 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  416, 
444,  445,  447;  Com.  cl  1,  Amend.  798,  799; 
That  the  BiU  do  pass,  830 

Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  {Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  3R.  Adj.  Debate,  376,  [Contents  38,  Not- 

Coutents  35,  M.  3]  381;  BiU  passed,  382 
c.  1R.*548;  2R.*  1042 

Leases,  Defects  in.  Bill, 
I.  Royal  Assent,  869 

Lefevre,  Right  Hon.  C.  S.,  see  Speaker, 
The 

Lewis,  Mr.  G.  C,  Herefordshire 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  143 
Poor  Relief  (Irehind),  Com.  842,  858,  add.  cl. 
1107,  1112,  1254,  1349 

Lincoln,  Earl  of,  Linlithgow,  dsc. 
Business,  Public,  1354 

Count  Out,  The,  594,  595,  596,  597,  598,  600 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  Address  moved,  1359, 

1361 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  1341 
Vancouver's  Island,  Address  moved,  549 

Literary  Societies,  Exemption  from  Taxa- 
tion  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Brown),  601 

Loan  Societies  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  173;  3R.*  384 
L  IR.*  450;  2R.*  1342;  Rep.*  1364 

London,  Bishop  of 

Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  293,  296,  297 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of 
Drainage  of  Lands,  IR.  1114 
Post  OflRcc  Communication  (Scotland  and  Ire- 
land), Comm.  moved  for,  808,  821 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  289 

Lonsdale,  Earl  of 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  Amend.  1131 ; 
Com.  cl.  1,  1248 

Lyme  Regis  Election, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Butler),  1311,  [A.  3,  N.  46, 
M.  43]  1313 

Lyndhurst,  Lord 

Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  505,  531 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  SR.  378 


Lyttelton,  Lord 

Australian  Colonies,  1136 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,   &c,)  2R. 
871 

Macgregor,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow 
Budget,  The,  766 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  1340 
Supply — Canada,  330 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Peebles-shire 

Business,  Public,  1140 
Supply — Canada,  279 

MACKINNON.  Mr.  W.  A.,  Lymington 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  125 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  72 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 
moved  for,  658 

Mahon,  Viscount,  Hertford 

Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1008 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Intercourse  with,  1082 

Mails,      Transmission     of,     Irish     and 

Scotch, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Ker),  1310,  [A.  37, 
N.  44,  M.  7]  1311 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Cfuildford 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1309 
Marriages,  Com.  cl.  3,  1318 

March,  Earl  of,  Sussex,  W. 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1435 

Marriage  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Forbes),  [A.  24,  N.  59, 
M.  35]  708  ;  cl.  I,  709 

Man*iages  Bill, 
c.  2R.  Adj.  Debate,  605,  [o.  q,  A.  177,  N.  143, 
M.  34]  636  ;  Com.  cl.  2,  1314;  cl.  3,  1315  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Palmer),  ib. ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  1321  ;  add.  cl.  (Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Maule),  ib.  [A.  66,  N.  119,  M.  53]  1329 

Marriages  in  Foreign  Countries  Facili- 
tating Bill, 
c.  IR.*  49 ;  2R.*  640  ;  Rep.*  1043 ;  3R.*  1183 
I.  IR.*  1234 

Maule,  Right  Hon.  F.,  Perth 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  cl.  1321,  1328 
Military  Etiquette,  304 

Medical  Officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy^ 
c.  Motion  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans),  640 ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  645 

Miles,  Mr.  W.,  Somersetshire,  E. 
County  Rates,  Ac.,  2R.  144,  152 

Military  Etiquette, 
c.  Question  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans),  304 

Militia  Ballot  Suspension  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  593  ;   2R.*  821  ;  Rep.*  W3  ;  «R.* 

1082 
;.  1R.*1112;  2R.*  1234 
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MiLNES,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Poniefract 

International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  104, 

106 
Italy,  Austria  in,  50 
Supply — Canada,  334 

Mines  and  Collieries  (No,  2)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1250;  2R.  1335  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Lacy), 
1339  ;    Amend,    and    Motion    withdrawn, 
1342 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 

Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  205 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  G.,  Dartmouth 
Bankrupt    and    Insolvent    Members,    Com. 
1024 

MoLESWORTH,  Sir  W.,  Southwark 
Colonial  Government,  Address  moved,  937i  973, 

975,  977, 1002 
Supply— Canada,  323 

MoNSELL,  Mr.  W.,  lAmervck  Co. 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),   Com.  cl,   1,  862,  934, 

1043  ;  d,  2,  1053,  1056,  1057  ;  el  5,  1090  ; 

add.    cl    1108,    1109,    1111,    1112,    1346, 

1394 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  4(c.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  122 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  419; 

Com.  cl  1,  798 

MoNTEAGLE,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vancouver's  Island), 

2R.  1068 
Affirmation,  2R.  721 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  1181,  1182  ; 

Com.  1243,  1249.  1250  ;  3R.  1390 
Australian  Colonies,  1115 
Beer,  Sale  of.  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  285 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  712 

Moore,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Mayo  Co, 

Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  691 
Transportation   for  Treason   (Ireland),    Com. 
784  ;  cl,  1,  791 

Municipal  Corporations  {Ireland)  {No.  2) 
Bill, 
c.  2R.*  1250 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  G.  F.,  Birmingham 
Charter,  The  People's,  1302 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  3, 1316 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1 483 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Com.  cl 
1,790 

Mutiny  and  Desertion  {India)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  49;    2R.*   384;    Rep.»   729;   3R.* 

1043 
/.  1R.»  1066 ;  2R.»  1363 

Naas,  Lord,  Kildare,  Co, 

Poor  ReUef  (Ireland),  Com.  cl,  2,  Proviso,  1058 ; 
cl.  3, 1088 ;  d.  13,  Amend.  1105;  add.d, 
1257 


Napier,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  University 
Marriages,  2R.  605  ;  Com.  add.  cl  1328 
O'Brien,  Smith,  305 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Address 

moved,  703 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  2, 1052,  1055  ; 

el  5,   1091  ;  Amend.  1093,  1098 ;  cl   12, 

1104 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland);  Petitions, 

389 ;  2R.  Amend.  398,  438  ;  3R.  Amend. 

822 

Nation,  State  of  the, 
c,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Disraeli),   1141  ; 
Adj.  Debate,  1398,  [A.  156,  N.  296,  M.  140] 
1497 

Navigation  Bill, 
I   3R.   11  ;   add,  cl  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  29, 

[Contents  9,  Not-Contents  23,  M.  14]  48 ; 

Bill  passed,  i5.;  Protest,  t&. 
c.  Lords'  Amendments,  187;  Question  (Right 

Hon.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  604 
/.  Royal  Assent,  869 

Navy  Medical  Officers, 
c.  Motion  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans),  640 ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  645 

Nelson,  Earl 

Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  291,  296,  299 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  904 

Newdegate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  693 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1028 
State  of  the  Nation,  1453 
Supply — Canada,  319 

NiCHOLL,  Right  Hon.  Dr.  J.,  Cardiff 
Supply — Canada,  305 

NoRREYS,  Sir  C.  D.  0.  J.,  Mallow 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  840,   1043  ; 
cl  5, 1092.  1098  ;  cl  9, 1101 ;  add.  cl  1111, 
1257, 1347, 1350,  1393 

Norwich,  Bishop  of 
Protection  of  Women,  SR.  171 

Nugent,  Lord,  Aylesbury 

Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1307 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 
moved  for,  645, 674 

Oaths,  Alteration  of,  Bill, 
I  IR.*  1066 

O'Brien,  Sir  L.,  Clare 
Poor  Relief  (Irehind),  Com.  el  1,  1047;  dL  3, 
1059;  d,  5,  1092;  d,   12,  1103;  add.d. 
1348,  1350,  1395 

O'Brien,  Smith, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Napier),  305 

O'Connell,  Mr.  J.,  Limerick  City 
Business  of  the  Session,  181 
Charter,  The  People's,  1276 
Dublin  Roads,  Ao.  3R.  385 


O'CO 
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O'CoNirsix,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  cl.  1328, 1329 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  883  ;  cl,  7,  1099  ; 

add.cl  1108,1345,1346 
Tenant  Right  (Ireland),  Leave,  1362 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  400, 

438,  446 ;  Com.  c/.  1,  797  ;  3B.  823 

O'CoNNELL,  Mr.  M.,  Tralee 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d,  7,  1009 ;  cl  9, 

1101 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  &c,  (Ireland), 

Comm.  122, 123,  124 

O'CoNNELL,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kerry 
Charter,  The  People's,  1279 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  el,  8,  1087  ;  el,  5, 

1008  ;  add.  cl.  1110 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  Oom.  c/. 

1,790 

O'Connor,  Mr.  F.,  Nottingham 

Charter,  The  People's,  1268,  1303 
Jones,  Ernest,  50,  386,  387 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  5, 1093 
Transportation    for    Treason    (Ireland),    2R. 
437 ;  3R.  825 

O'Flahebty,  Mr.  A.,  Galwav 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R,  433 

Osborne,  Mr.  R.  £.,  Middlesex 
Business,  Public,  1139 
Hungary,  War  in,  1398 
Palace  Court,  385 

Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,  1203 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  121,  123 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1232 
Supply— Canada,  304 

Oswald,  Mr.  A.,  Ayrshire 
Man'iages,  Comm.  add,  d,  1325 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 
Navigation,  3R.  add,  cl.  29,  47 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  009 
Prison  Discipline,  1384,  1386 
Protection  of  Women,  3R.  169,  172 

Packe,  Mr.  0.  W.,  Leicestershire,  S, 
Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1308 
County  Rates,  &c.  2R.  142 

Pakington,  Sir  J.  S.,  Droitwich 
Colonies,  The — Sugar  Duties,  300 
County   Rates,  Ac.  2R.  129,  138,  140,   142, 

151,  168 
Jovenile  Oflbnders,  Ao.  2R.  869 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1017 

Palace  Court,  The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  385 

Palace  Court  ( Westminster)  Bill, 
c.  2R.*384;  Com.  1061 

Palmer,  Mr.  Robert,  Berkshire 
County  Rates,  Ao.  2R.  Amend.  183 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1011 


Palmer,  Mr.  Roundell,  Plymouth 
Marriages,  Com.  add.  d.  1327 

Palmerston,  Viscount,  Tiverton 

Arctic  Expedition,  The,  51,  62 

China,  1135,  1136 

Hudson's  Bay  Company,  51 

International    Intervention!    Address    moved. 

Amend.  78,  81,  97,  100,  102 
Italy,  Austria  in,  50 
Plate,  River,  Affairs  of,  732,  733 
Pope,  Her  Majesty's  Letter  to  the,  731 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  182, 188,  738,  789,  740 
Spain,  Diplomatic  Intercourse  with,  1083 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Bilh 
I,  1R.»  1 :  2R.  872  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Eglin- 
toun),  382,  [o.  q.  Contents  70,  Not-Contents 
95,  M.  25]  920 

Passengers*  Bill, 
I  2R.  382 ;  Rep.»  639  ;  3R.»  709 

Patten,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  N. 
County  Rates,  Ac.  2R.  140,  158 

Pearson,  Mr.  C,  LanibeA 

Juvenile  Offenders,  Ao.  3R.  867 

Prison  Discipline,  Comm,  moved  for,  1018 

Pechell,  Capt.  Gr.  R.,  Brighton 

Bread,  Sale  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  1807 
Medical  Officers  in  the  Army,  Ac.  644 
Palace  Court,  Com.  1063 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
Guiana,  British,  185 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1429, 

1453 
Supply— Canada,  346 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  SR.  892 

Peto,  Mr.  S.  M.,  Norwich 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 
moved  for,  862 

Plate,  The  River,  Affairs  of, 
e,  Questson  (Hon.  G.  Smythe),  732 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Kent,  E, 
Budget,  The,  783 

Poor  Laws — Workhouse  Dress,  730 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  lor,  1229 

Police,  Metropolitan, 
c,  Comm,  moved  for  (Lord  P.  Stuart),  1258  ; 
Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grey),  1261,  [o.  q, 
A.  28,  N.  137,  M.  109]  1266 

Police  of  Towns  {Scotland)  Bill, 
e.  Rep.*  1043 

Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the, 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  Nugent),  645  ;  Mo- 
tion neg.  675 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Act  Amendment 
Bill, 

c.  1R.»  299  ;  2R.»  1082 
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Poor  Laws —  Worhhmse  Dress, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Plumptre),  Y30 

Poor  Belief  ( Oiiies  and  Boroughs)  Bill, 
c.  IR*  1133 

Poor  Belief  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  c/.  1,  830,  [A.  1Y8,  N.51,  M.  127]  865; 
Amend.  (Sir  J.  B.  Walsh),  922  ;  (Mr.  Staf- 
ford), 927,  [o.  q.  A.  125,  N.  48,  M.  77]  936  ; 
(Sir  G.  Grey),  1043;  Proviso  (Mr.  S.  Adair), 
1049,  [A.  11,  N.  66,  M.  55]  1050,  [o.  q. 
A.  56,  N.  24,  M.  32]  1051  ;  d.  2,  ih., 
[A.  40,  N.  18,  M.  22]  1058;  2nd  Div.  [A.  43, 
N.  18,  M.  25]  ih.;  Amend.  (Mr.  Stafford),  t5., 
[o.  q.  A.  79,  N.  23,  M.  56]  1057 ;  Proviso 
(Lord  Naas),  1058,  [A.  48,  N.  88,  M.  40] 
1059  ;  Proviso  (Col.  Dunne),  [A.  38,  N.  103, 
M.  65]  i6.,  [o.  q.  A.  108,  N.  52,  M.  56]  1060; 
c/.  3,  1084;  Proviso  (Mr.  Stafford),  1085,  [A. 
24,  N.  68,  M.  44]  1088 ;  d.  5,  Amend.  (Sir 
H.  Barron)  ih.,  [A.  12,  N.  81,  M.  69]  1093 ; 
d.  7,  1098,  [A.  125,  N.  19,  M.  106]  1100  ; 
c/.  9,  1101  ;  d.  12,  1103  :  d.  13,  Amend. 
(Lord  Naas),  [o.  q.  A.  72,  N.  40,  M.  32]  1105; 
add.  d.  (Mr.  H.  Herbert),  1106;  (Mr.  Mon- 
sell),  1111;  (CoL  Dunne),  1112;  c/.  with- 
drawn, ih.  ;  (Sir  H.  Barron),  1250;  d.  with- 
drawn, 1254;  (Col.  Dunne),  i6.,  [A.  18,  N.80, 
M.  62]  1256  ;  (Sir  D.  Norreys),  1257 ;  d. 
withdrawn,  ih. ;  (Lord  Naas),  ih.,  [A.  71,  N. 
10,  M.  61]  1258  ;  (Hon.  C.  Lawless),  1344, 
[A.  12,  N.  74,  M.  62]  1348  ;  (Sir  J.  Walsh), 
%h. ;  d.  withdrawn,  1349  ;  (Mr.  P.  Scrope), 
ih,',  d.  withdrawn,  1350  ;  (Sir  D.  Norreys), 
ih.,  [A.  7,  N.  73,  M.  66]  ih. ;  (Col.  Dunne), 
ih.;  d.  withdrawn,  ih,;  (Sir  G.  Grey),  1391  ; 
(Mr.  S.  Crawford),  ih.,  [A.  25,  N.  66,  M.  30] 
1896  ;  (Sir  R.  A.  Ferguson),  ih. ;  d.  with- 
drawn, 1397 ;  Proviso  (Mr.  Bateson),  ih, ; 
(Mr.  W.  Fagan),  ib. 

Pope,  Her  Majesty's  Letter  to  the, 
e.  Question  (w.  C.  Anstey),  730 

PoRTMAN,  Lord 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  2R.  Amend.  714 

Post  Office  Packet  Communication  between 
Scotland  and  Ireland, 
I.  Comm.  moved  for  (Marquess  of  Londonderry), 
808;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Cawdor),  815;  Motion 
and  Amend,  withdrawn,  821 

Posts,  Inland,  (Oolonies)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1390 

Power,  Dr.  M.,  Cork  County 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  3R.  829 

Powis,  Earl  of 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  d.  1,  1248, 
1249 

Prison  Discipline, 

I,  Res.  (Lord  Brougham),  1364;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1389 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Pearson),  Adj.  De- 
bate, 1005;  Amend.  (Sir  II.  Halford),  1006; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  1018;  Motion  withdrawn, 
1021 


Protection  of  Women  Bill, 
I.  3R.  169,  [Contents  23,  Kot-Contents  19,  M. 

4]  173 
c.  IR.*  299;  2R.  1024  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  0.  An- 
itey,  1025,  [o.  q,  A.  130,  N.  6,M.  124]  1028; 
Adj.  Debate,  1068;  Amend.  (Col.  Salwey), 
[A.  29,  N.  52,  M.  23]  1063:  2nd  Div.  [A.  22, 
N.  53,  M.  31]  1065;  House  counted  out,  1066, 
1390 

Protest — Navigation  Bill, 
3R.  48 

Public  Business, 
c.  Observations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  1186;  (Mr. 
DisraeU),  1351 

Public  Health  {Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  384 

Pupils'  Protection  {Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  1043;  3R.*  1250 
/.   1R.»1342 

Railway  Accounts,  Audit  of.  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  869 ;    2R.*  1181  [Contents  10,   Not- 
Content!  5,  M.  5]  1133;   Com.  1243;  d.  1, 
1248;  3R.  1390 

Railways,  Abandonment  Bill, 
c,  2R*.  384 

Rawdon,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  D.,  Armagh  City 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1066 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  3R.  823 

Real  and  Personal   Property  Transfer 
Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  1313 

Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Asc,  {Ire- 
land), 
c.  Comm.  121,  Amend.  Adj.  (Col.  Dunne),  [A. 
13,  N.  58,  M.  45]  122 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  Ac),  2R. 

870 
Consular  Expenditure,  2R.  298 
Leasehold   Tenure    of  Lands    (Ireland),    3R. 

Amend.  377,  379,  381 
Tenants  at  Rack  Rent  Relief,  2R.  714 

Reynolds,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 
Dublin  Roads,  <bc.,  3R.  Amend.  385 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the.  Address 

moved,  704,  705 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  419, 

429,  438, 443,  444,  447;  Com.  d.  1,  Amend. 

794,  799;  3R.  826 

Richmond,  Duke  of 
AustralLin  Colonies,  1125 
Drainage  of  Lands,  IR.  1113,  1114 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  713 

Robinson,  Mr.  G.  R.,  Poole 
Poor,  Indigent,   Maintenanoe  of  the,  Comm. 
moved  for,  665 
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Roche,  Mr.  E.  B..  Corl\  City 

Basinesa  of  the  Session  17fi»  177 

Poor    RoUof  (Irekrid),  Com,  cl  3,  864.  031. 

Ufl4,  1045,   104(1,   H>49;  cl  3,  1088;  cl,  5. 

1005;  ctru  1008;  add,  cL  Vim,  1345.  1348 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Irdand),  2R,  389, 

SOa.415;  Oom.d.  ],7f)2 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Business,  Public,  1140 

C»naaii— Free  Trade.  603 

Chart  la  t  Friaoncrs,  388 

Colonics,  The — Sugar  Duties,  300 

Cmmty  Rates.  A<;.,  3R.  140,  150 

Iiit<"rnatioiial  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  97, 
103 

Rome,  Intervention  at,  734 

State  of  the  Nation.  Comm,  moved  for,  1223 

Supply— Canada.  224,  253,  254,  280  j— Expla- 
nation, 301 

Transportation  for  Treufton  (Ireland),  3R.  424, 
426,  427*  431.  440.  441,  443,  444,445 

Eome,  Intervention  at, 
L   Question    (Lord   Beatimont).    1 ;     (Earl    of 

Aberdeen),  285, 80Q  ;  (Earl  ofEllenborougli), 

1034 
e.  Obsenrationi  (Mr.  Hume),  183  ;  Reply  (Lord 

J.    Russell),    388  ;  (Mr.   Roebutrk),   734  ;— 

Her  Majcttt/t  Latter  ta  the  Popt',  Question 

(Mr.  Anstey),  730 

RoMiLLY,  Sir  J.,  see  Solicitor  General, 
Tho 

RussRLL,  Riglit  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 
liiabop  Woarmoutb,  Rcetory  of.  734 
Business  of  tbe  Se^ision,  177,  li^l 
Bosinesa,   Public,    1136,    1139,    1140.    U4I, 

1352. 1354 
Charter.  Tbe  People's,  1281,1393,  1303 
Colonial  Govcninierit,  AddreR??  movod,  9U6 
Kcelesiastical  Commi.HMon,  180 
Guiana,  Britisb.  183,  184 
llungaiy.  War  iu.  1398 

IntiTnational  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  109 
Medical    OHicers   in   the    Arniv.   Ac,,    Amend, 

643 
Poor,  Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,   Addrcsa 

moved,  690 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cL   1.  853.  854, 

858.  920,  927,  028,  035  :  cl.  12,  1104,  1105  ; 

atld.d.  1100,  1252,  1255,  1258,  1348,  1350, 

1395 
Route,  Intervention  at,  388 
State  of  tbe  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1232, 

1472 
Supply— Canada,  325,  230,  275,  278,  370,  367. 

ms 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  38!>, 
394,  446  ;  Com.  cA  1,  70S  ;  That  thu  Bill  do 
pass,  830 

RcTiiERFCiiD,  Riglit  Hod.  A,,  see  Advo- 
cate, The  Loud 

Sai>leir,  Mr.  J.,  Carhw,  Bo. 
Poor  Relief  (Ire^nd),   Com.    add,  d.  1347. 
1393 


St,  Germans,  Earl  of 

Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill.  534 

Coal  Mines,  Accidents  in,  Comm.  moved  for, 

384 
Incumbered  Eftiates  (Ireland),  3E,  1041 

Sausburv,  Marquess  of 
Affirmation.  2R.  726 

Birmlngbam  Borough  (E:semptions,  <^,)  3E. 
871,873 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 
Consukr  Expenditure,  2E.  308 

Salwey,  Colonel  IT.  B.,  Ludlow 

Protection  of  Women.  2R.  Amend.  Adj,  1030, 
1063 

Sakpars,  Mr.  G.,  Wakefidd 
Budget,  Tbe,  780,  782 

Schooli,  Sites  for,  BiU, 
c.  Rep.*  384  :  3R.»  022 
I  1R,»  1030;  2R,»  1334 

Scotland^ 
Frtit  Churehf  I,  Petition  (Marqueas  of  Broftdal- 

bane),  1343 
Mail*,  Trammiiticn  of,  e.  Comm.  moTed  for 

(Mr.  Ker),  1310,  [A.  37.  N.  44,  M.  7j  1311 
MarrioAjex,  m-^  Marriages  {Scoftund}  Bill 
Police  of  Townf,  nee  Police  of  Tqwiu  (Scotland) 

Bill 
Post   Ojfktf    Comnnnncation  with  Ireland^   L 

Conun,    moved  for    (Marquess  of  London- 
derry), 803;  Motion  withdrawn,  821 
Puldic  IltaUh,  see  Public  ILndtJi  (ScijtJ4tnrI)  Bill 
PapiW  Pffitectioii^heo  PtndW  Protection  (Scot- 

Uirul)  Bin 
Small  Debti,  see  Small  Debt  CouHt  i  Scotland) 

Bill 
7Htks  of  Uelipioii*  Camri^tjaiiouB,  see  Title t  of 

RdifjioHg  Cvtujreffatii>ns  {SrMtland}  Bill 
Tttnipihe  Tntifg,  see   Turnpike  Trwft^  {Scot* 

latid),  Accounts  of  ,  Bill 
Univer^fitien,  L  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadal- 

bano),  1343 

ScoTT,  Hon.  F.,  Berwiehshire 
Colonial  Government.  Address  moved,  905 

ScRorE,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 
Poor,   Indigent,   MaintoD&Dee  of  tbe,  Comm« 

moved  for,  666 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland).  Com,  d.  1,  850,  860,  861, 

932,  1040,  105O;  d.  2,    1058  :  d.  3,  1087; 

c/.  12,  1104  I  mkL  d.  1254,1346^  1349 

Scully,  Jlr,  F.,  Tipperary 
VofiT   Relief  (Ireland).  Com*,  c^.   1,032;  add. 

d.  1347 
Transitortation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  437 

Selkirk,  Earl  of 

AdminiHtrntion  of  Justice  (VaucoDver'fl  iBland), 
2R.  1071 

Seq^iestrators*  Itemedies  Bill^ 

i,  3R.»  1(»30 


SEW 


SPA 
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Sewers  Acts  Amendment  {No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  2R.»  173  ;  Rep .•  1043  ;  3R  *  1133 
I.  1R.»  1234 

/Sheepstealers  {Ireland)  Bill, 
I  1R.»  1;  2R.»376;  Rep*  639;  3R.»  709; 
Royal  Assent,  869 

Sheil,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  L.,  Bungarvon 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1,  933 

Shrewsbury,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  897 

Shrievalty  of  Westmoreland  Bill, 
I  IR.  1242 

Sidney,  Mr.  Aid.  T.,  Stafford 
Poor,  Indigent,   Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  651 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1007 

Silver  Coinage  Bill, 
I  1R.»  1  ;   2R.»  1363 

Slaney,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Shrewsbury 
Count  Out,  The,  598 
County  Rates,  Ac,  2R.  145 
Poor,   Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,   Comm. 

moved  for,  673 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1232, 

1398 

Small  Bebt  Courts  {Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  2R.*  173  ;  3R.»  922 

Small  Bebts  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
c,  1R.»  1004;  2R.»  1082  ;  Rep.*  1390 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V.,  Northampton 
Count  Out,  The,  699 
County  Rates,  &o„  2R.  139 
Supply— Canada,  277,  312 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Chichester 
Palace  Court,  Com.  1063 

Smythe,  Hon.  G.  A.  F.,  Canterbury 
Plate,  River,  AfEairs  of,  732 

Soap  Buty  Allowances  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  173  ;  2R.*  384  ;  3R.»  922 
/.  1R.»  1030  ;  2R.»  1342 ;  Rep.»  1304 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Romilly), 
Bevonport 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  2R.  1024 

SoMERViLLE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  M.,  Brog- 
heda 
Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved,  685 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  3,  1085  ;  add. 
cl.  1106,  1253,  1344.1346,  1348,  1349,  1397 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,   Ac.  (Ireland), 
Comm.  124 

Spain,  Biplo^natic  Relations  with, 
L  Question  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  800 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Mahon),  1082 


SUP 

.  Lefevre), 


Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  C.  S. 
Hampshire,  N. 
Business  of  the  Session,  177 
Canada— Free  Trade,  003 
Colonies,  The— Sugar  Duties,  300 
Count  Out,  The,  595 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1065 
Receivers,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.  (Ireland), 

Comm.  123 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  389, 
427,  431,  444,  445,  447 

Spooner,  Mr.  R„  Warwickshire,  N, 
County  Rates,  &c,  2R.  145 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  of  the,  Comm. 

for,  673 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  865 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.   1024,  1025,  1027, 

1028,  1065 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1480 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  3R.  823 

Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0.,  Northampton- 
shire, N, 

Budget,  The,  774 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1,  831 ;  Amend. 
927,  930,  1044  ;  c/.  2,  Amend.  1053,  1057  ; 
d.  3,  Proviso,  1084  ;  d.  12,  1103,  1105  ; 
add.  d.  1109,  1253,  1256, 1349 

Stanhope,  Earl 
Agricultural  Distress,  163 

Stanley,  Lord 
Australian  Colonies,  1124,  1127 
Canada  Rebellion  Losses  Bill,  518,  531 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  711 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  3R.  378 
Navigation,  3R.  21 
Rome,  Intervention  at,  1036,  1037 

State  of  the  Nation, 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Disraeli),  1141 ;  Adj. 
Debate,  1398,  [A.  156,  N.  296,  M.  140]  1497 

Strickland,  Sir  G.,  Preston 
Charter,  The  People's,  1288 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  Com.  1332 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  Prevention  of,  2R.  125 

Stuart,  Lord  D.  C,  Marylebone 
Palace  Court,  886;  Com.  1061,  1062,  1063 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Comm.  moved  for,|1258, 

♦       1266 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1232, 
1233 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Newark 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  392 

Sugar  Buties, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Disraeli),  299 

Supply —  Canada, 
c.  189;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Herrles), 
252  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Brotherton),  274  ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  278 ;  Adj.  [A.  172,  N. 
107,  M.  65]  281  ;  Explanation  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck), 300;  (Mr.  Bankes),  303;  A<y.  De- 
bate, 305,  [0.  q.  A.  291,  N.  150,  M.  141]  378 


TAL 
Talbot,  Earl 

Navigation,  3R.  21 


TUR  {I  N  D  E  X} 
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Talfourd,  Mr.  Serieant,  Reading 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  412 

Tenant  Bight  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  1362  ;  House  counted  out,  1363 

Tenants  at  Back  Bent  Belief  Bill, 
c.  3R.»  173 

/.  1R.»  283  ;  2R.  714 ;  Amend.  (Lord  Port- 
man),  1*6. 

TttESiGER,  Sir  F.,  Abingdon 
Palace  Court.,  386 

Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  391; 
Com.  cl.  1,  799 

Thompsok,  Lieut.  CoL  T.  P.,  Bradford 

Charter,  The  People's,  1277 
International  Arbitration,  Address  moved,  75 
Marriages,  2R.  636  ;  Com.  cl.  3,  1317 
Medical  OfBcers  in  the  Army,  &c,  644 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  el,  5,  1091 ;  add. 
el.  1393 

Thompson,  Mr.  G.,  Tower  Eamlets 

Charter,  The  People's,  1280 

Thornely,  Mr.  T.,  Wolverhampton 
Protection  of  Women,  2R.  1066 

Titles  of  Beligious  Congregations  (Soot- 
land)  BiUy 
c.  1R.*1183;  2R.*1890 

Transfer  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill, 
L  1R.»  460 

Transportation  foi'  Treason  (Ireland)  Bill, 

1 1R.»  168 ;  2R.  283  ;  8R.*  ib. 

e.  IR.*  299  ;  Petitions,  389  ;  2R.  895  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Napier),  398,  [o.  q.  A.  178,  N.  31,  M. 
147]  433;  Amend.  A<(j.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
436,  [A.  9,  N.  196,  M.  186]  438,  [A.  175, 
N.  19,  M.  166]  447  ;  Com.  784,  c/.  1.  Ameud. 
(Mr.  C.  Anstey),  786,  [o.  q.  A.  161,  N.  27, 
M.  124]  793  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  794, 
[A.  24,  N.  140,  M.  116]  797 ;  [p.  q.  A.  129, 
N.  19,  M.  110]  798  ;  3R.  822,  Amend.  (Mr. 
Napier),  823,  [o.  q.  A.  169,  N.  27,  M.  132] 
826  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  828,  [o.  q. 
A.  146,  N.  21,  M.  125]  829  ;  BiU  passed,' 
830 

/.  Royal  Assent,  869 

Trelawny,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Tavistock 
Count  Out,  The,  597 

Trustees  Relief  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1390 


TuFNELL,  Mr.  H.,  Detionport 
Count  Out,  The,  594 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  doc,  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1133;  2R.»1390 


Turnpike  Roods  (Ireland)  BiU, 
c.  2R.»  173 ;  Rep.*  1043;  3R.*  1133 
/.  IR.*  1234 

Turnpike  Trusts  Union  Bill, 
I.  8R.*  168 
c.  IR.*  299  ;  2R.*  1042 

Turnpike  Trusts  (Scotland),  Accounts  of 
I  3R.*  283 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.,  Essex,  N. 
Budget,  The,  762,  764 
State  of  the  Nation,  Comin.  moved  for,  1194 

Universities  (Scotland), 
I.  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadalbane),  1343 

Urquhart,  Mr.  D.,  Stafford 

International  Arbitration,  Addresi  moved,  75 

Vancouver's  Island, 
c.   Address    moved  (Earl  of  Lincoln^    349 ; 
House  counted  out,  698,  694 ; — see  AdmimS' 
tration  of  Justice  (  Vancouver's  Island)  BiU 

Vane,  Lord  H.,  Durham,  8. 
Dublin  Roads,  &c.,  8R.  386 

Vesey,  Hon.  T.,  Qiieen's  Co. 
Poor    Relief  (Ireland),    Com.    c/.    3,  1062 ; 
Amend.  1068 

Waldegrave,  Earl  of 
Navigation,  3R.  26 
Passengers,  3R.  283 

Walmsley,  Sir  J.,  Bolton 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1016 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.,  Radnorshire 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  841  ;   c/.   1,  922, 
927,  1046  ;  d.  1, 1100  ;  add.  d.  1348 

Warwick,  Earl  of 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  dra.)  3R. 

Amend.  870 
Navigation,  3R.  add.  d.  44 

Wawn,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Shields 
Navigation,  Lords'  Amends.  188, 189 

Ways  and  Means —  The  Budget, 

c.  740 

Wellington,  Duke  of 
Army  in  India,  Papers  moved  for,  1238 

Westmoreland,  Shrievalty  of.  Bill, 
I.  IR.  1242 

Wharnclipfe,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Vanoouver't  liUnd), 

2R.  1076 
Birmingham  Borough  (Exemption,  A9,)  Stt. 

870,  871 
Coal  Mines,  Aocidentfl  in,  Com.  nwTod  HdT,  383 


WIC 
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WiCKLOw,  Earl. of 

Affirmation,  2R.  727,  728 
Drainage  of  Lands,  IR.  1114 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  713 
Leasehold  Tenure  of  Lands  (Ireland),  3R.  377 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  906 

WiLLOUGHBY,  Sir  H.  p.,  Evesham 
Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation,  2R.  440 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Westhury 

State  of  the  Nation,  Comm.  moved  for,  1151 

WiNcniLSEA,  Earl  of 
Navigation,  3R.  19 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  2R.  900 

WoDEHousE,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  E, 
Poor,  Indigent,  Maintenance  for  the,  Comm. 

moved  for,  661 
Prison  Discipline,  Comm.  moved  for,  1017 

Wood,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C,  see  Chancellor 
OF  THE  Exchequer 


Wood,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Oxford 
Transportation  for  Treason  (Ireland),  2R.  409 

Worcester,     Marquess    of,    Gloucester- 
shire, E, 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention,  2R.  124 

Workhouse  Dress — The  Poor  Laws, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Plumptre),  730 

Wortley,  Right  Hon.  J.  S.,  Buteshire 
Marriages,  2R.  632  ;  Com.  d.  2,  1314,  1315  ; 
cl.  3,  1320  ;  add.  d,  1326,  1327,  1328 

Wynn,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  W.  W.,  Montgomery- 
shire 
Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Members,  Com.  1023 

Yarborough,  Earl  of 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  1131 ;  Com. 
el.  1,  1248 

Young,  Sir  J.,  Cavan 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland),  Com.  833  ;  d.  9,  1102  ; 
add.  d.  1392 


ERRATA. 

Page  729,  lines  36  and  31,  for  Contents  34,  Not-Contents  10,  read  Contents  10,  Not-Contents  34. 
—    38, /or  Not-Contents  read  Contents. 
1309  —   31,  for  List  of  the  Noes  read  List  of  the  Ayes. 


END  OF  VOL.  CVL,  AND  FIFTH  VOL.  OF  SESSION  1849. 


G.  WoodfkU  and  Sod,  Printers,  Angel  Court,  Skinner  Street,  London. 


